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PREFACE. 


TuHE present Edition of the Greek Testament is the result of a design formed many 
years ago, and suggested by the following considerations :— 

The history of the Criticism and Interpretation of the Sacred Text of the 
Evangelical Scriptures during the present century is distinguished by certain 
remarkable characteristics. 

By the blessing of Divine Providence singular benefits have been bestowed 
upon the present generation, for the elucidation of the inspired Volume. The 
Manuscripts of the New Testament have been collated with greater labour and 
accuracy than formerly; the Various Readings thence derived have been recorded 
with more minute exactness and precision; and new aids and instruments have 
thus been supplied to the biblical student, which were not accessible in former 
times. ‘Transcripts, some of them in facsimile, of the most ancient Manuscripts 
have been published; early Versions have been recovered and printed. The 
researches of Travellers, Historians, and Chronologers, have shed new light on the 
sacred page. Indeed it must be confessed, with thankfulness to the Divine Author 
of Scripture, that the present age enjoys, in certain respects, greater privileges for 
the due understanding of Holy Writ, than were ever conferred by Almighty God 
on any preceding generation since the Revival of Letters. 


On the other hand, some features of a different kind present themselves to 
our notice. 

In one remarkable respect, the history of the Criticism and Interpretation 
of the Mew Testament in our own times bears a striking resemblance to that of 
the Old Testament among the Jews. 

Nothing could be more praiseworthy than the diligence of the Masoretic 
Critics in collating the Manuscripts and revising the Text of the Old Testament. 
With unwearied patience and scrupulous fidelity they registered every letter, and 
the frequency of its occurrence, in the pages of the ancient Scriptures. 

Yet, as is well known, with all their indefatigable labours for the guardianship 
of the Jeter of the Sacred Volume, they were not able to preserve its spirit. Side 
by side with the fruits of the minute diligence of the Masora, grew up, like weeds 
in a fair garden, the extravagances of the Cabbala. 
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We may recognize a parallel here, in the history of the New Testament, in 
Christian times and in our own day. Christendom has her Masora, she has also 


her Cabbala. 


The fact is too clear to admit a doubt. It is recognized and deplored by some 
of the most pious minds! in that Country to which we are deeply indebted for 
critical contributions in the verification of the Text of the New Testament. Con- 
temporaneously with great benefits derived from collation of Manuscripts, discovery 
or re-examination of ancient Versions, rich stores of illustration from History, 
Chronology, and Topography, we have to lament, with feelings of disappointment 
and forebodings of alarm, that the cause of Biblical Criticism, as a high and holy 
Science, qualifying men for the discharge of the duties of life, and for the enjoy- 
ment of the bliss of eternity, appears to be threatened with formidable dangers 
even from those quarters whence it has received some valuable philological aids for 
its elucidation. 

In evidence of this fact we may refer, by way of specimen, to the critical 
comments, which have been. recently published’, on one of the most solemn, 
beautiful, and affecting histories,—such as, it might have been supposed, would 
have disarmed all cavil in Christian readers, and have awed doubt into adoration, 
—the evangelical narrative by St. John of that stupendous miracle of Christ, 
the prelude of the transactions of the Great Day,—the raising of Lazarus from 
the dead. | 

Such criticisms show, that there is scarcely any error, however puerile or 
preposterous, which may not find some advocates among persons enjoying high 
literary and scientific advantages for the interpretation of the New Testament, and 
be propounded by them with an air of superior intelligence, as a true exposition, to 
be received by the world in the place of ancient interpretations of Holy Writ. 

We have also to deplore, that the field of sacred Hermeneutics has been made 


an arena of fierce fightings and uncharitable disputations. It seems to be too 

‘e.g. Tholuck, die Glaubwiirdigkeit der Evangelischen Geschichte, pp. 8—13. A. graphic 
picture of the ever-varying and fantastic forms of modern exegesis has been drawn by a recent 
writer, Arnoldi, in his remarks on the Commentaries upon the Gospel-narrative of the Miraculous 
Feeding, Matt. xiv. 21, as follows. “Hin Hingehen auf die wunderlichen Wegdeutungen des Wun- 
ders, wie sie in der protestantischen Exegese giing und giibe sind, halte ich fiir iiberfliissig. Der 
Evangelist gibt das Factum, wie die ganze Haltung der Erzihlung zeigt, fiir ein Wunder aus. Leug- 
net man dessen Inspiration und lisst man ihn fallen, so ist nicht abzusehen, wo das Ende der még- 
lichen Hypothesen ist. Ehe die letzte widerlegt ist, haben zehn neue das Tageslicht erblickt, und 
wer sie widerlegen will, hat mit einem phantastischen Heerhaufen zu thun, der nirgends Stand hilt. 
Darum gehen wir in der Regel auf dergleichen nur da aus, wo irgend ein besonderes Interesse an der 
Sache ist. Fir unsere Stelle wird es geniigen, mitzutheilen, was De Wette, iiber dieselbe sagt; ‘ Als 
Geschichte, im Sinne des Referenten’ (er meint den EHvangelisten) ‘genommen, widerstrebt das 
Wunder selbst derjenigen Ansicht von Jesu Person, welche héhere Krafte in ihm voraussetzt’ 
(womit uns also gestaltet wird, dieselben auch nicht vorauszusetzen, und doch evangelische Christen 
zu sein!), ‘weil h. eine schdpferisch vermehrende Wirkung auf todte Stoffe, ja auf Kunstproducte 
(Brod) angenommen werden miisste’ (was dem Herrn natiirlich zu viel zugetraut ware !), ‘und weil 
man die Vermehrung der Speisestiicke, sei sie unter den Hinden Jesu oder der Jiinger geschehen, 
sich gar nicht zur Anschauung bringen kann’ (dieselbe daher auch nicht stattgefunden hat, gq. eed.),? 
See also Aahnis, Internal History of German Protestantism, p. 174, Edinb. 1856. 

? See below, on John xi. 1, page 323, 324, 
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His own Book in a reverent and loving spirit. ‘“ Mysteries are revealed unto the 
meek'.” “The secret of the Lord is among them that fear Him, and He will 
show them His covenant’.” “Them that are meek shall He guide in judgment; 
and such as are gentle, them shall He learn His way*.” But “He resisteth the 
proud *.” He hides His mysteries from “the wise and prudent’,” that is, from 
those who esteem themselves such, and “lean on their own understandings °.” 
“He turneth wise men backward, and maketh diviners mad’.” “ Querenti derisori 
Scientia se abscondit®.” If men will not receive Him as little children, then a 
just retribution awaits them. If they will not be children in simplicity, they will 
be less than children in ignorance; they will fall into childish errors, and become 
babes in knowledge; “professing themselves wise, they will become fools °,” and 
their “folly will be manifest unto all men"’,” through their arrogance in parading 
it before the world, and in vaunting of it as if it were wisdom". 

If there is such a thing as the Church Universal, to which Christ has pro- 
mised His presence and His Spirit; if there are such words as the following in the 
New Testament, “Lo, [am with you alway, even unto the end of the world,” 
“The Comforter shall teach you all things, and guide you into all the truth °,” 
“The Church of the Living God, the pillar and ground of the truth ";” if Christ 
has given us the Holy Scriptures by the Inspiration of the Holy Ghost; and if 
He has delivered Scripture to the keeping of the Church Universal, and appointed 
her to be its Guardian and Interpreter; if He has done these things, it is not only 
folly and presumption, it is a sin against Him and against the Holy Ghost, to say 
that any of the Books, or any portion of the Books, which have been received, as 
divinely-inspired Scripture, by the consentient voice of the Church Universal, is 
not inspired by God, but is a human composition, blemished by human infirmities. 
And it is vain to expect, that any real progress can be made by the agency of those, 
who commence their work with an outrage against Christ and the Holy Spirit, by 
denying the inspiration and inerrancy of Writings delivered by Them. 

So, again, it is an illusory hope, that advances can be made in the work of 
sacred interpretation, by the instrumentality of any who reject the Expositions of 
Scripture received by the consent of ancient Christendom, and who propound new 
interpretations invented by themselves, at variance with the general teaching 
of Scripture as received by the Catholic Church". Rather, with our own Re- 


1 Ecclus. ii. 19. 2M saexxveeloe 3 Ps. xxv. 8. 
4 James iv. 6. 1 Pet. v. 5. SS Mathaxd. 25; 8 Prov. ii. 5. 
7 Tsa. xliv. 25. 8 Lord Bacon. * Roma. 


2) Dimi; 9; 

™ The words of S. Augustine concerning himself are very instructive to an Expositor of 
Scripture :—“Cim primo pwer ad divinas Scripturas anté vellem afferre acumen discutiendi quam 
pietatem querendi, ego ipse contra me perversis moribus claudebam januam Domini mei. Cim 
pulsare deberem ut aperiretur, addebam ut clauderetur. Swperbus enim audebam querere quod 
nist humilis non potest invenire.”’ (Aug. Sermon li. 6.) 

On the necessity of holiness of life to a right understanding of Scripture, see Athanas. pp.\77 
361, and Gregor. Nazian, Orat. xx. p. 388, Bovre Oeoddyos yevérOa; Tas évrodas PirAacce mpasis 
ériBacis Oewpias. See also zbid, p. 495. 

Matt. xxvill. 20. 13 John xiv. 26; xvi. 18. eS Dims ils. 
5 Arnoldi, in his Preface to his Edition of St. Matthew, thus deplores the loss sustained by his 
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formers', if we hope to maintain the truth, and to guard “the faith once for all 
delivered to the saints’,” and to advance the Redeemer’s Kingdom upon earth, let » 
us have ever before our eyes, in interpreting Scripture, the Formularies of Faith! 
delivered by the Church Universal, as representing the true sense of Scripture; 
and let us not readily imagine, that any text of Scripture can be properly bent by 
us to bear a sense at variance with those standards of faith. 

If it is indeed true, that there is such a Divine Institution as an Apostolical 
Ministry, appointed by Christ for the preaching of the Word and administration 
of the Sacraments; if it is true, that the illuminating and sanctifying graces of the 
Holy Ghost are vouchsafed to those, who humbly seek for them, by His appointed 
means, at the hands of that ministry; then it is certain, that no appliances of 
Literature and Science, and no labour in collating Manuscripts and examining 
Versions, no skill in Languages, no familiarity with the results of researches 
Historical, Chronological, Geographical, Antiquarian, nor any amount of toil about 
the /etter of Scripture, will avail us for the attainment of a knowledge of the spiri¢ 
of Scripture, if we set at nought the means of grace which God offers us for our 
illumination. 

All those instruments of Literature and Science are, indeed, necessary for 
the right interpretation of the original Scriptures; and it would be fanatical to 
imagine, that we can dispense with any of them. But it is no less fanatical to 
rely on them as sufficient. God must open our eyes, if we are to see “the 
wondrous things of His law*;” in His “light we shall see light *.” 


The Church of England owes too much to the learning of Germany, to regard 
her with any other feelings than those of affectionate esteem; and on the still 
higher grounds of religious truth and charity, she may well long for union with 
her. In the sixteenth century, Germany and England fought the battle of the 
Reformation side by side. They shed their blood as allies and martyrs in that 
holy cause. We have received much from her; we owe her a debt of gratitude; 
we owe her our love and our prayers. Above all, we owe her the truth. And we 
should not be paying the debt of love we owe her, if, instead of speaking the truth, 
we beguiled her with fair speeches, and deceived her by cozening assurances, as if 
the fruits, which some of her children are now gathering in the field of sacred 
Criticism, were sound and healthful to the soul, and not rather bitter as wormwood; 
beautiful, it may be, externally to the eye of unregenerate Reason, but loathsome as 
poison to the healthful palate of Faith; specious, it may be, in colour to a super- 
ficial glance, but when grasped by the hand, full of dust and smoke and ashes, like 
apples plucked on the sterile shore of the Dead Sea. 


own country in this respect:—“ Dass man, so zu sagen, die exegetische Tradition unterbrochen hat, 
sind die bedeutendsten Schatze des gediegensten theologischen Wissens unbeniitz liegen geblieben.”’ 
1855. | 

_* See Reformatio Legum, i. 13:—“ Summa fidei capita, & sacris Scripturis clarissimis desumpta, 
et in Symbolis breviter comprehensa, in exponendo sacras literas ob oculos perpetud habeantur, ne 
quid contra ea aliquando interpretemur.” 


2 Jude 3. 5 Ps. cxix. 18. 
4 Ps. xxxvi. 9. 
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Let us not “put bitter for sweet, and sweet for bitter ',’ and dignify with the 
name of progress that which ought to be wept over as decline. 

By no merit of our own, but by the gracious goodness of God, we possess in 
England Colleges and Cathedrals, which have been schools of the prophets, 
nurseries of sacred learning. We possess a National Church, which holds in her 
hands the true Canon of Scripture as received by the Church Universal; and 
which does not allow Holy Scripture to be rudely torn by discordant Teachers 
and irreverent Critics, but delivers to us the Creeds of Christendom and her 
own Formularies of Faith, as an authoritative guide to check our rash speculations, 
and to control our froward wills in obtruding our own caprices as dogmas of Holy 
Writ’. We enjoy the blessings of visible Communion in the same Divine 
Doctrine and Discipline, with the Apostolic Churches of America, and of our own 
- Colonial Churches throughout the World. 

Let us guard these privileges; let us not degrade the Biblical Criticism of 
England to the miserable condition of doubt and diversity, of distraction and 
despair, in which that holy Science now lies prostrate, in some other parts of Chris- 
tendom. Rather let us endeavour, by God’s grace, meekly and humbly, wisely and 
charitably, to elevate modern Exegesis to the standard of primitive Christianity ; 
and to help others in recovering its ancient dignity, and in consecrating their 
learning and sanctifying their labour, and rendering them more conducive to the 
maintenance of the truth, and to the extension of Christ’s kingdom, and to their 
own glory and felicity in time and eternity. Then we may have a reasonable hope, 
that, with their assistance, the evils, which now threaten Christendom, may be 
averted; the torrent of unbelief and superstition, which seems ready to overwhelm 
us, may be stemmed and turned back; and we may see new fields reclaimed, and 
gladdened with rich harvests. 


A few words are requisite concerning the Text of this Edition. 

It has been already observed, that the present age possesses special advantages 
in the collations recently made of Manuscripts of the New Testament. 

But it must not be forgotten, that it is one thing to possess Manuscripts and 
collations of them, and another thing to use them aright. Indeed it may sometimes 
happen, that the very abundance of Manuscripts, and consequently of Various 
Readings, may become an occasion of error; and so, by a misuse of our advantages 
in this respect, the Text of the New Testament may be depraved and corrupted, 
rather than emended and improved. 

There is reason to fear that this may be sometimes now the case. Certain 
canons of criticism, as they are called, have been propounded by Griesbach and 
others, as directions for the use of Manuscripts of the New Testament. These 
canons contain true principles; but it may well be doubted, whether some evils 


1 Isa. v. 20. 

? See above, p. x, note, and our Ninth and Twentieth Articles, and the Canon “de Concionatori- 
bus,” a.D. 1571:—“Inprimis videbunt Concionatores, nequid unquam doceant pro concione quod a 
populo religiosé teneri et credi velint, nisi quod consentaneum sit doctrine Veteris et Novi Testamenti, 
quodque ex illé ipsa doctriné catholici Patres et veteres Episcopi collegerint.”’ 


ag 
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may not arise, and may not already have arisen, from an overstrained application 
of them. 

For example; “ Proclivi lectioni prestat ardua.” This is an excellent rule, if 
rightly used; for no one can doubt that an easy reading was more likely to be sub- 
stituted by a transcriber for a difficult one, than a difficult reading for one that is 
easy. But this rule requires much caution in its application. 

There are many concurrent circumstances to be considered, which may modify 
and neutralize it, and render it wholly inapplicable. For instance; it must also be 
inquired, whether the difficult reading is supported by the testimony of ancient 
Versions and Fathers; or whether it stands on the authority of only one or two 
Manuscripts of a particular family. 

To force readings into the Text merely because they are difficult, is to adul- 
terate the divine ore with human alloy; it is to obtrude upon the reader of Scrip- » 
ture the solecisms of faltering copyists, in the place of the Word of God. 

Again; it is doubtless true, that special deference is due, on the ground 
of superior Antiquity, to the Uncial Manuscripts of the New Testament. No one 
can question, in the abstract, the soundness of the principle propounded by 
Bentley, revived by Bengel, and recently applied by Lachmann. But the very 
application of the principle, without adequate restraints and correctives, has 
proved how dangerous a true principle of criticism may become, when applied 
beyond the proper limits of its applicability. ; 

The Uncial Manuscripts are of greater antiquity, as far as ink and parchment 
are concerned, than the Cursive Manuscripts of the New Testament. The consent 
of all the Uncial Manuscripts, or of a majority of them, is of very high authority. 
But we do not know, that some of the Cursive Manuscripts may not be transcripts 
of Uncial Manuscripts still more ancient than any we now possess; and, therefore, 
to adopt the readings which are found in two or three Uncial Manuscripts, to the 
exclusion of the testimony of the Cursive Manuscripts, may be to corrupt the Text, 
while we profess to correct it. 

Besides, the Uncial Manuscripts are comparatively few,—and only represent 
the witness of a few places. But the Cursive Manuscripts are very numerous, and 
come to us from all parts of the world; and, therefore, to confine ourselves to 
the testimony of the Uncial Manuscripts, may be to prefer the witness of a few 
Churches to that of Christendom. 

Let, then, the Uncial Manuscripts have all honour due; and it can hardly 
be doubted, that wherever that honour is rightly paid, it will be found to be more 
or less authorized by a concurrent testimony of Cursive Manuscripts. 

It is likewise certain, as was long since observed by S. Jerome ', that @ priori 
* 8. Jerome, Preefat. in iv. Evangelia, tom. i. p. 1426. Hoe certé (Novum Testamentum) quum 
in nostro Sermone discordat (i.e. in diversis Latinis Versionibus) et diversos rivulorum tramites 
ducit ab uno fonte (se. Greco) querendum. Pretermitto eos codices, quos, 4 Luciano et Hesychio 
nuncupatos, paucorum hominum asserit perversa contentio, ... . quum multarum gentium linguis 
Scriptura ante translata doceat falsa esse que addita sunt... . . Magnus siquidem hic in nostris 
codicibus error inolevit, dum, quod in eddem re alius Evangelista plus dixit, in alio, quia minus 


putaverunt, addiderunt; vel, dum eundem sensum alius aliter expressit, ille qui unum é quatuor 
primum legerat, ad ejus exemplum cexteros quoque estimaverit emendandos, Unde accidit, ut apud 
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the shorter readings are preferable, and that the text of one Gospel has often 
been interpolated from another. But how much caution and circumspection is 
necessary in the application of these principles! 

It is also true, that the Manuscripts of the Greek Testament may be classified 
in Families. And, eventually, when they have been carefully examined, such an 
arrangement, according to Recensions, may be made. But it is premature, before 
such an examination has been faithfully and scrupulously completed, to prefer the 
readings of those particular Manuscripts which belong, as it is supposed, to one 
favoured class, and to reject others, because they are not of the same pedigree, or 
because they do not seem ¢o ws to bear an affinity to those of that class on which we 
ourselves, in the exercise of our critical prerogative, may have been pleased to confer 
certain privileges of rank and nobility. Yet, on this principle, some of the Editions 
seem to have been constructed which profess to give an improved Text of the Greek 
Testament. 

Some other illustrations of a similar kind might be added. Suffice it to say, 
on the whole, that though the canons of criticism which have been applied to the 
revision of the Text of the New Testament, are of unquestionable value, yet great 
circumspection is necessary, lest, by a vicious application of them, we do more to 
mar the Text, than has yet been done by their means to amend it. 


The Text of the present edition is not a reprint of that hitherto received in 
any impression of the New Testament. The Editor has endeavoured to avail 
himself of the collations of manuscripts which have been supplied by others, and to 
offer to the reader the result at which he has arrived after an examination of those 
collations. He has not thought it requisite or desirable to lay before the eye a 
full apparatus of various readings. It would have swollen the volume to too great 
a bulk, and have occupied the place reserved for exposition. Besides, that im- 
portant work has been done, or is now in course of being done, by others. And 
to their labours he would refer those, who are desirous of ascertaining the data, 
upon which the Text of the present Edition has been formed. 

At the same time, he feels it his duty to state, that he has not deviated so far 
from the text commonly received, as has been done in some recent editions. 
Indeed he cannot disguise his belief, that a superintending Providence has ever 
been watching over the Text of the New Testament, and guiding the Church of 
Christ, as the Guardian and Keeper of Holy Writ, in the discharge of her duty. 
A seventh Edition of the New Testament has recently been published under the 
Editorship of a learned person, to whom the present age is deeply indebted for 
his labours in collating manuscripts, and publishing Transcripts of early copies of 
the New Testament, Constantine Tischendorf. It will be found, on examination of 
the prospectus of that seventh Kdition, that he frankly confesses that he had been 
induced to follow too implicitly the lead of certain favourite manuscripts in his 
earlier editions. And in his seventh Edition he abandons his former readings, and 


nos mixta sunt omnia, et in Marco plura Luce atque Matthei, rursum in Mattheo plura Johannis et 
Marci, et in ceteris reliquorum, que aliis propria sunt, inveniantur. 
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generally returns to those of the received Text, im more than a hundred places in 
the Gospel of St. Matthew alone’. 

The Ammonian Sections have been marked in the Text of the Gospels in 
this edition, and the Eusebian Canons relating to them have been prefixed; the 
use of which, as forming an Evangelical Harmony, and indicating at a glance the 
correspondence of the Evangelists where they concur, and their independence where 
each stands alone, cannot be too strongly commended to the student of Holy Writ. 


An explanation perhaps may be necessary of the reasons for which some of the 
materials in the following Commentary have been adopted. 

The best instrument of Education is Holy Scripture in its original language. 
The Bible alone of all books in the world addresses itself to the whole man. It 
exercises his memory, strengthens his reason, controls his passions, informs his 
judgment, regulates his conscience, sanctifies his will, enlivens his fancy, warms his 
imagination, cherishes his affections, stimulates his practice, animates his faith, 
quickens his hope, and enlarges his charity. 

But these purposes seem to be impaired, if an Interpreter of Scripture 
confines himself to verbal criticism, and material facts of history, chronology, and 
antiquities. These are necessary. But something more is requisite. And in 
an Edition, like the present, designed especially for the use of Students in 
Schools and Colleges, and Candidates for Holy Orders, the Expositor’s first duty 
appears to be, to supply them with food derived from Scripture itself, for the 
hallowing of their affections, and for elevating their imaginations, and for nourish- 
ing their piety and animating their devotion; and for enabling them to see and 
recognize with joy, that Holy Scripture best interprets itself, and supplies the best 
discipline for the mind, as well as satisfies all the aspirations of the soul. 

In the illustration of the phraseology of the New Testament, special use has 
been made of the Version of the Septuagint, which has been happily called by . 
Professor Blunt “the viaduct between the two Testaments’.” Here the present 
Editor has been much indebted to Mr. Grinfield’s valuable works, and to the 
excellent Lexicon of Mintert. 


With regard to the Notes which accompany the present Edition, one main 
purpose in the Editor’s work, as already stated, has been, to recover some of the 
expository teaching of ancient Christendom. If it be asked, why he has laid so 


1 They will be found as follows: in Matt. ii. 13; iii. 1; iv. 23; v. 11. 18. 32 bis; vi. 5. 16. 33; 
vii. 14; viii. 10. 18 bis, 25; ix. 1. 8, 9. 11.17, 18; x. 7. 10. 14. 19. 28. 88; xi, 23; xii. 35. 48; 
xiii. 1, 2. 15. 24, 30, 57; xiv. 18. 18. 22. 25, 26; xv. 4. 14, 15; xvi. 19 bis, 22, 23; xvii. 14; xviii. 29. 
35; xix. 8 bis; xx. 15. 17. 26. 31. 33 bis, 34 bis; xxi. 2. 4. 7 bis, 11. 28; xxii. 18. 30 bis, 43, 44; 
xxill, 4. 18; xxiv. 1. 7. 80. 49; xxv. 1, 2 bis, 4. 6. 17. 20. 22; xxvi. 23. 36 bis, 44, 45. 59. 69; 
xxvii. 2. 11. 16, 17. 28. 34, 35. 47; xxviii. 8. 15. 18, 19. 

? So also Mr. Grinfield, ‘ Apology for the Septuagint,’ p. 88, Lond. 1850. Cp. Valchkenaer in 
Luc. i. 51. “Grecum N. T. contextum rité intellecturo nihil est utilius quam diligenter versasse 
Alexandrinam antiqui Foederis interpretationem (i.e. the LXX), é gud und plus peti poterit auailii, 
quam ex veteribus Scriptoribus Grecis simul sumtis. Centena reperientur in N. T. nusquam obvia in 
scriptis Grecorum veterum, sed frequentata in Alexandrina Versione.” 


PREFACE. XV 


much stress on the interpretations of Christian Antiquity, and why the names of 
ancient Expositors occur so frequently in the following pages, he had rather answer 
that question in the words of others than in his own; 

And first, with regard to the Apostolical Fathers,—for example, Clemens 
Romanus, Ignatius, Polycarp,—he may refer to the words of Archbishop Wake'. 

“1. They were contemporary with the Apostles, and instructed by them. . 
2. They were men of an eminent character in the Church, and therefore such as 
could not be ignorant of what was taught in it. 8. They were careful to preserve 
the doctrine of Christ in its purity, and to oppose such as went about to corrupt it. 
4. They were men not only of a perfect piety, but of great courage and constancy, 
and therefore such as cannot be suspected to have had any design to prevaricate in 
this matter. 5. They were endued with a large portion of the Holy Spirit, and, as 
such, could hardly err in what they delivered as the Gospel of Christ. 6. Their 
writings were approved by the Church in those days, which could not be mistaken 
in its approbation of them.” 

Dr. Waterland writes as follows on this subject ?;— 

“1. The ancients who lived nearest to the Apostolical times are of some use to 
us, considered merely as contemporary writers, for their diction and phraseology. . . 
2. A further use of the ancient Fathers is seen in the letting us into the knowledge 
of antiquated rides and customs, upon the knowledge of which the true interpreta- 
tion of some Scripture phrases and idioms may depend. 3. They are further useful 
as giving us an insight into the history of the age in which the sacred books (of the 
New Testament, I mean) were written. 4. The ancientest Fathers may be exceed- 
ingly useful for fixing the sense of Scripture in controverted texts. ‘Those that lived 
in or near the Apostolical times might retain in memory what the Apostles them- 
selves or their immediate successors said upon such and such points.—Their near- 
ness to the time, their known fidelity, and their admirable endowments, ordinary 
and extraordinary, add great weight to their testimony or doctrine, and make it a 
probable rule of interpretation in the prime things. 5. It deserves our notice, that 
the Fathers of the third and fourth centuries had the advantage of many written 
accounts of the doctrine of the former ages, which have since been lost; and there- 
fore their testimonies also are of considerable weight, and are a mark of direction 
to us, not to be slighted in the main things. ... . 6. There is one consideration 
more, tending still to strengthen the former, and which must by no means be 
omitted; namely, that the charismata, the extraordinary gifts, were then frequent, 
visibly rested in'and upon the Church, and there only.” He adds’: “ A very par- 
ticular regard is due to the Public Acts of the Ancient Church appearing in Creeds 
made use of in baptism, and in the censures passed upon heretics. It is not at all 
likely that any whole Church of those times should vary from Apostolical doctrine 
in things of moment; but it is, morally speaking, absurd to imagine, that all the 
Churches should combine in the same error, and conspire together to corrupt the 
doctrine of Christ.” 

1 Abp. Wake’s Translation of the Writings of the Apostolical Fathers, p. 110. 


? Dr. Waterland on the Use and Value of Ecclesiastical Antiquity, Works, v. pp. 253—333 ; 
p- 260. 2 PF265; 
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And Bishop Bull says!: “Religio mihi est eritque contra torrentem omnium 
Patrum §. Scripturas interpretari, nisi quando me argumenta cogunt evidentissima 
—quod nunquam eventurum credo.” 

To this it may be added, that, while it is freely allowed that Modern 
Expositors enjoy some advantages which were not possessed by the Ancient, and 
that the works of the Ancient Writers cannot be read profitably without sobriety 
of judgment, yet it is also certain that the Ancient Interpreters are never charge- 
able with some errors which impair the value, and mar the use, of some Modern 
Expositions. They are never flippant and familiar; they are. never self-conceited 
and vain-glorious; they are never scornful and profane. They handle Scripture 
with reverence. Their tone is high and holy; produced by careful study of 
Scripture, with humble prayer for light to the Divine Author of Scripture. They 
reflect some of that light, and spiritualize the thoughts of the reader, and raise 
them to a serener atmosphere, and do not depress them into the lower and more 
obscure regions of clouds, which hang over the minds of those who approach Scrip- 
ture with presumption and irreverence, and which disable them from seeing its 
light, and, much more, from displaying it to others. 

In reciting the interpretations of Ancient Writers, the Editor desires it to be 
understood that he does not profess to give always their very words, or a literal 
version of them. He has often abridged and condensed them ; but in no case, 
he trusts, has he misrepresented their sense. Where their names occur without any 
mention of the particular treatise from which their words are quoted, it may 
generally be inferred that they are from a commentary on the passage in ques- 
tion. In other cases the treatise has usually been specified from which the 
citation is taken. 


There is another source from which the present Commentary is partly 
derived—the Theological Literature of the Church of England. In some respects 
the Divines of England have enjoyed advantages for the doctrinal exposition of 
truth, which were not possessed even by the Fathers themselves. As S. Augustine 
often observes, the cause of Truth is cleared by means of Error. Orthodoxy gains 
by the oppositions of Heresy; and the Heresies which have arisen in Christendom 
since the times of the Fathers, have stimulated and constrained the faithful student 
of Scripture to examine more closely the truths which the Scriptures teach. Thus 
from time to time disseminations of false doctrine have afforded occasions and 
means for the clearer elucidation and stronger confirmation of the Truth. They 
have shown the inexhaustible riches of Scripture, in the never-failing supply of 
antidotes against ever-varying forms of error. 

It was observed long since by Lord Bacon’, that one of the best Commentaries 


? Def. Fid. Nic. i. 1. 9. 

* “That form of writing in divinity, which in my judgment is of all others most rich and precious, 
is positive divinity, collected upon particular texts of Scripture in brief observations, not dilated into 
common-places, not chasing after controversies, not reduced into method of art; a thing abounding in 
sermons, which will vanish, but defective in books, which will remain, and a thing wherein this age 
excelleth. For I am persuaded, and I may speak it with an absit invidia verbo, and no ways in 
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on Scripture might be extracted from the writings of English Divines. Especially 
is this true of those who were imbued with a spirit of reverence for the works 
of Christian Antiquity, and who applied the teaching of the Fathers to the exposi- 
tion of Holy Writ, and to the refutation of the errors of their own times. Who 
can excel Hooker and Bishop Andrewes in expounding the words of St. John? 
Who more successful than Bishop Sanderson in applying to cases of conscience the 
reasonings of St. Paul; or than Bishop Pearson in bringing together a well 
marshalled array of Scriptural testimonies in defence of the doctrines of the 
Christian Faith ? 


These prefatory remarks may be closed with some observations, suggested by 
the circumstances of the times, on the Inspiration of the writers of the New Testa- 
ment. 

It may be submitted for consideration, whether it would not be wiser to 
abstain from disquisitions upon modes and degrees of Inspiration, as a subject 
beyond the reach of our faculties. If it be said, that this would be too timid a 
course, let it be observed that it is no other than that which was pursued by our 
Blessed Lord Himself in His dealings with the Old Testament. He received, and 
delivered to the Christian Church, all the Books, and every portion of the Books, 
of the Old Testament, as the Word of God. But though He has solemnly declared, 
that every part of the Old Testament is inspired, He never vouchsafed to say a 
word concerning degrees of Inspiration. The same may be said of St. Paul. He 
was content with affirming that ‘‘ Hvery Scripture being inspired by God is also pro- 
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fitable for doctrine, for reproof, for correction, for instruction in righteousness ’. 


derogation of antiquity, but as in a good emulation between the Vine and the Olive, that if the choice 
and best of those observations upon texts of Scripture, which have been made dispersedly in sermons 
within this your Majesty’s island of Britain by the space of these forty years and more, leaving out 
the largeness of exhortations and applications thereupon, had been set down in a continuance, it had 
been the best work in divinity which had been written since the Apostles’ time.” (Bacon, Adv. of 
Learning, p. 268.) 

The following remarks from the same source may find a proper place here. Lord Bacon thus 
speaks (Adv. of Learning, p. 267, ed. 1828) :—“ The two latter points, known to God and unknown 
to man, touching the secrets of the heart and the successions of time, do make a just and sound 
difference between the manner of the exposition of the Scriptures and all other books. For it is 
an excellent observation, which hath been made upon the answers of our Saviour Christ to many of 
the questions which were propounded to Him, how that they are impertinent to the state of the 
question demanded ; the reason whereof is, because, not being like man, which knows man’s thoughts 
by his words, but knowing man’s thoughts immediately, He never answered their words, but their 
thoughts. Much in the like manner it is with the Scriptures, which, being written to the thoughts 
of men and to the succession of all ages, with a foresight of all heresies, contradictions, differing 
estates of the Church, yea, and particularly of the elect, are not to be interpreted only according 
to the latitude of the proper sense of the place, and respectively towards that present occasion 
whereupon the words were uttered, or in precise congruity or contexture with the words before 
or after, or in contemplation of the principal scope of the place; but have in themselves, not only 
totally or collectively, but distributively in clauses and words, infinite springs and streams of doctrine 
to water the Church in every part ; and therefore, as the literal sense is, as it were, the main stream 
or river, so the moral sense chiefly, and sometimes the allegorical or typical, are they whereof the 
Church hath most use; not that I wish men to be bold in allegories, or indulgent or light in allusions ; 
but that I do much condemn that interpretation of the Scripture which is only after the manner as 
men use to interpret a profane book.” 

12 Tim. iii. 16. As to the rendering of this verse, see the notes below on that text. 
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In the act of inspiration, the Holy Spirit did not impair the human faculties, 
much less did He destroy the personal identity, of those whom He inspired. 
Inspiration was a mental and spiritual Transfiguration. On the Mount of Trans- 
figuration, the disciples saw “two men talking with Jesus, which were Moses and 
Elias'.” Moses was not changed into Elias, nor Elias into Moses; nor were they 
transmuted into some third person different from either. But they “appeared in 
glory.” They were transfigured. So in Inspiration. Peter is not changed into 
Paul, nor Matthew into John. They retain their personal identity, distinguishable 
by men. They appear in glory. They are transfigured. , 

This work of Transfiguration is a Mystery. It is like other mysteries, where 
that which is human touches, and is blended with, the divine. We feel a similar 
process going on in our own being. We all know that we are free agents, and 
we are all conscious that we need and receive divine Grace. But who can say 
where our Free-will ends, and where divine Grace begins? ‘The fact we know, the 
modes and degrees we cannot analyze; we confess our ignorance, we adore the 
mystery; we do not discuss it, but we act hourly upon the consciousness of the 
fact, as a law of our moral being. 

May we not even say, that the Mystery of Inspiration bears some likeness 
to the highest of all mysteries, in which the human is joined with the divine, the 
Mystery of the Incarnation itself? There, in that Mystery, is the union of God 
and Man in One Person, without any confusion of substance. But who will venture 
to attempt to draw the line, where God’s Nature and work begin, and man’s end, 
in the Person of Christ? Who will venture to speak of modes and degrees of 
inspiration there? ‘The mystery dazzles the eye, it baffles all our faculties of 
analysis. And yet, like the mid-day sun, at which we cannot gaze, while it blinds 
us with its glory, it alone enables us to see; all would be dark without it. It is 
the central orb of Christianity. 

So it is, in a certain sense, with Inspiration. We cannot define its degrees. 
It would seem to be our wisdom to decline the attempt, to confess our ignorance, 
and to act on what we know. We know that “holy men of God spake as they were 
moved by the Holy Ghost’ ;” and that therefore the Scriptures, which the Holy 
Ghost has given by them, are “¢he things*® that are able to make us wise unto 
salvation, through faith which is in Christ Jesus.” 

This may be proved by arguments external and internal. And since it may 
be proved, we are firmly persuaded, that there are not any, even the least, errors or 
inaccuracies in the New Testament. If one man alleges that there are two or 
three inaccuracies in the Gospels, another person may allege that there are four 
or five; and so on, indefinitely, till at last the claim of the Scriptures to be 
regarded as the Word of God, and the Rule of Faith, is destroyed. 

It is indeed true, that the Apostles and Evangelists, whose instrumentality 
was used by the Holy Spirit, in dictating Scripture to the World, were not infal- 
lible in practice; they were men, and liable to err. The Scriptures themselves 
record their errors. The unerring Word records errors of those who were employed 


? Matt. xvi. 8. Luke ix. 30, 31. > 2.,Pet.1) 211. ® 7d. Suvdpeva, «.7.X. 2 Tim. iii. 15. 
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by God in writing it. St. Paul says, in the Epistle to the Galatians, that St. Peter 
“was to be blamed,” and “walked not uprightly'.” The Epistle to the Galatians 
is a part of Holy Scripture, and we are sure that the Apostle Peter erred, because 
the Holy Ghost, writing by St. Paul in Holy Scripture, affirms that he erred; and 
relates what his error was’. 

In fact, the human fallibility of those persons, by whose instrumentality Holy 
Scripture was written, and the inerrancy of Holy Scripture itself, written by their 
instrumentality, constitute together the very essence of Inspiration. We do not say 
that God is inspired. No; God is infallible, and inspires. But we say, that the 
writers of Scripture are inspired, because they, being fallible men, were preserved 
from all error, and gwided into all truth® necessary for us to know for our ever- 
lasting salvation, by the Inspiration of the Infallible God. 

If, therefore, to our fallible senses, there seems to be any error in Holy Scrip- 
ture, we are sure that the cause of this seeming error is not in Him Who wrote 
what is written, or in that which is written by His agency, but in us, who read 
what He wrote. 

The sentiments of the Ancient Church on this subject are thus expressed by 
one of her greatest Theologians, S. Augustine, in one of his letters to S. Jerome. 

“T have learnt, I confess, to pay such deference to the Books of Scripture, 
and to them alone, that I most firmly believe, that none of their writers has ever fallen 
into any error in writing. And if I meet with any thing in them, which seems to 
me to be contrary to truth, I doubt not that either the Manuscript is in fault, or 
that the Translator has missed the sense, or that I myself have not rightly appre- 
hended it. JIread the books of other writers in such a spirit, as not to deem a 
thing true, because they think it so, however holy and learned they may be, but 
because they are able to persuade me of its truth by the authority of Scripture, or 
by probable inference from it. Nor do I imagine, my dear brother, that you differ 
from me in this, or desire your own books to be so read, as if they were writings of 
Prophets and Apostles; to doubt concerning which, whether they are altogether 


free from error, is impiety *.” 


Gal. ui. 11714. 

? Op. Augustin. Epist. ad Hieron. xl.:—“TItaque et ipse Petrus veré correctus est; et Paulus 
vera narravit: ne sancta scriptura, que ad fidem posteris edita est, admiss4 auctoritate mendacii, tota 
dubia nutet, ac fluctuet. Non enim potest aut oportet litteris explicari, quanta et quam explicabilia 
mala consequantur, si hoc concesserimus.”’ 

Ep. lxxxii.:—“ At enim,” says the objector, “satius est credere, Apostolum Paulum aliquid veré 
non scripsisse, quam Apostolum Petrum non recté aliquid egisse ; 

“ Hoc si ita est, dicamus, (quod absit,) satius esse credere, mentiri Evangelium, quam negatum 
esse 4 Petro Christum, et mentiri Regnorum librum, quam tantum prophetam, 4 domino Deo 
excellenter electum, in concupiscend’ atque abducenda uxore aliend commisisse adulterium, et in 
marito ejus necando tam horrendum homicidium. 

“Tmo verd, Sanctam Scripturam, in summo et celesti auctoritatis culmine collocatam, de veritate 
ejus certus ac securus legam; et in eA homines vel approbatos, vel emendatos, vel damnatos veraciter 
discam, potitis quam, facta humana ne dum in quibusdam laudabilis excellentizw personis aliquando 
credere timeo reprehendenda, ipsa divina eloquia mihi sint ubique suspecta.” 

§ John xvi. 13. 

* Aug. Epist. ad Hieron. Ixxxii.:—“ Ego enim fateor charitati tux, solis eis scripturarum libris 
qui jam canonici appellantur, didici hune timorem honoremque deferre, ut mullem eorum auctorem 
seribendo aliquid errasse firmissimé credam. At si aliquid in eis offendero, quod videatur contrarium 
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And, again, “we must take care to approach the reading of Scripture with 
such a spirit of reverence, as rather to pass by what we cannot understand, than 
to prefer our own sense to the Truth'.” “I owe this free servitude solely to the 
Canonical Scriptures, that I follow them alone, with the conviction that their 
writers have not fallen into any error ’.” 

These words were addressed to S. Jerome, who speaks in the same spirit,— 
“I know that I regard the Apostles in a different light from other writers; the 
former always say what is true; the latter, as men, sometimes err *.” 

From among the Divines of our own Church, we may cite the language of 
Richard Hooker? ; 

“We count these things perfect which want nothing requisite for the end, 
whereto they were instituted. As therefore God created every part and particle 
of Man exactly perfect, that is to say, in all points sufficient unto that end for 
which He appointed it; so. the Scripture, yea, every sentence thereof, is perfect, 
and wanteth nothing requisite unto that purpose for which God delivered the 
same.” 

Much has been written recently on what is called Verbal Inspiration. 

Words are symbols of things. The words of Scripture are the instruments 
used for the conveyance of a knowledge of the things of God to the mind of man. 
And in order that the things of God may be rightly conveyed to the human mind, 
it is necessary, that the verbal symbols should correctly represent, as far as human 
language can represent, what isin the Divine Mind. And if we say, that the writers 
of the New Testament were not under the control and direction of the Holy Spirit 
in their use of words, but were liable to human errors and infirmities in their 
representations of the words and works of Christ, we do in fact deny their inspira- 
tion. How far this control and direction extended, it would, as was before said, be 
presumptuous to attempt to define. St. Paul wrote the Epistle to the Romans, and 
Tertius wrote that Epistle’; they wrote the same thing, but not in the same way. 
Tertius was not inspired,—St. Paul was. Tertius wrote as a mechanical instru- 
ment in the hand of a man; St. Paul wrote as a free agent in the hand of 
God. And St. Paul himself affirms that the words which he writes in his Epistles, 


veritati, nihil aliud quam vel mendosum esse codicem, vel interpretem non assecutum esse quod 
dictum est, vel me minimé intellexisse, non ambigam. Alios autem ita lego, ut quantalibet sanctitate 
doctrinaque prepolleant, non ideo verum putem, quia ipsi ita senserunt, sed quia mihi vel per illos 
auctores canonicos, vel probabili ratione, quod 4 vero non abhorreat, persuadere potuerunt. Nec te, 
mi frater, sentire aliquid aliter existimo; prorsus, inquam, non te arbitror, sic legi tuos libros velle, 
tamquam Prophetarum et Apostolorum; de quorum scriptis, guod omni errore careant, dubitare 
nefariwm est.” 

* Ep. xxvill.:—“Agendum est igitur, ut ad cognitionem divinarum scripturarum talis homo 
accedat, qui de sanctis libris tam sancté veraciter. estimet, ut potiis id quod non intelligit, transeat, 
quam cor suum preferat veritati.”’ 

* Ep. Ixxxti.:—“Tantummodo scripturis canonicis hane ingenuam debeo servitutem; qua eas 
solas ita sequar, ut conscriptores earum nihil in eis omnino errasse non dubitem.” 

° §. Hieron. ad Theophil. Ep. vol. iv. p. 887 ;—“ Scio me aliter habere Apostolos, aliter reliquos 
Tractatores ; illos semper vera dicere, istos in quibusdam, ut homines, errare.”? 

See also 8S. Jerome’s master, Gregor. Nazian. p. 60. 

* Hooker, HE. P. II. viii. 6. See also his sermons, v. 4. 

> Rom. xvi. 22. 
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are “not words which man’s wisdom teacheth, but which the Holy Ghost 
teacheth’.” St. Paul therefore, we are sure, was under the guidance of the Holy 
Spirit in his words, as well as thoughts; and in the letter as well as in the substance 
of what he wrote for the teaching of the Church of Christ, in those writings which 
were received as canonical Scripture by her, to whom Christ promised His own 
presence and that of the Holy Ghost. 

It is alleged, indeed, by some, that such a belief as this is inconsistent with 
the facts of the case, as presented to us in the Gospels; 

How is it, it has been asked, that we have so many verbal coincidences in the 
Gospels, especially in the first three? How is it that we have in one Gospel, what 
appear to be mere literal transcripts from another? The mere mechanical act of 
copying cannot be a work worthy of the Holy Ghost. 

How, again, it is asked, can we account for the fact, that we have different 
recitals from different Evangelists of the same Discourses of our blessed Lord, 
if the Evangelists were under the control of the Holy Spirit in their use of words ? 
How is it, that we have different accounts of the words used by Him in the Institu- 
tion of the Lord’s Supper? How is it, that we have different reports of the inscrip- 
tion written by Pilate on the cross? How are these variations in the Gospels to 
be explained ? 

These questions will be considered hereafter, in the Introduction to the Four 
Gospels. 

It has also been alleged, that the existence of Various Readings in the 
New Testament is a proof that the writers could not have been under the control 
of the Holy Ghost in their use of words. Why, it is asked, if they were under 
His guidance, have we not received a stereotyped edition of the New Testament ? 

To this question we may reply by another. It is allowed, that the substance 
of Scripture is from God. Why then have we not a stereotyped Creed? Why has 
God allowed Heresies to arise, perverting the sense of Scripture? Why has He 
permitted so many various readings, so to speak, of that one sense, which is 
confessedly from Him? All these things are trials of our vigilance and faith. 
They are parts of our moral probation in this world. And if those Various Readings 
of the sense of Scripture are quite consistent with a belief—as assuredly they are 
—in the Inspiration of that sense; so the Various Readings of the letter of 
Scripture, which may be confined within much narrower limits than those of the 
sense, and are of comparatively little importance’, are quite compatible with a 


1 Cor. ii. 138. 
? See the observations of a very eminent scholar, L. C. Valckenaer, on this subject in his note 
on Luke i. 54:—“ De millenis Lectionibus codicum MSS. observetur hac occasione, maximam earum 


partem nihil aliud esse, nisi diversam pronunciationem Librariorum, aw et ¢, ov et 1, preter cetera, 
promiscué pronunciantium. Magna pars Lectionum perexigui est momenti, et ejusdem generis, cujus 
hee est; perpauce dantur, inter millenas, que sententiam valdé immutent; nulla omnino, que ullo 
pacto noceat auctoritati divine horum scriptorum, aut Religionem ulla parte labefactet.” 

Tbid. ix. 44:—“In universum observetur, inter millenas illas varias lectiones ¢ Codd. scriptis 
N. 'T. collectas, que adeo videntur nonnullis terriculo, admodum paucas dari, que alicujus sint 
momenti; multd adhuc pauciores, que sensum immutent. Plereque omnes sunt scribarum aberra- 
tiones, leves admodum ; ort autem sxpius é differentia quidam pronunciandi, et pené indigne que a 
nobis tanto studio annotentur.” 
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belief that the writers of Scripture were under the direction of the Holy Spirit in 
the letter, as well as the sense. 

It has not pleased Almighty God to preserve to us the original autographs of 
the Gospels. Various Readings of the Sacred Text existed even in the second 
century. No Manuscript of the first or second century is now known to exist, and 
only four or five Manuscripts are still extant, that can be assigned to a date prior 
to the seventh century. After all the labours of Collators and Critics, we shall 
never be sure that we have the precise words of the Apostles and Evangelists in 
every minute particular. 

If then we are disposed to be over-captious, if we desire to busy ourselves with 
scrupulous curiosity about mint, anise, and cummin, we may say that we have not 
the authentic language of Scripture; and that we cannot allow ourselves to believe 
that we have in the New Testament the words of a message dictated by the Holy 
Ghost. 

But, when we come to examine the evidence of the case, we find, that, after 
the elimination of manifest errors of copyists, and after the application of the rules 
of sound Criticism to the revision of the Text, the verbal discrepancies of the 
Manuscripts of the New Testament are so slight and trivial, as scarcely to be of 
any account. 

But this is not all. These discrepancies, being such as they are found to be, 
are of inestimable value. They show, that there has been no collusion among our 
witnesses, and that our Manuscript copies of the Gospels, about five hundred in 
number, and brought to us from all parts of the world, have not been mutilated or 
interpolated, with any sinister design; that they have not been tampered with by 
any religious sect, for the sake of propagating any private opinion as the Word of 
God. These discrepancies are, in fact, evidences of the purity and integrity of the 
Sacred Text. They show that the Scriptures which we now hold in our hands, in 
the nineteenth century, are identical with those which were received by the Church 
in the first century as written by the Holy Ghost. 

Indeed, the Various Readings of the Text of Holy Scripture are a striking 
proof of God’s providential care watching over the Text of Holy Scripture. For 
whence do they arise? From the vast number of ancient Manuscripts of the 
Scriptures ; a number far exceeding in amount that of any other ancient Book in 
the world. Jf there were only a few Manuscripts of the Scriptures, there would 
be only a few Various Readings; and if there was only one Manuscript, there 
would be no Various Readings at all. But then how precarious and uncertain 
would be the foundations of our faith !! 


* The remarks of Dr. Bentley on this subject cannot be too generally read at the present time, 
when from the recent collations of MSS. some may be staggered by the vast multitude of Various 
Readings in the sacred text :— 

“Tf there had been but one Manuscript of the Greek Testament at the restoration of learning 
about two centuries ago, then we had had no Various Readings at all. And would the Text be in a 
better condition then, than now we have 80,000? So far from that, that in the best single Copy 
extant we should have had hundreds of faults, and some omissions irreparable. Besides that the 
suspicions of fraud and foul play would have been increased immensely. It is good therefore, you’ll 
allow, to have more anchors than one; and another MS. to join with the first would give more 


PREFACE. XXIU1 


Although it has not pleased Almighty God to preserve to us the Original 
Autographs of the Apostles and Evangelists, yet He has preserved to us many 
hundreds of ancient Manuscripts of the New Testament written in all parts of the 
world; and He has thus given us as strong an assurance of the integrity of the 
Text of the New Testament, as if we had the Autographs themselves. 

If we had those Autographs, it might be alleged by some, that they were not 
genuine, or had been tampered with; and it would not have been easy to refute 
such allegations. But these countless ancient Manuscripts coming to us from 
every quarter of Christendom are Guardians of the Text of Scripture, and Wit- 


authority, as well as security. Now chuse that second where you will, there shall still be a thou- 
sand variations from the first, and yet half or more of the faults shall still remain in them both. 

“A third therefore, and so a fourth, and still on, are desirable; that by a joint and mutual help, 
all the faults may be mended: some Copy preserving the true reading in one place, and some in 
another. And yet the more Copies you call to assistance, the more do the Various Readings multiply 
upon you: every Copy having its peculiar slips, tho’ in a principal passage or two it do singular service. 

“ And this is fact, not only in the New Testament, but in all antient books whatever. 

“Tt is a good Providence and a great blessing, that so many Manuscripts of the New Testament 
are still amongst us, some procured from Adgypt, others from Asia, others found in the Western 
Churches. For the very distances of places as well as numbers of the books demonstrate, that there 
could be no collusion, no altering nor interpolating one Copy by another, nor all by any of them. 

“Tn profane authors (as they are call’d) whereof one Manuscript only had the luck to be 
preserv’d, as Velleius Paterculus among the Latins, and Hesychius among the Greeks, the faults of 
the scribes are found so numerous, and the defects so beyond all redress, that notwithstanding the 
pains of the learned’st and acutest critics for two whole centuries, those books still are, and are like 
to continue, a mere heap of errors. 

“On the contrary, where the Copies of any author are numerous, tho’ the Various Readings 
always increase in proportion, there the text, by an accurate collation of them made by skilful and 
judicious hands, is ever the more correct, and comes nearer to the true words of the author. In the 
Manuscripts of the New Testament, the variations have been noted with a religious, not to say super- 
stitious exactness. very difference, in spelling, in the smallest particle or article of speech, in the 
very order or collocation of words without real change, has been studiously registered. 

“Nor has the text only been ransacked, but all the Antient Versions, the Latin Vulgate, Italic, 
Syriac, Althiopic, Arabic, Coptic, Armenian, Gothic, and Saxon; nor these only, but all the dispersed 
citations of the Greek and Latin Fathers in a course of 500 years. What wonder then, if, with all 
this scrupulous search in every hole and corner, the varieties rise to 30,000? when in all antient 
books of the same bulk, whereof the MSS. are numerous, the variations are as many or more; and yet 
no Versions to swell the reckoning ? 

“ And yet in these and all other books, the text is not made more precarious on that account, but 
more certain and authentic. 

“The present text was first settled almost 200 years ago, out of several MSS. by Robert Stephens, 
a printer and bookseller at Paris, whose beautiful and (generally speaking) accurate edition has been 
ever since counted the standard, and followed by all the rest. Now this specific text in your doctor’s 
notion seems taken for the sacred ‘original in every word and syllable; and if the conceit is but spread 
and propagated, within a few years that printer’s infallibility will be as zealously maintained as an 
Evangelist’s or Apostle’s. 

“Dr. Mill, were he alive, would confess that this text fix’d by a printer is sometimes by the 
various readings rendered wncertain, nay is proved certainly wrong. But then he would subjoin, That 
the real text of the sacred writer does not now (since the originals have been so long lost) lie in any 
single MS. or Edition, but is dispers’d in them all. ’Z%s competently exact, even in the worst MS. 
now extant ; nor 1s one article of faith, or moral precept, either perverted or lost im them; chuse as 
awkwardly as you can, chuse the worst by design out of the whole lump of readings. But the lesser 
matters of diction, and among several synonymous expressions, the very words of the writer’ must be 
found out by the same industry and sagacity that is used in other books; must not be risk’d upon 
the credit of any particular MS. or Edition, but be sought, acknowledg’d, and challenged wherever 
they are met with.” (Bentley, Discourse on Freethinking, pp. 90—97. Cambridge, 1743.) 
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nesses to us of its purity in all essentials, in which they all agree. And, in the 
comparatively insignificant minutie in which they differ, they afford the means, 
by their number and variety, of adjusting these differences, and of settling the 
Text of Scripture. It is the province of the Church of Christ to protect and 
declare the true sense of Scripture, and it is the office of sound Criticism to aid 
her in defending and promulgating the true letter of Scripture; and by its means 
we may rest assured, that in reading Scripture we are receiving divinely-inspired 
doctrine, and are also reading words, which not man’s wisdom teacheth, but which 
the Holy Ghost teacheth'. 

Thus it appears even from the Various Readings themselves, that the letter 
of Scripture, no less than the substance, has been guarded and authenticated by 


God. 


One word, in fine, concerning that letter. 

Some have disparaged the style of Scripture as barbarous; and others have 
apologized for it as the work of illiterate and unlearned men. But surely these 
notions concerning it are very erroneous. The diction of Scripture, it is true, is not 
the language of any other composition in the world. The Greek of the New Testa- 
ment is not the Greek of Xenophon, Plato, or Demosthenes. It is a language of 
its own. And we need not scruple to affirm, that, in precision of expression, in 
pure and native simplicity, in delicacy of handling, in the grouping of words and 
phrases, in dignified and majestic sublimity, it has no rival in the world. 

The more carefully it is studied, the more clearly will this appear. ‘ Nihil otio- 
sum in Sacra Scriptura ’.” “ Nihil vacuum, neque sine signo, apud Deum ®*.” Every 
sentence—we might almost say every phrase—is fraught with meaning. As it is 
in the book of Nature, so is it in the pages of Holy Writ. Both are from the 
same Divine Hand. And if we apply to the language of Holy Scripture the same 
microscopic process, which we use in scrutinizing the beauties of the natural world, 
and which reveals to us exquisite colours and the most graceful texture, in the 
petals of a flower, the fibres of a plant, the plumage of a bird, or the wings of an 
insect, we shall discover new sources of delight and admiration in the least portions 
of Holy Writ, and believe that it may be one of the employments of Angels and 


beatified Saints, in another state of existence, to gaze on the glorious mysteries of 
God’s Holy Word. ; 


1 Cor, ii, 138. * Origen. in Epist, ad Roman. c. 1. * Ireneus, iv. 21. 


ON THE AMMONIAN SECTIONS 


AND 


THE EUSEBIAN CANONS OF THE FOUR GOSPELS. 


In the middle of the third century Ammonius divided the Gospels into Sections, for the pur- 
pose of constructing a Harmony, in which the four narratives might be combined. 
The numbers which denote these Ammonian Sections are often found in the margin of 


MSS. of the Greek Testament. 


In the following century the celebrated Historian of the Church, Eusebius, Bishop of 


Czesarea, drew up the Tables which are commonly called his Canons. 


In these the Ammonian 


Sections are so distributed as to show in a tabular form what portions of the other Evangelists 
correspond to that Gospel which stands first in order in each Canon. They exhibit as follows : 


I. Sections found in all the four Gospels. 
II. Sections common to three; Matthew, Mark, and Luke. 


AD ae re) ” ” 
iy: ” ” ” 
V. Sections common to two ; 
VI. 3? PP) 9 
VAT. a) 39 bP) 
VIII. oP) ) a) 
LX; bP) oP) 9 


Matthew, Luke, and John. 
Matthew, Mark, and John. 
Matthew and Luke. 
Matthew and Mark. 
Matthew and John. 

Mark and Luke. 

Luke and John. 


X. Sections in which each several Gospel contains matter peculiar to itself. 


The numbers of the Canons were subjoined by Eusebius to the Ammonian Sections’ as 
they stood in the margin of a Greek copy of the Gospels; hence they became generally known 


and used. 


In some MSS. they appear as placed by Eusebius; in others, the Ammonian Sections 


1 In his Epistle to Carpianus; printed in Bp. Lloyd’s edi- 
tion of the N. T. p. xv, and in Tischendorf’s, p. lxxiv. It is 
as follows :— 


> 4 ia aes ] ae ~~ 9 , ’ 
Evaéfios Kapmiavp ayannt@ adedpw év Kupiw xaipev. 


*"AMMONIOS pty 6 ’Adckavdpeds, moAAhv, ws eixds, ido- 
troviay Kal omovdyy eioorynoxws, Td did Tecodpwy huiy Kara~ 
Aédourev evayyéAwoy, TE Kata MarOaiov ras duoddvovs Tav 
AomGy evayyeAoTov TepikoTas mapadels, ws e& avdryKNs oUM- 
Piva Tov Tis GkoAovdlas cippdy Tay Tpidv diapOaphvau, Soo 
em TG per THS avaryveoews. “Iva 5¢ cwComévou Kal Tod TaY 
Aowray 80 brov oouards Te Kal elpuod, cidévar Exous Tos 
oikelous éExdoTov evaryyeALorod Témovs, éy ols KaTa TOV a’TaV 
Avexonoay piarAnbws eimeiy, ee Tod movhuaros Tod mpoeipy- 
pévov avdpos ciAndas apopuas, Kal? érépay pébodov kavdvas 
déka Toy apioudy Sexdpatd co. Tods bmoTeTaypéevovs* 

dv 6 wey mp@ros meprexer GpiOuods ev ols Te TapamAhowa 
ciphracw of Téeccapes, MarOatos, Mdpkos, Aovkas, lwdyyys. 

‘O debrepos, év @ of Tpets, MatOaios, Mdpxos, Aovkas. 

‘O tpitos, év & of Tpeis, Marbaios, Aoukas, *Iwdvyns. 

‘O réraptos, ev & of Tpets, MarOatos, Mdpkos, Iwdyyns. 

‘O réumtos, ev & of S00, MatOaios, Aoveads. ‘O Extos, ev 
& of 500, Marbatos, Mdpxos. 

‘O €BSouos, év & of 500, MatOatos, Llwdvyns. 

‘O bydo0s, év & of dbo, Aovkas, Mdpxos. 
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‘O ywvaros, év & of Sto, Novas, “lwdvyns. 

‘O déxaros, év @ wep) Tlywy Exaoros adTav idlws avéypaev. 

Atrn wey oy n Tay broTeTaymevay Kavovwv ird0ecis’ 7 dé 
caps atav Sihynots, oTw hde. Ed’ Exdotw Tov Tecodpwy 
ebayycAlwy apiOuds Tis mpdkerTat KaTd Mépos, apxduevos amd 
Tov mpérov, cita Sevtépov, kad TpiTov, Kal KabedHs mpotwy SV 
dAov expt TOD TéAous TOD BiBAlov. Kal? Exaoroy Se dpidudv 
broonmetwors 31% KivvaBdpews mpdxertat, dnAovoa év Tolw TaY 
déka Kavdvev Kelwevos 6 GpiOuds Tuyxdver oov ei mer A’, 
dfjrov ws ev TH TpeT@ ci SE Bi, ev TH Sevtépw’ kal odtw 
Kabeens méexp Tov Séxa, et ody dvamTbias ev TL TOY TEToApwY 
evayyeAlwy drovovdimore, BovdAndelns emiotival Ti @ Bovret 
Keparalw, kad yvGvar tTlves Ta TapamAhowa eipjact, Kad Tods 
oixelous év éxdotw témous cbpely, ev ois KaTad TOY adTaY 
qvexonow, fs enéxets mepikoris avadaBov toy mpokel- 
pevoy apiOudy, emi(nthoas te abtdoy eydov év TH kavdm, bv 
4 81d Tod KivvaBdpews troonuelwors SwoBEBAnKeY, elon mev 
evovs ek tay em) werdrov Tov Kavdvos Tpoypahay, dmdco. Kal 
tives TH TapamAhoia cipheacw’ emornoas dé Kab Tols THY 
Aoitav edaryyeAlov apiOuois Tots vy TH kavdvr G ewéxers 
apie maparemévois, emi(nthoas Te avTovs evdoy ey Tots 
oixelous Exdorou evayyeAlov Témols, TH TapaTrAhoia AéyovTas 
evpnoess. 

Then follow the X Canons. 


XXvl AMMONIAN SECTIONS AND EUSEBIAN CANONS. 


alone are found in the margin, while at the foot of the page those numbers are repeated with a 
short Table of the Sections in the other Gospels which correspond. 

This latter plan has its convenience in one respect, that the Sections are mentioned, not 
in the order of Matthew (or whichever Evangelist happens to be first in each particular 
Canon), but in connexion with each Gospel. 

An inconvenience has been found in using the Tables as they generally stand, if the 
student wished to compare a Section in one of the Gospels with the others, unless the Section 
were in St. Matthew, or in that Gospel which stands first in those parts of the Table which do 
not comprise the first Gospel. 

Thus, if he wished to compare the 74th Section of St. Luke (as there marked on the 
margin) with the other Evangelists, he had to search for that number through the first Table, 
where he would find it between 260 and 269, and he would then see that it corresponds to 
276 in Matthew, 158 in Mark, and 98 in John. 

In order to remove this inconvenience, an endeavour has been made’ to arrange the 
Canons in such a manner as will exhibit the Sections of each Gospel arranged in its own 
order. 

For this purpose, the Greek numerals being exchanged for Roman, as had been already 
done by S. Jerome’ in his Latin Version, the Canons are here repeated, as often as is necessary, 
so as to allow each Gospel to take the lead: thus Canon I. is given four times, with the 
Sections of each Gospel in their own order; Canons II., III., and IV. are given three times ; 
Canons V., VI., VII, VIII., and IX. are given twice. 

By means of the Sections and Canons thus arranged, the reader is able at once to com- 
pare parallel statements in the Gospels. They also show to the eye the transpositions, &c., of 
events as narrated by the different Evangelists, and what each Evangelist has in common with 
all the others, or with how many of them, as well as peculiar to himself. 

For examples of the use of these Canons, the reader may turn to Luke xi. 1—4. He 
there sees ';’ in the margin; he turns to Table V. in the order of Luke; and at 123 he finds 
Matt. 43, and he thence learns that the parallel Section will be found marked 43 in order 
in the text of St. Matthew. 

Again, in the text of John xviii. 28 he sees 4, and thence knows that this Section 
will be found in al/ the other Evangelists; and by turning to Canon I. (in the order of 
St. John), 176, he sees where the parallel Sections are in the other Gospels. 


1 This suggestion was first made in Messrs. Bagster’s hand- ? Canones quoque, quos Eusebius Cesariensis Episcopus 
some Hdition of the Greek Testament; from which some of Alexandrinum sequutus Ammonium in decem numeros ordi- 
the above paragraphs are derived. In the present Volume, navit, sicut in Greco habentur, expressimus. Jerome, Preefat. 
the numerals of the Sections are transferred from the margin in IV. Evangelia, tom. i. p. 1426. He then proceeds to ex- 
to the text, where they are enclosed in brackets. plain the use of the Canons. 


CANONS OF EUSEBIUS. 


CANONS I, IL, IL, IV., V. VI, VIL, X. IN THE ORDER OF 


186 


169 


110 


MATTHEW. 
Cunon I., containing the IV. Gospels. 
Mar. Mar. Lu. Jno. Mat. Mar. Lu. Jno. 
141 50 19 59 9284 165 266 £65 
142 it - val ~ Bhs 284 165 266 £67 
147 64 93 49 289 170 275 126 
166 82 (94 17 291 172 279 156 
166 82 94 74 294 175 281 161 
209 119 234 100 295 176 282 42 
ST Oi OB ail 295 76) 2892 57 
2908 129 239" 77, 3800 181 285 79 
220 129 242 85 300 181 285 158 
220 129 261 #&«88 302) Ssh 28760 
244 1389 250 141 304 184 289 170 
244 139 250 146 306 187 290 162 
274 156 260 20 306 187 290 174 
274 166 260 48 810 191 297 69 
274 156 260 96 313 194 294 172 
276 158 74 98 814 195 291 166 
280 162 269 122 314 195 291 168 
284 165 266 55 315 196 292 175 
284 165 266 ‘63 818 199 300 176 
Canon IT, containing ITI. Gospels (Mat., Mark, Luke). 
Mar. Mar. Lu. Mart Mar. Lu. Mar. Mar. Lu. 
85 55 ~—- 88 i533 69 36 206 117) 282 
85 55 «114 164 79 144 DOS eh 233 
88 141 148 168 83-95 Q17 127 240 
88 141 251 168 83 206 219 128 241 
92 40 80 170 85 96 223 130 243 
94 86 87 W722 87 98 225 184 2465 
94 86 146 174 91 99 226 1338 244 
103 tO 176 93 101 229 185 187 
114 94 Al 178 95 102 229 185 246 
116 25 42 178 95 217 242 187 237 
116 25 165 179 99 197 242 137 248 
116 25 77. 190 105 195 243 138 249 
121 32 127 192 106 216 248 143 209 
122 33 129 193 lowe 121 948 143 253 
123 34 147 193 107 218 249 144 254 
130 35 82 194 108 152 251 146 255 
131 36 «76 194 108 219 253 148 204 
135 38 78 195 109 220 258 150 257 
B37 44 167 198 110 2921 259 161 258 
143 57 90 199 i111 4173 964 155 156 
144 59 8612 201 112 222 969 154 228 
149 66-885 203 114 270 271 42 230 
149 66 48 205 116 224 278 160 263 


Mar. 
200 
200 
204 
205 
205 
206 
209 
210 
212 
214 
215 
215 
223 
227 
228 
231 
231 


XXVill 
Mar. Lu, 
1 14 
1 14 
1 14 
di 6 
7 6 
Mat. Mar. 
18 8 
Wiley 26 
7 26 
150 67 
161 Shy 
Mat. Lu. 
3 2 
10 8 
12 11 
16 16 
95 46 
27 8648 
28 47 
30 8 49 
34 194 
86 162 
88 53 
40 52 
Mat. Mar. 
9 3 
17 7 
20 9 
22 11 
44 126 
i - (8 
100 = 98 
2 
4 
6 
13 
24 
26 
29 


Jno, 
26 
93 
95 
51 
23 
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Canon III., containing III. Gospels (Mat., Luke, John). 


Mar. 
161 
204 
204 
216 
216 


123 


150 


125 


170 


Mat, 


Lu. 


Jno. 


. Jno. 


Mart. 


Mar. Mar. Jno. Mar. Mar. Jno. 
916 126 137 287 168 152 
216 125 1650 293 174 107 
277 «©6169 ~=—( 88 297 178+ 70 
PAA) Gh fe 299 180 103 
D9 = 16l 121 3807 188 164 

Canon V., containing II. Gospels (Mat., Luke). 
Mar. Lu. Mar. Lu. Mart. 
102 69 1384 120 BPA 
104 £71 188 168 228 
105 193 156 57 231 
NOW 8 158 226 231 
108 115 162 161 932 
TOF tx 175 200 234 
119 126 18255187 236 
125 62 182 189 237 
127 p28 183 198 238 
128 132 187 199 240 
129 130 197 272 241 
132 81 213 235 255 
Canon VI., containing II. Gospels (Mat., Mark). 
Mar. Mar. Mar. Mar. Mat. 
202 113 252 147 288 
214 120 254 149 290 
215 124 260 152 292 
224 131 263 153 298 
246 140 275 167, 805 
247 142 282 164 309 
250 145 286 167 311 
Canon VII, containing II. Gospels (Mat., John). 

Jno. Mar. Jno. Mar. Jno. 
32 | 120 82 207 101 
34 185 215 

Canon X., Matthew only. 
136 181 210 
140 184 212 
151 186 218 
155 188 222 
167 191 227 
171 196 230 
177 200 233 


| 


Lu. 


Mar. 


76 


Mat. 
19 
19 


106 


Mar. Lu. Jno. 


WW al 
Wi ala 
With abit 
UU2e Sit 
112 «11 


9 30 
9 114 
9 148 
9 8 
9 44 


Lu. 
119 
119 
119 
119 
119 


Jno. 
61 
76 
87 

"90 

142 


Gospels (Mat., Mark, John). 


Mat. 


112 
146 


Mat. 


321 
323 
329 
329 
333 


185 
190 
192 


235 
239 
245 
268 
273 
283 
303 


Mat. 


330 
337 
341 
347 
350 


Jno. 
192 
183 
185 
187 
203 


Lu. 
205 
213 
207 
212 
157 
155 
157 
158 
229 
231 


Mar. 
208 
217 
221 
226 
229 


319 
324 
327 
345 
351 
355 


133 
141 


166 
166 


Mat. 


18 
117 
117 
150 
161 


CANONS OF EUSEBIUS. 


II—CANONS L,, IL, IV., VI., VII, X., IN THE ORDER OF 
MARK. 


Canon I., containing the IV. Gospels. 


Mar. 


204 


231 


Jno. Mar. Mat. Lu. Jno. Mar. Mat. Lu. Jno. 
10 96 98 116 129 165 284 266 65 
6 96 98 116 181 165 284 266 67 
12 96 98 116 144 170 289 275 126 
14 119 209 234 100 172 291 279 156 
28 Oi) Gi ORS op 175 294 281 161 
15 122 «220. 239 «77 176 295 282 42 
38 129 220 242 85 176 295 282 57 
46 129 220 261 88 181 300 285 79 
46 139 87 250 141 181 300 285 158 
46 139 87 250 146 183 302 287 160 
109 189 244 250 141 184 304 289 170 
59 1389 244 250 146 187 306 290 162 
35 156 274 260 20 187 306 290 174 
49 156 274 260 48 191 310 297 69 
17 156 274 260 96 194 313 294 172 
74, 158 276 74 98 195 314 291 166 
40 162 280 269 122 195 314 291 168 
111 165 284 266 655 196 315 292 175 
120 165 284 266 63 199 318 300 176 
Canon IT, containing III. Gospels (Mark, Mat., Luke). 

Mar. Mat. Lu. Mar. Mat. Lu. Marz. Mat. Lu. 

39 32 «79 85 170 96 118 208 233 

39 32 133 86 94 97 127 217 240 

40 92 80 86 94 146 128 219 241 

41 50 ~=s«&B 87 172 #898 130 223 243 

42 271 230 91 174 99 133 226 244 

44 137 167 93 176 101 1384 225 245 

47 69 «= 83 95 178 102 135." 229) 137 

49 44 85 95 178 217 135 229 246 

52 76 169 99 179 197 137 242) 237, 

53 82 87 102 81 185 137 242 248 

53 82 110 105 190 195 138 243 249 

54 83 87 106 192 216 141 88 148 

54 83 112 107 193 121 141 88 251 

55 85 = 888 107. 193 218 143 248 209 

55 85 114 108 194 152 143 248 253 

57 143 90 108 194 219 144 249 254 

59 144 12 109 195 220 146 251 255 

66 149 35 110 198 221 148 253 204 

66 149 483 111 199 173 150 258 257 

69 153 36 112 201 222 151 259 258 

79 164 144 114 203 270 155 264 156 

83 168 965 116 205 224 154 269 228 

83 168 206 17 2062232 160 278 263 

Canon IV., containing III. Gospels (Mark, Mat., John). 

Mar. Mat. Jno. Mar. Mat. Jno. Mar. Mat. Jno. 

Cie. iG oe 125° 21697137 168 287 152 

IS 204 91 125 216 150 Wa 293" 107; 

115 204 185 5G) Be, OB 178 297 ~°70 

125 216 128 161 279 89472 180 299 103 

125 4) 216) 133 161 279 121 188 307 164 


Mat. 
320 
320 
325 
326 
326 
328 
331 
332 
334 
335 
336 
336 
343 
348 
349 
352 
352 


Mar. 
201 
203 
207 
207 
211 


XX1X 


Lu. 
302 
302 
310 
311 
313 
314 
315 
318 
321 
824 
317 
319 
329 
332 
333 
336 
336 


340 
342 
344 


Mat. 
321 
323 
329 
329 
333 


Jno. 
178 
180 
184 
188 
194 
196 
197 
197 
201 
199 
198 
198 
204 
206 
208 
209 
211 


Jno. 
192 
183 
185 
187 
203 


KXX 


142 


276 
133 


166 
166 


Mar. 


. Mat. 


148 
152 
154 
157 
159 
160 
163 


Canon VI., containing II. Gospels (Mark, Mat.). 
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. Mat. 
165 
169 
178 
100 
180 
189 
202 


Mar. 


147 
149 
152 
153 
157 
164 
167 


Mat. 


252 
254 
260 
263 
275 
282 
286 


Canon VIIL, containing II. Gospels (Mark, Luke). 


12 23 
14 25 
16 27 


Mar. Lu. 
56 89 
61 91 
75 100 


Canon X., Mark only. 


58 
62 
70 
74 


81 
88 
90 
92 


94 
101 
104 
123 


Lu. 
103 
247 
277 


Mar. Lu. 


230 335 


III.—CANONS I., IL, IIl., V., VIII, IX. X, IN THE ORDER OF 


LUKE. 


109 


111 


Canon I., containing the IV. Gospels. 


Mat. 


98 
98 
98 
98 
209 
211 
220 
220 
87 
87 
244, 
244; 
274, 
274 
274 
220 
284 
284 
284 


96 
96 
96 
96 


Mar. 


Jno. 


120 
129 
131 
144 
100 
21 
77 
85 
141 
146 
141 
146 
20 
48 
96 
88 
55 
63 
65 


Lo. 


266 
269 
275 
279 
281 
282 
282 
285 
285 
287 
289 
290 
290 
291 
291 
292 
297 
294. 
300 


Mat. 
284 
280 


Mar. 
165 
162 
170 
172 
175 
176 
176 
181 
181 
183 
184 
187 
187 
195 
195 
196 
191 
194 
199 


Jno. 


67 
122 
126 
156 
161 

42 

57 

79 
158 
160 
170 
162 
174 
166 
168 
175 

69 
172 
176 


336 
334 
335 
343 


3849 
352 
352 


Mar. Mat. 


208 
217 
221 
226 
229 


. Mar. 


200 
200 
204 
205 
205 
206 
209 
215 
219 
215 
212 
214 
223 
227 
228 
231 
231 


330 
337 
341 
347 
350 


Lu. 
30 
30 

262 

262 


Jno. 
219 
222 
113 
124 
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Canon II., containing III. Gospels (Luke, Mat., Mark). 


Lu. Mat. Mar. Lu. Mat. Mar. Lu. Mat. Mar. Lv. 
83 69 47 146 94 86 222 «201 112 267 
85 74 49 147 123 34 224 205 116 268 
86 79 29 148 88 141 928 269 154 270 
87 82 53 152 194 108 230 2 71e 42 280 
87 83 54 156 264 1655 232-206) 117 284 
88 85 65 165 116 26 233 208 118 286 
90 143 57 16 (love a4 Doig ese 1387 293 
95 168 88 169 "6 52 DA Bie Awe 295 
96 170 8 173 199 111 941 219 198 299 
97 94 86 ie OMS 248 223 130 805 
98 172 87 185 31 102 944 226 133 309 
99 174 91 186 Wh OM: 245 225 134 322 
lol “176 “493 195 190 105 246 229 185 3823 
102. 178 95 197 179 99 248 242 187 325 
110 82 53 204 2638 148 249° 243 138 327 
12 83-64 206 168 88 251 88 141 828 
114 85 655 209 248 148 253 248 143 330 
121 193 107 216 192 106 254 249 144 337 
1B Sia BY ili AA Is 250) Zot tAG 8388 
129 122 33 218 193 107 PA IS TED 
133 32 ©39 219 194 108 258 259 151 
137 ~—«-229«*:135 220 196 109 263 278 160 
144 164 79 nl ies = alata) 265 285 166 
Canon IIL., containing IIT. Gospels (Luke, Mat., John). 
Luv. Mat. Jno. Lu. Mat. Jno. Lv. Mat. Jno. Lv. 
58 90 118 119 111 #30 LOR 12 eel 119 
58 90 139 119 111 114 OP 112576 211 
63 59 116 119 111 148 119 112 87 
65 64 387 119 112 8 119 112 90 
92 146 47 119 112 44 119 112 142 
Oanon V., containing IT. Gospels (Luke, Mat.). 
Mat. Lu. Mat. Lu. Mat. Lu. Mat. Lu. Mat. 
156 108 78 1384 47 157-265 181 221 
61 109 +86 135 236 157 266 182 96 
58 111 84 ite, 234 158 267 184 96 
57 115 108 138 237 160 95 187 182 
125 118 110 139 228 161 162 189 182 
61 120 134 140 238 162 36 191 48 
66 123 48 141 240 168 138 193 105 
102 125) 53 142 239 170 55 194 34 
104 126 119 T4593 Al Gy 198 183 
107 128 127 150 49 17265 199 187 
132 130 129 153 46 175 241 200 175 
68 e2e2s 155 266 179 231 202 255 
Canon VITIT., containing II. Gospels (Luke, Mark). 
. Mar. Lu. Mar. Lu. Mar. Lu. Mar. Lu. Mar. 
12 27 «28 89 56 103 997 335 230 
14 Des aly 91 61 247 186 
16 84 48 100 75 277-216 
Canon IX., containing II. Gospels (Luke, John). 
Lu. Jno. Lu. Jno. Liv. dno: Lu. Jno. Lv. 
274 297 803 186 307 190 840 2138 341 
274 229 303 190 312 182 340 217 
274 231 307 . 182 812 186 841 221 
803 182 307 186 812 190 341 222 


Mat. 
285 
281 
203 
296 
296 
301 
316 
817 
312 


Mat. 


112 
97 


Jno. 
225 


XXX1 


Mar. 
166 
163 
114 
ayer 
177 
182 
197 
198 
193 
189 
202 
218 
222 
219 
220 
224 
225 
232 
233 


Jno. 
154 
105 


XXxll 


merc toe Z 


JNO. 
23 
26 
51 
53 
70 


Mat. 
161 
18 
150 
161 
297 


106 
107 
113 
117 
122 
124 
131 
143 


CANONS OF EUSEBIUS. 


Canon X., Luke only. 


176 
178 
180 
183 
188 
190 
192 
196 


236 
252 
256 
259 
264 
271 
273 
276 


IV.—CANONS I, IIL, IV., VII, IX., X., IN THE ORDER OF 
JOHN. 


Lu JNO 
10 57 
7 59 
10 63 
10 65 
13 67 
94 69 
260 74 
238 aa 
10 79 
21 85 
37 88 
116 96 
282 98 
17 100 
34 109 
45 eel 
260 120 
93 129) 
266 126 


Mat. 


295 
141 
284 
284 
284, 
310 
166 
220 


176 

50 
165 
165 
165 
191 

82 
122 
181 
129 


Mar. 


Lu. 


282 

19 
266 
266 
266 
297 

94, 


JNO. 
129 
131 
141 
141 
144 
146 
146 
156 
158 
160 
161. 
162 
166 
168 
170 
172 
174 
175 
176 


Mat. 


Canon I., containing the IV. Gospels. 


Mar. 


96 

96 
139 
139 

96 
139 
139 
172 
181 
183 
176 
187 
195 
195 
184 
194 
187 
196 
199 


Canon ITL., containing III. Gospels (John, Mat., Iuke). 


Jno. Mat. 
25 if 
30 itll 
37 64 
44 112 
47 146 


Lu. 
6 
119 
65 
119 
92 


JNO. 
61 
76 
87 
90 

105 


Mat. 
112 
112 
112 
112 

97 


Lu. 


119 
119 
119 
119 
211 


JNO. 
114 
116 
118 
139 
142 


Mat. 
111 
69 
90 
90 
112 


Lu. 
119 
63 
58 
58 
119 


Canon IV., containing IIT. Gospels (John, Mat., Mark). 


Jno. Mat. 
V2) 279 
91 204 
ei alales 
95 117 
98 277 


Mar. 


161 
115 
26 
26 


159 


JNO. 
103 
107 
121 
128 
133 


Mat. 


299 
293 
279 
216 
216 


180 
174 
161 
125 
125 


Mar. 


JNo. 
135 
137 
150 
N52 
164 


Mat. 
204 
216 
216 
287 
307 


Mar. 
115 
125 
125 
168 
188 


Mat. 


320 
320 
325 
326 
326 
328 
331 
332 
336 
336 
335 
334 
343 
348 
349 
352 
352 


JNO. 
148 
154 


JNO. 
183 
185 
187 
192 
203 


308 
316 
320 
326 
331 
334 
339 
3842 


Mat. 
111 
112 


Lu. 
3802 
302 
310 
311 
313 
314 
315 
318 
317 
319 
324 
321 
329 
332 
333 
336 
336 


Mat. Mar. 


323 
329 
329 
821 
333 


203 
207 
207 
201 
211 


VOL, 


Lu, 
262 
262 
808 
807 


ee 
c 


Jno. 


19 
32 


JNO, 
182 
186 
186 
186 


CANONS OF EUSEBIUS. 


Ounon VIL, containing IL. Gospels (John, Mat.). 


Mat. Jno. Mat. Jno. Mat, Jno, Mat. 
19 34 «619 83 5 215 186 
19 82 120 101 207 

Canon LX., containing IT, Gospels (John, Luke). 

Lu. Jno. Lu Jno. Lu, Jno. Lu, 

312 190 3808 217 340 223 3M 

803 190 3807 219 80 225 341 

307 190 312 221 341 227 27% 

812 213 840 222 ~=« 8=0 229 24 

Canon X., John only. 
58 81 108 134 157 
60 84 110 136 159 
62 86 112 138 163 
64 89 115 140 165 
66 92 117 143 167 
68 94 119 145 169 
71 97 123 147 171 
73 99 125 149 173 
75 102 Way 151 177 
78 104 130 153 179 
80 106 182 155 18] 


| 


189 
191 
194 
195 
200 
202 
205 
207 
210 
212 
214 


Iwo. 


231 


d 
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ANCIENT GREEK MANUSCRIPTS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT 


IN UNCIAL LETTERS. 


On this subject see Wetstein, Prolegomena, p. 8, &c. Horne’s Introduction, ii. p. 94, §e. 
Scholz, VW. Z., vol. i. p. xxxviii; vol. ii. p. xxi. Tischendorf, Prodegom., ed. 1859, p. cxxxv 
—exciv. Alford, Proleg., p. 83. Tregelles on the Greek Text of N. T. pp. 129—174, and the 
Prolegomena to his Edition of St. Matthew and St. Mark, 1857; and St. Luke and St. John, 


1860. 
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Alexandrine, of TVth or Vth century, in British Museum, London ; a facsimile pub- 
lished by C. G. Woide, Lond. 1786. Folio. 
Sinaiticus ; brought by Tischendorf from Mount Sinai: see below on St. Paul’s Epistles, 
p- Xvi. 
. Vatican, of TVth or Vth century; in the Vatican at Rome, No. 1209. No accurate 
collation yet published. An Edition, grounded upon it, has been published at Rome 
by Cardinal Mat, and republished at London by Messrs. Williams and Norgate, 1859. 


. Codex Basilianus; see on the Apocalypse. A transcript published by Constantine Tis- 


chendorf in his “ Monumenta Sacra.” Lips. 1846, pp. 409—481. 
Codex Ephraem Syri rescriptus (Palimpsest), in Imperial Library at Paris. Num. 9. 
Vth century. Published by Constantine Tischendorf. Lips. 1848. 
. Codex Beze, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century ?, contains the greater part of 
the Gospels and Acts of the Apostles; in the University Library at Cambridge. A 
facsimile published by Kipling, Cantabr. 17938. Fol. 


. Claromontanus, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century ; at Paris, in Imperial 


Library ; contains St. Paul’s Epistles, except Rom. i. 1—7. Published by Zischen- 
dorf in 1852. 


. Basiliensis, VITIth or [Xth century; at Basle; contains the Gospels, with the exception 


of some portions of St. Luke. 


. Laudianus, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century; in the Bodleian Library at 


Oxford ; originally from Sardinia; contains the Acts of the Apostles. Published by 
Hearne, Oxon. 1715. 


. Sangermannensis, nunc Petropolitanus, of XIth century; a transcript of Codex D 2; 


contains St. Paul’s Epistles, except 1 Tim. i. 1—6.15. Heb. xu. 8—13. 25. 


. Codex Boreeli, now in the Public Library at Utrecht; contains the Gospels, except 


some portions of St. Matthew and St. Mark. Cp. Zregelles, p. 166. 


. Augiensis, [Xth century ?; purchased by Dr. Bentley in 1718, and now in Trin. Coll. 


Library, Cambridge; contains the greater part of St. Paul’s Epistles; resembles 
“Codex Boernerianus,” G3. Op. Bentley’s Correspondence, p. 805. An accurate 
transcript has been published by the Rev. F. H. Scrivener, 1859. 

. Coislinianus, at Paris; contains fragments of N. T.; VIIth century; published by 
Tischendorf, Mon. Sacr., pp. 4083—405. 

. Seidelii Harleianus, XIth century; in British Museum; contains the greater part of 
the Gospels. Cp. Zregelles, p. 159. 

. Angelice Bibliothece, at Rome, IXth century ; contains the Acts and Catholic Epistles. 

. Boernerianus, IXth century, at Dresden; contains the greater part of St. Paul’s 
Epistles. A transcript published by Matthei in 1791. 4to. See above, F 2. 

. Seidelii, posted La Crozii et Wolfii; XIth century; now at Hamburgh; contains the 
greater part of the Gospels. Cp. Zregelles, p. 163. 

. Mutinensis, [Xth century ; contains the greater part of the Acts of the Apostles. 

. Coislinianus, from Mount Athos; VIth or VIIth century; contains portions of St. 
Paul’s Epistles; now in Imperial Library at Paris. A transcript published by Moné- 
Jaucon in Bibl. Coisliniana, pp. 253—261. Paris, 1715. 

. Cottonianus, VIth or VIIth century; in British Museum; contains portions of St. Mat- 
thew and St. John. Published by Tischendorf in Mon. Sacr., pp. 12--20. 


ANCIENT GREEK MANUSCRIPTS. XXXV 


2. Angelice Bibliothece Romane ; in the same volume as Codex G; contains St. Paul’s 
Epistles, called L by Zischendorf. 
3. Mosquensis, [Xth century ; from Mount Athos; contains Catholic Epistles. 
K_ 1. Cyprius (brought from Cyprus in 1678) ; written in [Xth century; now in Imperial 
Library at Paris; contains the Gospels. 
2. Mosquensis, [Xth century; contains St. Paul’s Epistles. 
L Paris. N. 62, VIIIth century; agrees generally with Codex Vaticanus; contains por- 
tions of the Gospels. Published by Zischendorf in Mon. Sacr., pp. 57—399. 
Lr The Leicester Manuscript; collated by the Rev. &. H. Scrivener. It contains the 
whole of the N. T., see his Cod. Aug. p. xl. Though it is no¢ in uncial characters 
(see a facsimile, ibid.), yet, on account of its critical importance, it is specified here. 


M Paris. Codex Campensis N. 48, Xth century; four Gospels. 

N Vindobonensis, VIIth century; in Imperial Library at Vienna; contains Luke xxiv. 
Published by Tischendorf, Mon. Sacr., pp. 21—24. 

O (Scholzio) Montefalconii ; contains Luke, cap. xviii. 

O (Tischendorfio), Codex Mosquensis ; contains fragments of St. John. Published by Mat- 
thei as Cod. 15. Rigze, 1785. 

in Guelferbytanus 1, Palimpsest, VIth century ; in the Library at Wolfenbiittel ; contains 
fragments of the Gospels. Published by Knitted. Brunov. 1762. 4to. 

Q Guelferbytanus 2, Palimpsest, VIth century; contains fragments of St. Luke and St. 
John. Published by Anittel. Brunov. 1762. 4to. 

R (Scholzio) Tubingensensis, VIIth century ; contains part of St. John, cap.i. Published 
by Reuss. 

R (Tischendorfio) Nitriensis ; in the British Museum; Palimpsest, VIIIth century. 

S Vaticanus, No. 354, Xth century ; four Gospels. 

L Borgianus, Vth century; contains John vi.—vill.; now in the College of the Propa- 
ganda at Rome. Published by 4. A. Georgius. Rom. 1789. 4to. 

U Nanianus, Biblioth. Venet. S. Marci. IXth or Xth century: Gospels. 

iv Mosquensis Biblioth. S. Synodi, VIIIth or [Xth century: parts of the four Gospels, 
collated by Matthei. 

W Parisiensis ; in Imperial Library; VIIIth century; ixth and xth chapters of St. Luke. 
Published by Tischendorf in Mon. Sacr., pp. 51—56. 

5.¢ Olim Lanshutensis, nunc Monacensis, i.e. at Munich; [Xth or Xth century: parts of 
the four Gospels. 

iy Biblioth. Barberin. Rom., VUIIth or [Xth century: fragments of St. John xvi.—xix. 
Published by Tischendorf in Mon. Sacr., pp. 87—50. 

Z Dublinensis, Palimpsest of VIth century; contains the greater part of St. Matthew. 
Published by Barrett, Dublin, 1801. 4to. Cp. Tregelles, p. 166. 

ph Tischendorfii, nunc Bodleianus, [Xth century; contains St. Mark, the greater part, and 
St. Luke, and fragments of St. Matthew and St. John. 

A Sangallensis, Greek and Latin, [Xth century; in the Library at San Gallen; of the 
same age and family as Cod. Boernerianus; contains the greater part of the four 
Gospels. Published in facsimile by Rettig, Zurich, 1836. 4to. 

te) Tischendorfianus ; in. Public Library at Leipzig; VIIth century ; contains fragments 


of St. Matthew. Published by Zischendorf, Mon. Sacr., pp. 1—10. 
A Tischendorfii, nune Bodleianus, VIIIth century; contains St. Luke and St. John. 

The Curstve Manuscrirts of the Gospels alone, that have been already collated, amount 
to more than Five Hundred. 

For an account of them see Scholz, Proleg. N. T., vol. i. pp. xliv—xcevii. On those of 
the rest of the N. T., see ii. pp. iv—xliv. Tischendorf, p. xxv. Scrivener, collation of MSS. 
of N. T., pp. x. lxxiv. Horne’s Introduction, vol. ii. p. 183, &c. Tregelles, N.T., p. iv. 
Tischendorf, Proleg. pp. exciv—cexiil. 

In addition to these are to be mentioned the numerous Evangelistaria, more than 200, 
containing portions of the Gospels, see Scholz, i. p. xeviii; Tischendorf, p. ecxiv; see Tregelles, 
p.v. Tischendorf, pp. cexxviii—ccly., and the Lectionaria, about 20, containing Lessons from 
the Acts and the Catholic Epistles, and 300 from the Epistles of St. Paul. Scholz, ii. p. xl. 
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XXiV1 PRINCIPAL CRITICAL EDITIONS. 


ANCIENT VERSIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


See Tischendorf, pp. ccxxvili—ccly. 
I. Agyptiace. 
1. Coptic, or Memphitic, of IIIrd century. Published by Wilkins. Oxon, 
1716. 4to. 
2. Sahidic, or Thebaic, of IIIrd century. Published by Ford. Oxon, 1799. fol. 
-8. Basmuric, I1Ird century; fragments. Published by Engelbreth. Havynia, 
1811. 4to. 
Il. A£thiopica. 
1. IVth century. Published by Bode. Brunsy. 1792. 
2. Published by 7. P. Platt. 
III. Arabice.—IVth and Vth centuries. Published by Erpenius. Lug. Bat. 1616. 4to. 
See further, Tischendorf, p. xxviii. 
IV. <Armenica.—Vth century, from Syriac; and accommodated to Latin Vulgate in XIIth 
century. Published at Venet. 1805. fol. Mosque, 1884. 
V. Georgiana.—Vth and VIth centuries. Published at Moscow, 1743. fol.; also, 1816. 
VI. Gothica.—IVth century, made by Ulphilas, Bishop of the Goths, from Greek Byzantine 
MSS. Portions published by Zahn. Lips. 1805. Mai, Milan, 1819; at 
Leipzig, 1836, and in Abbé Migne’s Patrologia. Tom. xviii. 
VII. Latine. 
Itala sive Vetus. Published by Sabatier. Remis, 1739. 3 vols. fol.  Bianchini, 
Rom. 1749. 2 vols. fol.: for the Gospels; cp. Zischendorf, p. lxxxii. 
The nomenclature which combines all the ante-Hieronymian texts under the 
name of Italic is not correct. 
The Latin Versions consist of (1) the old Latin, as in the Codices Vercellenis, 
Veronensis, and Colbertinus; (2) the revised text of Upper Italy, as in the 
Codex Brixianus; (8) another revised text, as in Codex Bobbiensis; and 
(4) the Vulgate of S. Jerome. Cp. Tregelles, p. 170. 
Vuilgata sive Hieronymiana, [Vth century. Published at Rome, 1590 and 1592. 
The Codex Fuldensis, of VIth century, was collated by Lachmann. The Codex 
Amiatinus (of the Vulgate), of the VIth century, in the Laurentian Library 
at Florence, has been published by Zischendorf. Lips. 1851. 
On these Versions, see Tregelles, pp. 100—1038. 114.170. Tisch. p. eexlvii. 
VIII. Persicw. Published by Wheloc and Pierson. Lond. 1657. 
IX.  Slavonica, [Xth century. 
X. Syriace. 
1. Peschito (or literal), IInd century. Published by Schaaf. Lug. Bat. 1709, 
1717. to. 
2. Cureton, of a great part of the Gospels except St. Mark. IIIrd century, 
from the Nitrian Monastery in Egypt, now in British Museum. No. 14, 
451*. This Version has been published, with an English translation and 
notes, by the Rev. William Cureton, D.D., Canon of Westminster. 
3. Philoxeniana (so called from Philoxenus, the Monophysite Bishop), VIth 
century. Published by White. Oxon, 1778—1808. 
4. Heracléensis, revised by Thomas of Heraclea, in VIIth century. See Tischen- 
dorf, p. xxx. 
Merosolymitana, V1th century. 


PRINCIPAL CRITICAL EDITIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


Erasm. Basil, 1516, 1519, 1522, 1527, 15385. 

Complutensis, in the fifth Volume of the Complutensian Polyglot; printed in a.v. 1514, 
and published at Complutum or Alcala, in 1520. 

Stephens. Paris, 1546, 1549, 1550, 1551 


ABBREVIATIONS, AUTHORS, AND EDITIONS. XXXVil 


Beza. Genev. 1565, 1576, 1589, 1598. 
Elzevir, commonly called the “ Textus receptus.” Lug. Bat. 1624. 
Fell. Oxon. 1675. 
Mill. ond. 1707. Roterod. 1710, by Kuster. 
Bentley. On his proposed edition, see Bentley’s Correspondence, pp. 503—580 and passim, 
_and Tregelles, 57—78. 
Bengel. Tubing. 1734. 
Wetstein. Amstelodami, 1751, 1752. 2 vols. fol. 
Griesbach. 1st ed. 1774; 2nd ed. 1796—1806. 
Matthei. Riga, 1782—1788. 12 vols. 
Alter. Vienne, 1786, 1787. 
Birch. 1788—1801. 
Scholz. Lips. 1830—1886. 2 vols. 4to. 
Lachmann. Ast. ed. 1831; 2nd ed. Berolin, 1842—1850. See Tregelles, pp. 97—115, 
and Tischendorf, pp. xli—alvii. } 
Tischendorf. Tthed Lips. 1859. 
Alford. ond. 1855—6. Fourth Edition. 4 vols 
Bloomfield. Lond 1855. Ninth Edition. 2 vols. 
Tregelles, S. P.. D.D. The Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Mark. 1857. 


To these may be adided,— 
Scrivener, F. If., collations of about Twenty MSS. of the Gospels. Camb. 1853. 
—— Codex Augiensis of St. Paul’s Epistles, with a collation of Fifty MSS. of various 
portions of the N. T. Cambridge, 1859. 
Tregelles, S. P., on the Printed Text of the N. T. Lond. 1854. 


ABBREVIATIONS, AUTHORS, AND EDITIONS 
USED IN THE FOLLOWING NOTES ON THE FOUR GOSPELS. 


A Lapide, Cornelius, In Evangelia. Lugd. 1782. folio. 

Alford, Very Rev. Henry, D.D., Greek Testament. 4 vols. 1855—9. 

Ambrose, S., Ambrosii Opera. 4 vols. Paris. 1836. 

Amphilochii, S., Opera. Paris. 1644. 

Andreas, 8., Cretensis, in S. Amphilochit Opera. 

Andrewes, Bp., Works. Oxford. 11 vols. 1841—1854. 

Arnoldi, M., Commentar zum Evangel. h. Matthauer. Trier. 1856. 

Athanasius, S., Opera. Ed. Bened. 2 vols. folio. Patavii. 1777. 

Aug., S., Augustini Opera. Ed. Benedict. 12 vols. 8vo. Paris. 1886. 

Barrow, Isaac, D.D., Works. 6 vols. 8vo. Oxford. 1841. 

Basil, S., Basilii Cesar. Opera. Ed. Paris. 1721. 8 vols. folio. 

Bede, Venerabilis, in N. T. Ed. Giles. Lond. 1844. 

Bengel, J. A., Gnomon N. T. 2 vols. Tubinge. 1835. 

Beveridge, Bp., on the Thirty-nine Articles. Oxford. 1840. 2 vols. 

Bingham, Joseph, Origines Kcclesiasticee. London. 1834. 8 vols. 8vo. 

Birks, T. R., Horee Evangelice. Lond. 1852. 

Bloomfield, S. T., D.D., Greek Testament. 2 vols. 8vo. Ninthed. 1855. 

Browne, Professor, on the Thirty-nine Articles. London. 1850. 2 vols. 

Bruder, C. H., Concordantia Novi Testamenti. Lips. 1842. 4to. 

Bull, Bp., Works. Ed. Burton. 7 vols. Oxford. 1827. 

Burgon, J. W., Plain Commentary on the Gospels for Devotional Reading. 4 vols. Oxford. 
1855. 

Buxtorf, Johannes, Synagoga Judaica. Basil. 1680. 

Casaubon, Isaac, Exercitationes Baroniane. Geney. 1654. 

Catena Aurea in Evangelia. In Aquinatis Opera. Tom. iv. and v. Ed. Venet. 1775. 

, English Translation. Oxford. 1848. 

——~ in S. Mattheei et 8. Marci Evangelia. Hd. Cramer. Oxon. 1840. 


XXXVill ABBREVIATIONS, AUTHORS, AND EDITIONS 


Catena in S. Luce et S. Joannis Evangelia. Ed. Cramer. Oxon. 1841. 

Chemnitii, M., Harmonia. Lyseri et Gerhardi. 3 vols. folio. Hamburgh. 1704. 

Chrys., S., Chrysostomi Opera. Ed. Savil. Eton. 1618. 8 vols. folio. 

Clemens Alexandrinus, S., Opera. Ed. Potter. 2 vols. folio. Oxon. 1715. 

Clemens Romanus in “ Patres Apostolic.” 

Cosin, Bp., on the Canon of Holy Scripture. Lond. 1672. 

Cyril, S., Alexandrin., Opera. Lut. Paris. 1638. 

Alexandrin., Comment. in S. Lucam (see Yai) now first translated from an Ancient 

Syriac Version by R. Payne Smith, M.A. Oxford. 1859. 

, Hierosolym., Opera. Hd. Venet. 1768. 

Davidson, Samuel, LL.D., Introduction to New Test. Lond. 1848. 

De Wette, W. M. L., Handbuch zum N. T. Leipzig. 1845. 3te Auflage. 2 vols. 8vo. 

Elz., Elzevir Edition of Nov. Test. Gree. Lug. Bat. 1624. 

Epiphanii, 8., Opera. Hd. Petavii. 2 vols. folio. Colon. 

Eusebii Historia Ecclesiastica. Ed. Burton. Oxon. 1838. 

Eusebius in 8. Lucam. See Hai. 

Euthym., Euthymius Zigabenus. Edited by Pharmacides. Athenis. 2 vols. 1842. 

Ford, James, Commentaries on the Four Gospels. 4 vols. Lond. This work, although not 
used by the Editor, is specified here on account of its importance. 

Glassii, Salom., Philologia Sacra. Amst. 1711. 4to. 

Greg. Nazian., S., Gregorii Nazianzeni Opera. Hd. Bened. Paris. 1778--1840. 2 vols. folio. 

Nyssen. Opera. Paris. 1615. 2 vols. 

Gregory, S., Gregorii Magni in Evangelia, in Opera, vol. i. pp. 1486—1663. Ed. Paris. 

1705. 4 vols. folio. 

Thaumaturg., Opera. Paris. Ed. 1721. 

Greswell, E., Harmonia Evangelica. Oxon. 1884. 

Grinfield, E. W., Editio Hellenistica N. T. et Scholia Hellenistica N. T. Lond. 1843—8. 
4 vols. 8vo. 

Grotius in “ Pol Synopsis Criticorum.” 

Guerike, Einleitung in das N. T. Leipzig. 1848. 

Hammond, Henry, D.D., Paraphrase and Annotations on the New Test. in vol. i. of Works, 
folio. Lond. 1681. 

Hengstenberg, Christologie. Translated by Keith and Arnold. Lond. 1847. 

Hilary, 8., Hilarii Opera. Oberthiir. 4 vols. Wiceberg. 1785. 

Hippolytus, S., Opera. Ed. Fabricii. Hamburgh. 1716. 2 vols. folio. 

Hooker, Rd., Works. 3 vols. 8vo. Oxford. 1841. 

Hottinger, J. H., Thesaurus Philol. Tigur. 1659. 

Treneus, S. Hid. Stieren. Lips. 1858. 2 vols. 8vo. 

Jackson, Thomas, D.D., Works. 12 vols. Oxford. 1844. 
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INTRODUCTION TO THE FOUR GOSPELS. 


I. On the Composition, Order, and Design of the Four Gospels. 


Iw recent times endeavours have been made to trace the origin of the Gospels, either 

1. To some primitive Aramaic document’; or 

2. To fragmentary narratives, anterior to their composition *. 

But these theories have no historic foundation ; and have not led to any satisfactory results °. 

The testimony of Christian Antiquity is clear and consistent, 

(1) That the four Gospels were delivered by the Holy Spirit to the Church of Christ through 
the instrumentality of those persons whose names they bear. 

(2) That St. Matthew’s Gospel was the first written, and St. John’s Gospel the /ast. 

(3) That these four Gospels, and they alone, were received from the beginning as divinely 
inspired histories of our Blessed Lord *. 

(4) That two of the Gospels (the first and last) were written by Aposries; the other two 
were written under the direction of Apostles ;—that of St. Mark in connexion with 
St. Peter; that of St. Luke, with St. Paul. 

(5) That the former three Gospels having been publicly received and read in the Churches of 
Christendom, were solemnly sanctioned by the Apostle St. John, who added his own 
Gospel to complete the Evangelical Canon *. 

(6) That these Four Gospels were read in the Church as of equal authority with the writings 
of Moses and the Prophets, and as inspired by One and the same Spirit, Who had 
spoken in the Old Testament, and Who was given by One and the same Lord, the 
Everlasting Locos or Word, Jesus Christ. 

“The Divine Locos ” or Word (says Zreneus*), “the Creator of all things, Who sitteth upon 
the Cherubim, and holdeth all things together, after that He was manifested to men, gave us the 
Fourfold Gospel, which is held together by ons Spirit.” 

“He (says Augustine’), Who had sent the Prophets before His own descent from Heaven, sent 


1 With Semler, Lessing, Eichhorn, and others. 

2 With Schletermacher. 

3 It is well said by Rosenmiiller, i. p. 48, ‘‘ Equidem ingenué 
fateor, hance de origine Trium Evangeliorum, ac de archetypo 
quodam Syro-Chaldaico eorum fonte (wrevangelio) hypothesim, 
mihi semper fuisse suspectam. Htenim ut taceam, eam omni 
historico testimonio esse destitutam, non video cur Matthzeus, 
testis oculatus et pars rerum gestarum, alieno subsidio ad Com- 
mentarium suum componendum indiguerit.”’ 

4 On these points see Origen, ap. Euseb. vi. 25: év TG mpdTw 
Tov cis TO KaTAG MatOatov, Toy exKANTLATTLKOY pvAaTTwY 
kavova, wdvatécoapa elvar evayyeALa waptipeTar (Opi- 
yens) &dé mas ypdpov' “Os ev -mapaddce: palov mept Trav 
tTeaodpwy evayyelov, & eal wdvadvavrippnrda eoriy ey TH 
ind roy odpavdy éxkAngla TOD Ocod* br. pOToy wey yéypawrat 
7) Kate Toy TOTE TEAMYHY, UoTepoy St: amdaroAoy "Incod Xpicrod, 
MatOatov, éxdedaxédta avtd Tots amd “lovdaiouod mortedoact, 
ypaupaciv ‘EBpatkots cvvretaymévorv’ debrepoy d& 7b Kara 
Mdpkov, as Mértpos tonyhoato abtS, mornoavta dv Kad vidy 
ey Th KaboAKh emioTOAH Oia TovTwY GmorAdynoe HdcKwy, 
-Aomdlerat tuas 7 ev BaBvaAdy ouvexdcnTh, kal Mapkos 6 vids 
fou (1 Pet. v.13). Kal rpiroy 7d card Aovkay, 7d 57d TavaAov 
éruvotpmevov evaryyéAtov, ToIs amd Tay COvGy memonKdTa em) Tact 
7d) Kata lwdvyny.’’? Cp. Aug. de Consens. Evang. i. 4. 

And §. Jerome says, Prooem in Matt., vol. iv. p.3: “Ecclesia, 
que supra petram, Domini voce, fundata est, quatuor flumina 
paradisi instar eructans, guatuor angulos et annulos habet, per 
quos quasi Arca testamenti et custos legis Domini lignis immo- 
bilibus vehitur. 

“ Primus omnium est Mattheus publicanus, cognomento Levi; 
qui evangelium in Judea Hebreo sermone edidit, ob eorum vel 


maximé causam, quiin Jesum crediderant ex Judq@is, et nequa- 
quam Legis umbram, succedente Evangelii veritate, servabant. 

“Secundus Marcus, interpres apostoli Petri, et Alexandrinze 
ecclesie primus Episcopus: qui Dominum quidem Salvatorem 
ipse non vidit, sed ea, que magistrum audierat preedicantem, 
juxta fidem magis gestorum narravit quam ordinem. 

“Tertius Lucas medicus, natione Syrus Antiochensis, cujus 
laus in evangelio (2 Cor. viii. 18); qui et ipse discipulus apostoli 
Pauli in Achaize Boeotizeque partibus volumen condidit, quedam 
altius repetens: et ut ipse in procemio confitetur, audita magis 
quam visa describens. 

“Ultimus Joannes Apostolus et Evangelista, quem Jesus 
amavit plurimum, qui supra pectus Domini recumbens purissima 
doctrinarum fluenta potavit, et qui solus de cruce meruit audire, 
‘Ecce mater tua.’ Is cum esset in Asia, et jam tunc heereticorum 
semina puliularent Cerinthi, Hebionis, et ceterorum qui negant 
Christum in carne venisse, quos et ipse in Epistola sud Anti- 
christos vocat (1 Joh. ii. 18. 22), coactus est ab omnibus pené tunc 
Asize Episcopis, et multarum Hcclesiarum legationibus, de divinitate 
Salvatoris altits scribere, et ad ipsum (ut ita dicam) Dei Verbum 
non tam audaci quam felici temeritate prorumpere. Unde et 
Ecclesiastica narrat Historia, cim a fratribus cogeretur ut scriberet, 
ita facturum se respondisse, si indicto jejunio in commune omnes 
Deum deprecarentur ; quo expleto, revelatione saturatus, illud 
procemium € coelo veniens eructayit, ‘ In principio erat Verbum, et 
Verbum erat apud Deum, et Deus erat Verbum; hoc erat in 
principio apud Deum.’”’ Joh. i. 1. 

5 Cp. below, the Introduction to St. John’s Gospel, p. 267. 
8 S. Treneus, iii. 11. Cp. iii, 1, 
? Aug. de Cons. Ev. i. 54, 
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the Apostles after His Ascension into Heaven. And whatsoever He willed us to read concerning 
His own actions and words, that He commanded them to write as it were by His own hands.” 

“Tt is the Holy Ghost Who in the Old Testament inspired the Law and the Prophets, and the 
Evangelists and Apostles in the New *.” 

The Christian Church, looking at the origin of the Four Gosprts, and at the attributes which 
God has in rich measure been pleased to bestow upon them by His Holy Spirit, found a prophetic 
picture of them in the Four living Cherubim, named from heavenly knowledge, seen by the Prophet 
Ezekiel at the river of Chebar’. Like them, the Gospels are Four in number: like them, they are the 
Chariot of God, Who sitteth between the Cherubim*: like them, they bear Him on a winged Throne 
into all lands: like them, they move wherever the Spirit guides them: like them, they are marvel- 
lously joined together, intertwined with coincidences and differences ; wing interwoven with wing, 
and wheel inwound with wheel: like them, they are full of eyes, and sparkle with heavenly light: 
like them, they sweep from heaven to earth, and from earth to heaven, and fly with lightning’s 
speed, and with the noise of many waters. Their sound is gone out into all lands, and their words unto 
the end of the world. 

These Four Living Creatures were seen by St. John in heaven ; and he heard their voices crying 
Holy, holy, holy, Lord God Almighty, which was, and is, and is to come *. 

These symbolical representations were regarded by the Ancient Church as expressive of the 
characteristics of the four Gospels respectively. All the Four Gospels proclaim Jesus Christ, the 
Son of God, the Saviour of the world. 

But, together with this general purpose common to all the Four, each Evangelist appears to have 
designed to display Christ in a light peculiarly his own’. 

The Evangelist S¢. Matthew (says Augustine*) more fully declares in his Gospel, and dwells 
on more constantly, those things which concern Christ’s Kingly character and office. He begins his 
Gospel with tracing Christ’s Genealogy from David the King, by a line of Kings. Here wise men 
come from the Hast to do homage to the King of the Jews, whose birth strikes fear into the heart of 
Herod the King. 

St. Luke dilates more on what belongs to Christ as our Priest. He alone mentions the relation- 
ship of Mary to the wife of Zacharias the Priest. He relates the Angelic Vision to Zacharias 
ministering in the Priest’s office. He describes the sacrificial offerings made for Christ, an Infant, 
in the Temple (ii. 22—24). He oftener than the rest reveals to us Christ in prayer, and intimates to 
us the mediatorial office of Him Who ever liveth to make intercession for us". 

St. Luke, “the beloved Physician,” “the brother whose praise is in the Gospel,” the companion 
and historian of St. Paul, may be called the Evangelist of the Gentiles, as St. Paul was their 
Apostle. And, like the Apostle of the Gentiles, he is careful to teach the inefficacy of the Mosaic 
Law, as an instrument of reconciliation with God; and to proclaim the doctrines of the saving 
efficacy of Christ’s Sacrifice, and the blessedness of the Atonement made by Him on the Cross; and 


Justification by Faith in His Blood. 


1 Ruffin. in Symb., p. 26, ap. 8S. Cyprian, ed. Amst. 1691. See 
also the very ancient Canon of Scripture, ap. Routh. R. 8. i. 
394—6, “‘Licet varia singulis Evangeliorum Libris Principia 
doceantur, nihil tamen differt credentium fides, cum Uno ace 
Principali Sprriru declarata sint in omnibus omnia de Nativitate, 
de Passione, de Resurrectione, de Conversatione cum discipulis 
suis, et de gemino Kjus Adventu.” 

For a Catena of ancient testimonies to their Inspiration, see 
Routh, R. 8. v. ad fin., and Lee on Inspiration, Appendix G. 

2 Ezek. i. 5—26, and x. 1—22. Cp. S. Jren. ili. 11, § 8. S. 
Athanas. Synops. Script. p. 55. S. Aug. de Cons. Ey. i. 10. S. 
Hieron. in Matt. Procem. Ep. 1, ad Paulinum (Opp. t. iv. p. 574) : 
-—Tangam et Novum breviter Testamentum. Mattheus, Marcus, 
Lucas, et Joannes, quadriga Domini et verum Cherubim, quod 
interpretatur scientie multitudo, per totum corpus oculati sunt, 
scintillee emicant, discurrunt fulgura, pedes habent rectos et in 
sublime tendentes, terga pennata et ubique volitantia. Tenent se 
mutud, sibique perplexi sunt, et quasi rota in rota volvuntur, et 
pergunt quocunque eos flatus Sancti Spiritis perduxerit.”” 

Cp. Williams on the Study of the Gospels, pp. 5—20. 

3 Ps, xviii. 10; Ixxx. 1; xcix. 1. 

4 Rey. iv. 4—1]. See below, Introduction to St. Luke, p. 
162, 163, and the authorities cited in the Author’s Lectures on 
the Apocalypse, Lect. iv. p. L1l4d—136. 

5 See S. Ambrose, Preefat. in Lucam: “ Sic qui quatuor ani- 
malium formas, que in Apocalypsi revelantur, quatuor Evangelii 
libros intelligendos arbitrati sunt, hunc librum Luce volunt vituli 
specie figurari; vitulus enim sacerdotalis est victima, Et bene 


VOL, I. 


NY 


congruit vitulo hic Evangelii liber, quia 4 sacerdotibus inchoavit, 
et consummavit in vitulo, Qui omnium peccata suscipiens, pro 
totins mundi vita est immolatus ; sacerdotalis enim est Ille vitulus. 
Idem quippe et vitulus et sacerdos: sacerdos, quia propitiator est 
noster ; advocatum enim ipsum habemus apud Patrem: vitulus, 
quia suo sanguine nos diluit, et redemit. Et bene accidit, ut 
quoniam Evangelii libruam secundum Mattheum diximus esse 
moralem, opinio hujuscemodi non pretermitteretur; mores enim 
proprié dicuntur humani. 

“ Plerique tamen putant Ipsum Dominum nostrum in quatuor 
Evangelii libris, quatuor formis animalium figurari, quod Idem 
homo, Idem leo, Idem vitulus, Idem aquila esse comprobatur. 
Homo, quia natus ex Maria est: leo, quia fortis est: vitulus, quia 
hostia est : aquila, quia resurrectio est. Atque ita in libris singulis 
forma animalium figuratur, ut uniuscujusque libri series proposito- 
rum videatur animalium aut nature, aut virtuti, aut gratiee, aut 
miraculo convenire. Que licet omnia in omnibus sint, tamen ple- 
nitudo quedam in singulis virtutum est singularam. Ortum homi- 
nis alius descripsit uberius, mores quoque hominis preeceptis ube- 
rioribus erudivit. Alius a potentize coepit expressione divine, quod 
ex Rege Rex, fortis ex forti, verus ex vero, vivida mortem virtute 
consumserit. Tertius sacrificium sacerdotale premisit, et ipsam 
vituli immolationem stylo quodam pleniore diffudit. Quartus 
copiosius ceeteris divinze miracula resurrectionis expressit. Unus 
igitur omnia, et unus in omnibus, sicut dictum est: non dissi- 
milis in singulis, sed verus in cunctis.’’ 

6 De Consensu Evangelistarum, passim. 

7 Heb. vii. 25. 
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He is careful also, as the Apostle is, to show that the doctrine of Justification by Faith in 
Christ alone, is not a speculative doctrine, but a practical principle, and that it is the root of 
Christian Virtue ; 

« Blessed are your eyes, for they see,” says Christ in this Gospel to His disciples". “For I tell 
you, that many Prophets and Kings have desired to see those things which ye see, and have not seen 
them; and to hear those things which ye hear, and have not heard them.” And in reply to the 
Jewish Lawyer, who was desirous to justify himself*?, He propounds the Parable of the Good 
Samaritan, wherein He represents, as in a figure, His own Blessed Person, and His own work in 
saving the world*, and sums up all by saying, “ Go and do thou likewise.” 

Thus He teaches, that all who would be saved by His death, must imitate His life. He teaches 
us that the Christian life does not consist in seeing and hearing Him, but in doing and suffering 
as He did. Christ, the Good Samaritan, has made us all neighbours to one another in Himself, 
by His own Incarnation and by our Incorporation in Him. And “he that saith that he abideth 
in Him, ought himself also so to walk even as He walked*.” For He who “ suffered for us, has 
also thereby left us an evample that we should follow His steps*.” And “hereby perceive we 
the love of God, because He laid down His life for us; and we ought also to lay down our lives for 
the brethren °.” 

“ We concur with those,” says S. Augustine, “ who, in interpreting the Vision of the Four Living 
Creatures in the Apocalypse, which represent the Four Gospels’, assign the Zion, the King of all 
Beasts, to St. Matthew; and the Oz, the Sacrificial Victim, to St. Iwke. The Apocalypse itself 
says, ‘ The Lion of the Tribe of Judah prevailed to open the book*;’ and thus it designates the 
Lion as symbolical of Christ our King. 

“St. Mark follows St. Matthew, and relates what Christ did in His Human Nature, without 
special reference to His functions as King or Priest, and is therefore fitly symbolized in the Apoca- 
lyptic vision as the Man. 

“ These three Living Creatures—the Lion, the Calf, the Man—walk on the earth. The first 
three Evangelists describe specially those things which Christ did in our flesh, and relate the pre- 
cepts which He delivered, on the duties to be performed by us while we walk on earth and dwell in 
the flesh. But St. John soars to heaven as an Eagle, above the clouds of human infirmity, and 
reveals to us the mysteries of Christ’s Godhead, and of the Trinity in Unity, and the felicities of 
Life Eternal ; and gazes on the Light of Immutable Truth with a keen and steady ken. 

“ The first three Evangelists inculcate the practical duties of Active Life; St. John dwells on 
the ineffable mysteries of the Contemplative : the former speak of Labour, the last speaks of Rest: the 
former leads the Way, the last shows our Home. In the former, we are cleansed from sin, in the 
last we enjoy the beatific Vision promised to the pure in heart, who will see God. 

“He, who is the last in order, declares more fully the Divine Nature of Christ, by which He is 
Equal to and One with the Father’, and in which He made the World"; as if this Evangelist, 
who reclined on the bosom of Christ at Supper, had imbibed in a larger stream the mystery of 
His Divinity from His lips. 

“This Evangelic Quaternion is the fourfold Car of the Lord", upon which He rides throughout 
the world, and subdues the Nations to His easy yoke. The Mystery of His Royalty and Priesthood, 
which was foretold by Prophecy, is proclaimed in the Gospel. The same Lord Christ, Who sent the 
Prophets before His descent from heaven into this world, has now sent His Apostles after His As- 
cension. He is the Head of all His Disciples; and since His Disciples have written those things 
which He did and said, we are not to affirm with some, that Christ wrote nothing. They wrote, as 
His members, what they knew from the dictation of Him who is their Head. Whatsoever He 
willed that we should know of His own Words and Deeds, this He commanded them to write, as it 
were, by His own hand. Whoever, therefore, rightly comprehends the fellowship of Unity, and the 
Ministry of His Members acting harmoniously in different functions under their Divine Head, will 
receive what he reads in the Gospel from the narration of the Evangelists, with no other feeling 


1 Luke x. 23. 2 Luke x. 29. sight in a various order at various times; but the contemplation 
3 See notes below on the passage, p. 209. * 1 John ii. 6. of the Divine Nature is reserved always to the last. Cp. S. 
5 1 Pet. ii. 21. § 1 John iii. 16. Gregor. in Ezekiel, lib. i. homil. 2 and 3. Mede’s Works, book 
7 Rey. iv. 7. It is observable, that in the three passages where iii. p. 594. 

these symbols occur in Holy Scripture, the three other symbols 8 Rev. v. 5. 


interchange their order, but the Eagle is always last. Thus, in 9 John x. 30; xiv. 9, 10; xvii. 21. 

Ezek. i. 10, the order is, the Man, the Lion, the Ox. In Ezek. 10 John i. 1. 3. 

x. 14, Cherub, Man, Lion. In Rev. iv. 7, Lion, Calf, Man. The 1 Ps, xviii. 10; Ixxx. 1; xcix. 1. Ezek. i. 1O—24 
Royal, the Sacerdotal, the Human in Christ is presented to the 5 ¥ : ’ 
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than if he saw the very hand of Christ Himself, which He has in His own body, performing the act 
of writing’. 

“In the first three Evangelists, the gifts of active virtue,—in the last, St. John, those of con- 
templative, shine forth. To one man is given by the Spirit the word of wisdom ; to another the word of 
knowledge by the same Spirit?. One drinks wisdom from the bosom of Christ; another man is raised 
to the third heaven, and hears unutterable words*. But as long as they are in the body, all are 
absent from the Lord*. And all who believe with good hope, and are written in the Book of Life, 
have this promise reserved to them,—JI will love him, and will manifest Myself to him *. In proportion 
as we make greater progress in knowledge and intelligence in this mortal pilgrimage of life, let us 
be more and more on our guard against two devilish sins, Pride and Envy. Let us remember, that as 
St. John elevates us more and more to the contemplation of the Truth, so much the more does he in- 
struct us in the sweetness of Love. That precept is most healthful and true,—The greater thou art, the 
more humble thyself, and thou shalt find favour before the Lord’. The Evangelist who reveals to us Christ 
more sublimely than the rest, he also shows us the humility of Christ washing His Disciples’ feet ’.” 

Although other writings were extant in ancient times, pretending to evangelical authority, yet 
it is evident, from these symbolical figures*, that the Church of Christ rejected those writings, and 
recognized four Gospels, and four only. 

In further evidence of their fourfold character, we may observe that one of the earliest Christian 
writers employed himself in making a ‘“‘ Harmony of the Gospels ;” and from the name °® (Diates- 
saron) which he gave to his work, it is clear, that fowr Gospels, and four only were then received 
by the Church. And these four Gospels were identical in name, in form, and in matter, with those 
received by ourselves at this day. 


If we trace the four Evangelical streams back toward their source, we find that they are all 
derived, through Apostolic channels, from Curist Himsxxr. 

The author of the first Gospel, Sr. MarrHzew, was an Apostle of Christ. He wrote for the 
special use of his own countrymen” and of the Christian Church of Jerusalem, the mother of all 
Christian Churches, which was first governed by St. James, the Lord’s brother, and continued to 
flourish during the earlier part of the second century”. The first written Gospel, that is, the first 
Evangelical Record of Christ’s Miracles, Preaching, Death, Resurrection, and Ascension, was com- 
posed for the use of that country in which our Lord’s life was passed. The Gospel was first offered 
to the Jews. And the fact that St. Matthew's Gospel is designed for Jews, is a strong evidence of 
its priority. It was circulated in that City in which our Lord suffered. Here is a proof of the con- 
fidence of the Apostles in the truth of Christianity. They did not shrink from inquiry, but chal- 
lenged and courted it. This Gospel, so written, was received as Scripture by the Christian Church at 


1 The above paragraphs are mainly from Aug. de Consen. 
Evang. i. The following are the original words of S. Augustine : 
Mihi videntur, qui ex Apocalypsi illa quatuor animalia ad 
intelligendos quatuor Evangelistas interpretati sunt, probabilius 
aliquid attendisse illi, qui /eonem in Mattheo, hominem in Marco, 
vitulum in Luca, aquilam in Joanne intellexerunt, quam illi qui 
hominem Matthzo, aquilam Marco, leonem Joanni tribuerunt. 
De principiis enim librorum quamdam conjecturam capere volue- 
runt, non de tota intentione Evangelistarum, que magis fuerat 
perscrutanda. 

Multo enim congruentius ille, qui regiam Christi personam 
maximé commendavit, per leonem significatus accipitur: unde et 
in Apocalypsi cum ipsa tribu regia leo commemoratus est, ubi 
dictum est, Vicit leo de tribu Juda. Secundum Mattheum enim 
et Magi narrantur venisse ab Oriente ad regem querendum et 
adorandum, qui eis per stellam natus apparuit: et ipse rex He- 
rodes regem formidat infantem, atque ut eum possit occidere tot 
parvulos necat. 

Quod autem per vitulum Lwcas significatus sit, propter 
maximam victimam sacerdotis, neutri dubitaverunt. Ibi enim a 
sacerdote Zacharia incipit sermo narrantis ; ibi cognatio Marie et 
Elisabeth commemoratur ; ibi sacramenta primi sacerdotii in in- 
fante Christo impleta narrantur : et queecumque alia possunt dili- 
genter adverti, quibus appareat Lucas intentionem circa sacerdotis 
personam habuisse. 

Marcus ergo, qui neque stirpem regiam, neque sacerdotalem 
vel cognationem vel consecrationem narrare voluit, et tamen in 
eis versatus ostenditur, que homo Christus operatus est, tantim 
hominis figura, in illis quatuor animalibus, significatus videtur. 

Hec autem animalia tria, sive leo, sive homo, sive vitulus, in 
terra gradiuntur: unde isti tres Evangeliste in his maximé occu- 


pati sunt, quee preecepta mortalis vite exercende carnem portan- 
tibus tradidit. At verd Joannes super nubila infirmitatis humane 
lucem immutabilis veritatis acutissimis atque firmissimis oculis 
cordis intuetur. 

Tres isti Evangelistee in his rebus maxime diversati sunt, 
quas Christus per humanam carnem temporaliter gessit: porro 
autem Joannes ipsam maximé divinitatem Domini, qua Patri est 
zqualis, intendit, eamque precipué suo Evangelio, quantum inter 
homines sufficere credidit, commendare curavit. Itaque longé a 
tribus istis superits fertur, ita ut hos videas quodammodo in terra 
cum Christo homine conversari: illum autem transcendisse nebu- 
lam, qua tegitur omnis terra, et pervenisse ad liquidum coelum, 
unde acie mentis acutissima atque firmissima videret, in principio 
Verbum Deum apud Deum, per quem facta sunt omnia; et 
ipsum agnosceret carnem factum, ut habitaret in nobis: quod 
acceperit carnem, non quod fuerit mutatus in carnem. 

Has Domini sanctas quadrigas, quibus per orbem vectus 
subigit populos Jeni suo jugo et sarcine levi, quidam vel impiad 
vanitate, vel imperita temeritate, calumniis appetunt. See also 
ibid. iv. 1]. 

2 1 Cor. xii. 8. 

4 2 Cor. v. 6. 5 John xiv. 21. 

7 John xiii. 5. Aug. de Cons. Ev. iv. 20. 

8 See also Origen ap. Euseb. vi. 25, udva téooapa. Homil, in 
Lue. p. 932. Euseb. iii. 25, ayla rerpaxris. 

9 Tatian, scholar of Justin Martyr. See Euseb. iv. 29, on his 
Diatessaron. On the Harmony of Theophilus Antiochenus, see 
Hieron. ad Algas. iv. p. 197. 

10 See below, Introduction to St. Matthew’s Gospel, p. xlix. 
11 Till Hadrian’s time. Huseb. Dem. Evang. iii. 5. 


3 2 Cor. xii. 2—4, 
6 Kcclus. iii. 18, 
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Jerusalem. And this reception and public reading of St. Matthew’s Gospel, as not only a true 
history, but as divinely inspired, in the Church of Jerusalem at that period, is a strong evidence of 
its Veracity and Inspiration. 

Sr. Marx wrote his Gospel under the dictation of the Apostle St. Peter’, who calls him his 
son? in the faith; and it is observable, as in full accordance with this account of the authorship of 
these two Gospels respectively, that from St. Matthew’s Gospel * alone, we learn that the Evangelist 
belonged to the despised class of Publicans, while it is not he, but another Evangelist *, who tells us 
the honourable fact that Levi /eft ail, rose up, and followed Christ. And in like manner the infirmities 
of St. Peter are recorded with the most circumstantial fulness in the Gospel of Marcus his son*® ; but 
we are left to gather our knowledge of St. Peter’s virtues, and of the praises with which he was 
honoured by his Divine Master, from the other Gospels. 

Sr. Luxe’s Gospel, as Christian Antiquity testifies*, was written under the eye of St. Paul, who 
was made an able minister of the New Testament’, by knowledge given him above measure, in visions and 
revelations of the Lord*; and to St. Luke’s fidelity St. Paul bears testimony, when he speaks of him 
as the beloved physician®, and as one who alone is with him™®, and probably, as the brother whose 
praise is in the Gospel throughout all the Churches”. 

St. Paul was the Apostle, St. Luke the Evangelist of the Gentiles”. The same spirit was in 
them both. Hence, in St. Luke’s Gospel especially, there is a rich storehouse of comfort and hope 
for all who sit in darkness and the shadow of death. Tere the good Samaritan, Christ Himself, pours 
oil and wine into the wounds of the broken-hearted. Here He calls them home in the parable of 
the Prodigal. Here He accepts them in the Publican. Here He visits them in Zaccheus. Here 
He pardons them in the penitent thief. 

The fourth and last Gospel, which was written at the close of the first century, or soon after, is 
from the beloved disciple, the Apostle Sr. Jonn. 

Thus all the four Gospels are seen to be due to Christ’s ApostiEs, who received special 
promises from Him, that He would send them the Holy Ghost to teach them all things, to bring all 
things to their remembrance, and guide them into all truth**, and of whom it is said, that when He had 
ascended up on high, He gave some Apostles, and some Evangelists, for the edifying of His Church”. 
Thus the four Evangelical streams, when traced upward, are seen to issue from the Apostolic wells 
which spring up from the One Divine Fountain of living waters, Who said, Whosoever drinketh of 
the water that I shall give him, shali never thirst; but the water that I shall give him shall be in him a 
well of water springing up into everlasting life’. 

St. John was the disciple whom Jesus loved’; he was the disciple who leaned on His breast at 
supper, when He instituted the Feast of Love, in which the Church will show forth her Lord’s 
death til] He come”; he was the disciple to whom Jesus said on the Cross, Behold thy Mother, and 
who thenceforth took her unto his own home". 

The other Apostles were taken away, one after the other, by violent deaths,—by the cross, by 
the sword, by wild beasts, and by the stake. St. John survived them all. He was miraculously 
rescued from the furnace”, and at length died a natural death, at the age of above a hundred 
years*'. The other Apostles were sent to Christ by force; St. John tarried, till Christ came for him, 
and gently took him to Himself. Theirs was the martyrdom of death, his the martyrdom of life *. 

The beloved Disciple of the Incarnate Word was providentially preserved to a great old age, 
not only to refute the heretics who denied the Lord that bought them, and to convince us of the 
Divinity of the Unereated Word, Who was in the beginning with God, but also to complete the 


witness of the Written Word, and to vindicate its Inspiration from the forgeries of false teachers, 
and to assure us of its fulness and divine character. 


_ } Tren. iii, 10. 6. Eused. iii. 39; vi. 14 (from Clem. Alew.). p. 156—161. 
Demon. Evang. iii. 5. Hieron. Script. Hecl. c. 1, and c. 8. Ter- 7 2 Cor. iii. 6. 8 2 Cor. xii. I—7. 
tullian. adv. Marcion. iv..5. Euthym. Zygab.i. p.15. Epiphan. 9 Col. iv. 14, 10 2 Tim. iv. Ll. 


Heres. li. 4. St. Peter says (2 Pet. i. 15), “I will endeavour 
that after my departure (wera Thy euhy €EoSdov) ye may have 
these things in remembrance.’’ This may be compared with a 
passage of Ireneus, iii. 1, werd Thy Tlérpov kal MavAov “EZOAON 
Mdpkos 6 padnrys kad Epunvevths Mérpou, kal abrds Ta Sard Tlérpov 
Knpvoodueva. yeypapas juiv mapadedwxe. 

2 1 Pet. v. 13. 

3 Matt. ix. 9, compared with Mark ii. 14. Luke v. 27; and 
Matt. x. 3, compared with Mark iii. 18. Luke vi. 15. 


1 See on 2 Cor. viii. 18. Chrysos. Homil. in Act. i, Hieron. 
Vir. Illust. 7. Huseb. vi. 25. 


2 Origen ap. Euseb. vi. 25. 

14 John xiv. 26; xvi. 13. 

16 John iv. 14. 17 John xiii. 23. 

18 1 Cor. xi. 26. 19 John xix. 27. 

?e From the cauldron of boiling oil, under Domitian. Tertul- 
lian. Prescr. Her. 36. §. Polycarp. in Victor. Catena, ap. 


13 See below, p. 167. 
15 Eph. iv. 11. 


£ Luke v. 28. 

5 See below, Introduction to St. Mark’s Gospel, p. 113. 

6 Tren. ili.1. Tertullian. adv. Marcion. iv. 2; iv. 5. S. Hieron. 
Script. Eccl. c. 7. See below, Introduction to St. Luke’s Gospel, 


Feuard. Jren. iii. 3. Cotel. Paty. Ap. ii, 205. 

21 Eusebiit Chronicon. Hieron. Vir. Illust. IX. Comment. in 
Matt. xx. 22; he died anno etat. 120, according to Auct. Inc. 
cited in next note but one. 

22 See below, p. 366. 
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This assertion is attested by ancient and unexceptionable witnesses’. Towards the close of his 
long life, copies of the three Gospels of St. Marruzw, St. Marx, and St. Luxe, which at that time, 
we are informed, had been diffused throughout Christendom, were publicly brought to St. Jorn, in 
the city of Ephesus, of which he was the chief Pastor, by some of the Bishops of the Asiatic 
Churches’; and in their presence St. John openly * acknowledged these three Gospels as inspired, 
and, at their request, composed his own Gospel in order to complete the Evangelical Record of the 
Life and Teaching of Jesus Christ. 

The second Evangelist, St. Mark, authenticated the first, St. Matthew, by repeating much of his 
gospel ; so, the third, St. Luke, guaranteed the first and second ; the fourth, St. John, omitted much 
that the preceding three had related, and related much that they had omitted; and so canonized 
them *. 

The three earlier Gospels were at that time received by the Church as inspired. They were 
received and read by the Church as of divine authority equally with the Books of the Old Testament, 
which Christ Himself had received and owned as inspired by God. And if St. John had not been 
fully persuaded of their Inspiration,—he, who writes to others, Beloved, believe not every Spirit, but 
try the Spirits whether they are of God*,—would not have approved them as inspired, as he did, but 


he would have rejected them as falsely claiming to be divine. 

Nor, again, acknowledging them as divine, would he have presumed to add his own Gospel as 
the consummation of theirs, unless he had been also sure, that what he himself wrote, was dictated 
by the same Divine Spirit, Who had inspired the other three. 

It is also clear, that, by composing his own Gospel as the complement of the three preceding 
ones, he has given an infallible assurance to ws, that we, who have the four Gospels, possess a com- 
plete, divinely inspired, History of our Lord’s Ministry. 


Thus we find that all the Gospels are brought together into One. 


St. John from the hands of Jesus Curistr °. 


They come to us through 


JI. On the verbal coincidences in the Gospels. 


1. It appears from ancient testimony, that the Gospels were written by Divine Inspiration, in 
order to be publicly read in the Christian Church in every age and country of the world. 

2. And that they were so read, wherever Christianity was received. 

The commands of St. Paul, that his own Epistles should be thus read’, and the fact that the 
Scriptures of the Old Testament were read in the Synagogues and in the Church, confirm the testi- 
mony that the Gospels were read in the Church as soon as they were published *. 

3. What had been written by any preceding Evangelist in his Gospel could not be unknown to 


his successors ; 


It is well said by S. Augustine °, that “although each of the Evangelists severally followed his 


1 Clem. Al. ap. Huseb. vi. 14. Eused. iii. 24. Epiphan. Her. 
li. S. Hieron. Script. Eccl. c. 9, Prooem.in Matt. Victorin. in 
Apocalyps. Bibl. Patrum Max. iii. 418. Awet. Incert. apud 
Chrysost, Montfaucon. viii. 132, Appendix. Auct. Inc. ap. 
Augustin. in Joann. ‘“‘Compulsus Joannes ab Asie Episcopis 
scripsit. . . Legerat Evangelia trium Evangelistarum et ap- 
probaverat fidem eorum et veritatem,’’ and the next note but 
one. 

2 See the passages collected by Archbp. Ussher, Original of 
Bishops and Metropolitans, p. 63. Oxf. 1641. 

3 Theodor. Mopsuest. (who flourished in the end of the fourth 
century) says (in Catena in Joann. Corderii, Mill. N. T. p. 198, 
ed. 1723), émjvecev Clwdvyns) Ths GAnbelas Tos yeypaddras, 
Zpnoe 5 Bpaxéa maparerctpOa (Tots tpicly edaryyeAtotais). em) 
TovToLs TapdKAnots adeApay (ev TH Acla) eyevero Tatra & pd~ 
hiora avaryKaia Kplver mpds SidackaArlay, maparcAcimméeva S& dp 
Tois Aomois (evayyeAtoTals) ypdpar peta omovdts’ 0 Kal me= 
molnkev, 

* See further below, p. 267, for a reply to objections made to 
the above assertions. 

5 ] John iv. I. 

6 See the admirable words of S. August. in De Civitate Dei, 
lib. xi. cap. ii. ed. Paris, 1838, vol. vii. p. 489 :—“‘ Ipsa VeriTas, 
Devs Dez Firivus, homine assumpto, non Deo consumpto, eam- 
dem constituit atque fundavit fidem, ut ad hominis Deum iter 
esset homini per hominem Deum. Hic est enim mediator Dei 
et hominum homo Christus Jesus.” — (Ibid. cap. iii.) ‘‘ Hic 
prius per prophetas, deinde per Se Ipsum, postea per Apostolos, 
quantum satis esse judicavit, locutus, etiam Scripturam condidit, 
que Canonica nominatur, eminentissime auctoritatis, cui fidem 


habemus de his rebus quas ignorare non expedit, nec per nosmet- 
ipsos nosse idonei sumus.”’ 

And again :— 

“ Distincta est 4 posterioribus libris excellentia CaNnonicm 
auctoritatis VeTERIS et Novi TesTAMENTI, que APOSTOLORUM 
confirmata temporibus, per successiones Episcopales et propaga- 
tiones Ecclesiarum tanquam in sede quadam sublimiter constituta 
est, cui serviat omnis fidelis et pius Intellectus.””—S. Augustin. 
c. Faustum, ii. c. 5. 

7 1 Thess. v. 27. Col. iv. 16. Cp. 2 Cor. i. 13. 

8 Cp. Justin Martyr, Apol. 1—68. Epist. ad Diognet. ii. 
Tertullian, Apol. 36. Preescr. Heret. 36. Adv. Marcion. iv. 6. 
Theodore of Mopsuestia, a.v. 395, in Catena in Joann., and Dr. 
Mill’s Gr. Test., p. 198, prefixed to St. John’s Gospel. per& 
Thy eis ovpavods avdAn iw Tov Kuptov ém) moAA@ pév Tors ‘lepoco- 
Adpos evdierprbay of pabntal Te xpdvew, Kal “aAdAov Tots *lov~ 
Sators Siadeyduevor ep) Tod KnpUyuaros, wexp) TladAos 6 wéyas 
ind Tis Oclas xapitos evaxbels pavepds mpds 7d Tois @Ovect 
Knpitre apwploby. (See Acts xiii. 1—3.) He then proceeds 
to state that Peter went to Rome to encounter Simon Magus, and 
St. John to Ephesus. And he thus proceeds: Tivera: rotyuy év 
TovTols Tav AoimaY EvaryyeAlwy exdoo1s Mat@alou re Kal Mdpkou 
ért wyv Kar Aovka Te oikeia yeypapéTwy EvayyéAta, 5165600 Te 
kal kata méons ev aGkaper THS OlKouméeyns, Kal bad Toy 
matey eomovddero TaYTMY [META TOAATS, OS cikds, THS dia- 
@écews. He then proceeds to recount how at the request of the 
Christians in Asia St. John wrote his own Gospel, as supple- 
mentary to the former three, which he acknowledged as divinely 
inspired Scripture. 

9 De Consens, Ey. i. 4: “ Quamvis singuli (Evangelist) suum 
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own method in writing his Gospel, yet no one of them intended to write as if he were ignorant of 
what had been written by any of his predecessors; nor did any of them omit, as if by ignorance, 
what a previous Evangelist had written; but according as each respectively was inspired to write, 
he added the not superfluous co-operation of his own labour.” 

4. The Holy Spirit, for the sake of greater assurance, often repeats by one Prophet what He 
had said by another; and similar repetitions are found also in the Historical Books of the Old Testa- 
ment. “The Holy Bible abounds in quotations, but they are introduced in a way which is peculiar 
to Revelation. When a Prophet mentions one of his own holy brethren, as when Ezekiel names 
Daniel, or Daniel Jeremiah,—when they mention them, they do not quote them; and when they 
quote them, they do not mention them '.” 

This principle of repetition is characteristic of Divine Revelation. The Prophetical Books of 
Daniel and the Apocalypse abound with examples of it*. 

5. It is probable @ priori, that the Holy Spirit would adopt a similar practice in the New Testa- 
ment, to that which He had employed in the O/d. And we find it so in fact. 

By means of the second and third Evangelists, St. Mark and St. Luke, He warrants the truth 
and genuineness of the first Gospel. This He does by repeating much of its contents *. In the mouth 
of two or three witnesses every word is established. Thus the Evangelists became joint vouchers for the 
truth of the genuine Gospxts, and, at the same time, joint opposers of the spurious ones, which 
were obtruded on the world. 

The fourth Evangelist, St. John, pursued a different course for doing the same thing; he 
declared his approval of the foregoing Gospels, not by repeating, but, for the most part, by omtting, 
what they had related, and by supplying what they had omitted *. 

The same is true of the Apostolic Eprsrnus; they also are entwined with one another by an in- 
tertexture of words and sentiments. And the Inspiration of one aids in proving the Inspiration of all. 

St. Peter, in his first Epistle, repeats parts of the Epistle of St. James. In his second Epistle 
he recognizes as Scripture all the Epistles of St. Paul’, and there is a remarkable affinity between 
that Epistle and the Epistle of St. Jude. 

This mutual intertexture is a striking characteristic of the Books of Scripture. 

Thus the Unity of plan, on which the Gospels and Epistles are written, bears witness to their 
derivation from One and the Same Spirit. And this plan is similar to what the Holy Spirit had 
adopted, in dictating the Books both historical and prophetical of the Old Testament. 

In fine, we may thus trace the agency of the same Divine Hand in the Sacred Volume, whose 
component parts were given to the world by the ministry of different persons living in different 
countries, from time to time, at intervals throughout a period of about fifteen centuries ; and whose 
subject-matter extends over no less a time than forty centuries; and, indeed, reaches from the 
Creation of the World to the Last Day. 


III. On the variations in the Grospels. 


If the Evangelists were under the control of the Holy Spirit in their use of words, how, it has 
been asked, can we account for the fact, that we have different recitals from different Evangelists of 
the same Discourses of our blessed Lord? How is it that we have different accounts of the words 
used by Him in the institution of the Lord’s Supper? How is it that we have various reports of 
the inscription written by Pilate on the cross ? 

In strictness of speech, we must say that not one of the Evangelists gives us the exact words 
of Christ. He conversed in Syro-Chaldaic, and they wrote in Greek. 

But the fact, that they sometimes give different—but never give contrary—reports of the same 
sayings of our blessed Lord, in no degree disproves their inspiration as to words. Rather we may 
say, it is characteristic of it, and confirmatory of our belief in it. 

The mind of Christ is divine. The Holy Spirit, and the Holy Spirit alone, knows what was 
in the mind of Christ ®. And Holy Scripture was not written to tell us merely that which Christ 
taught by means of words, which are only human coinage, but to unlock the inner treasury of 
quendam narrandi ordinem tenuisse videantur, non tamen unus- the Apocalypse. 


quisque eorum, velut alterius preecedentis ignorans, voluisse scri- 3 Compare below, p. 112, 113, Introduction to St. Mark ; and 
bere reperitur, vel agnorata pretermisisse, que scripsisse alius Townson’s Works, p. 229; and Dr. Owen’s Observations on the 
invenitur ; sed sicut wniquique imspiratum est, non superfluam Four Gospels, p. 109. 
ou enonee sui laboris adjecit.”” : re 4 See below, p. 267, 8, and cp. Townson, pp. 15, 16. 

Dr. Townson, p. cxxxiv—exlvii. Cp. Lee on Inspiration, 5 2 Pet. iii. 15, 16. See Lectures on the Canon, VII., VIII., 


p- 320. ; IX. Guerike, Hinleit ° 
2 See Gen. xli, 32. Acts x. 16. Cp. below, Introduction to Geil Gor iit 11 16. es Bo 
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Wisdom of Him Who is Divine’. If the Holy Spirit had given us only one verbal account of Christ’s 
sayings, He would have given a far less clear view of Christ’s mind than we now possess. This arises, 
not from any imperfection in the working of the Spirit, but from owr imperfection, and from that of 
the instrument to be used by the Spirit for the conveyance of a knowledge of Christ’s mind to #s,— 
namely, human language. He has given to us a fuller knowledge of that mind, by presenting its 
sense to us in different points of view; just as a Painter gives us a clearer idea of a countenance or 
a landscape, by representing it to us from different sides. He has given us, so to speak, a panoramic 
view of Christ’s meaning. 

For example; if we had but one account of the Institution of the Lord’s Supper, we should 
have a far less complete notion of what was in the Divine Mind of Him Who instituted it, than 
we have now by reason of the varieties of expression, by which the Holy Spirit represents in the 
several Gospels the Divine thoughts which were in the Mind of Christ at its Institution ’. 

The same may be said of the various reports which we read of Christ’s Discourses. Their 
varieties are like so many contributions from the Hand of the Divine Author of Scripture, making 
human language less inadequate, than it otherwise would be, to give us a clear revelation of what 
was in the mind of Him Who uttered them. 

But it may be said, Pilate’s words are not like the words of Christ. How is it that we have 
different accounts of what Pilate wrote on the cross ? 

To this question we may reply by a sentence which is never to be forgotten by the reader of 
the Gospels: “ Qui plura dicit, pauciora complectitur ; qui pauciora dicit, plura non negat.” Perhaps 
one Evangelist gives the Inscription as it stood in one language; and another as it stood in another. 
The several accounts are quite consistent with each other, and doubtless the Holy Spirit had good 
reasons for their varieties’. If the Evangelists had been mere servile copyists, they would have 
done what any legal clerk or notary might do, and have given us one and the same transcript of the 
words written by Pilate. They have not done this; and they thus suggest to the candid and 
humble inquirer, that there may be good reasons for their varieties, in this and other cases; and 
though he may not be able to discern those reasons, he will not therefore deny that they may exist. 
Some good reasons, however, he may see; by the very variety of their record, they remind the 
reader that they are independent witnesses; and thus their agreement is of more weight. And if 
still there should remain some difficulties, in this and other minor details, they may be of great use ; 
they may serve to prove the limited powers of his own mind, and thus be exercises of his humility, 
his faith, and hope for a better and happier time, when his faculties will be enlarged, and his vision 
clarified, and he will know even as he is known *. 

The following remarks on this subject, by S. Augustine’, may be commended here to the reader’s 
consideration : — 

“ There are varieties, but not contrarieties, in the Gospels ; and by means of these varieties we 
may learn some very useful and necessary truths. We are thus reminded, that the main thing for us, 
is to ascertain the meaning, to which the words are ministerial; and we are not to imagine, that the 
Sacred Writers deceive us, because they do not give us the precise words of Him, Whose meaning 
they desire to express. Otherwise we shall be like mere miserable catchers at syllables®, who 
imagine that the truth is to be tied to the points of letters; whereas, not in words only, but also in 
all other symbols of the mind, it is the mind itself which is to be sought for’.” 

Jt would indeed be very derogatory to the dignity of the sacred writers, to apologize for the 
varieties in the Gospels ; 

Those varieties, when carefully examined, will be found to be very instructive; and to have 
been, doubtless, adopted designedly, to serve beneficial purposes, in confirming our Faith, and 
guiding our Practice. 

Let us consider, as a specimen, the different modes in which the Evangelists represent the call 
of St. Matthew by Christ. St. Matthew, narrating that event, names himself Matthew; St. Mark 
and St. Luke call him Levi. 

Hence some Expositors have taken occasion to affirm, that Matthew and Levi were two different 


1 Col. ii. 3. Matt. iii, 11, and what he says in the same Treatise, de Cons. 
2 See note on Matt. xxvi. 26. Evan. ii. 29. Utilis igitur modus, ef memorize maximé commen- 
3 See further note below, on John xix. 19, p. 356. dandus, cum de convenientid dicimus Evangelistarum, non esse 
ealiCor- xin, 12, mendacium, cum quisque etiam dicens aliquid aliud, quod etiam 
5 §. Aug. De Consensu Evangelistarum, ii. 67. ille non dixit, de quo aliquid narrat, voluntatem tamen ejus hanc 
6 “Miseri aucupes vocum, apicibus quodammodo literarum  explicat, quam etiam ille, qui ejus verba, commemorat. Ita enim 


ligandam putant esse veritatem.”’ salubriter discimus, nihil aliud esse querendum, quam quid velit 
7 Compare his words cited in the note below, in p. 13, on #l/e qui loquitur. 
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persons. But others, who have looked more deeply into the matter, have seen that there was a 
good reason for this variety ; and that while the one Evangelist, St. Matthew, by calling himself 
Matthew, teaches a lesson of humility; the other two Evangelists, St. Mark and St. Luke, by 


calling him Levi, teach a lesson of charity’. 
Another example may be seen in the various manner, in which the Sermon on the Mount is 


reported by the two Evangelists, St. Matthew and St. Luke. 

St. Matthew wrote for the special benefit of his Jewish* fellow-countrymen. He therefore, in 
his recital of that Sermon, takes care to record what would convey necessary warning and instruc- 
tion to them. St. Luke wrote for the Heathen World. He omits those portions which specially 
concerned the Jews, and their Law: and reiterates those admonitions which were requisite for a//”. 

Here, it is true, is variety in form; but there is the essential beauty and unity of Wisdom and 
of Truth. 

Let us cite another instance. St. Matthew, in describing our Lord’s visit to Jericho, a little 
before His Passion, relates that two blind men were healed by Christ. St. Mark mentions only one, 
and specifies his name—Bartimeus. St. Luke also mentions but one. Some persons have imagined 
that there is a discrepancy here. But they, who have carefully considered the several narratives, 
and have reflected on the design with which the Gospels, respectively, were composed, have seen 
an important purpose served by this variety, and an evidence of the gracious purpose with which 
all the Gospels were written *. 

The same may be said with regard to the Evangelical narratives of our Lord’s triumphal entry 
into Jerusalem ; 

The first Evangelist, St. Matthew, relates, that the disciples brought “ the ass and its colt”’ to 
Jesus®. The other three Evangelists say nothing of the mother; they all mention the foal, and the 
foal only. Tere at first there may seem to be a discrepancy. There is certainly a variety. But, if 
the difference of design is considered, with which the several Evangelists wrote, the reasons of this 
variety will appear; and the variety itself will be seen to be in perfect harmony with the general 
plan of the Gospels °. 

The various circumstances of the different Evangelists, and the various circumstances of the 
different classes of persons for whom they wrote, exercised a powerful modifying influence on the 
language of the several Gospels. 

This is a subject which is very fertile in interesting and instructive meditation; and is 
frequently adverted to in the following pages’. The same cause, which produced a variety of 
diction, led also to a variety in choice of matter, and to a variety of method in handling it: and 
exhibits an edifying example of thoughtful preparation, and discriminating adaptation, in providing 
suitable food and medicine for the souls of men, according to their several constitutions and peculiar 
necessities ; and is specially instructive to those, whose office it is to be Pastors of Christ’s Flock, 
and to be Physicians of souls, and to minister food and medicine to every one in due season. 

This then may be asserted, in fine, that there are many varieties in the Evangelical narratives, 
but not a single contradiction ; and that these varieties were designed by the One Spirit who inspired 
the Evangelists; and that they are conducive to the one blessed end, for which all the Gospels were 
written, the Glory of God in the salvation of Man; and that, if they are examined, not with a 
cavilling and carping temper, eager to display its own fancied shrewdness and self-satisfied acute- 
ness, in detecting flaws and blemishes in the Word of God, but in a reverential and humble spirit, 
comparing spiritual things with spiritual’, and carefully considering the position and circumstances 
of the several Evangelists; and the purposes for which the several Gospels were written respec- 
tively; and the classes of persons for whose especial benefit each Evangelist wrote; and the time 
and order in which the Gospels were written; it will be readily seen and acknowledged, that these 
Evangelical varieties have their own proper and important uses; and that they are means and 
instruments in the divine hand, for our intellectual and spiritual refreshment and edification, and 
that they are in the world of grace, what the harmonious intertexture of various colours, and the 
sweet concord of various voices, are in the natural world, ministerial to the comfort and delight of 
man, and to the praise and glory of the Great Creator of all. 


See below, on Matt. ix. 9, p. 31. 6 See below, on Matt. xxi. 5, p. 74, compared with note on 
2 See below, Introduction to St. Matthew’s Gospel, p. xlix. Mark x. 46, p. 139, and on John xii. 14—20, p. 331. 

5 See below, on p. 165 and notes, Luke vi. 17. 20, 21, p. 193. 7 See, for example, the Introduction to St. Luke’s Gospel, 
* See the notes below, on Mark x. 46, p. 139. p- 165. 


5 Matt. xxi. 7. 8 1 Cor. ii. 13. 
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” TO 


ST. MATTHEW’S GOSPEL. 


On the design and date of this Gospel. 


1. Ovr Blessed Lord said that He was “ not sent but unto the lost sheep of the house of Israel’, and 
He gave charge to His Apostles, that they should “not go into the way of the Gentiles, nor enter into 
any city of the Samaritans, but go rather to the lost sheep of the house of Israel’. And although 
St. Paul was the Apostle of the Grentiles*, yet it was his uniform practice to offer the Gospel in the 
first instance to the Jews *. 

On these grounds it may reasonably be inferred, that the first written Gospel would be designed 
specially for the Jews; and that the Gospel, which from internal evidence appears to have been 
designed specially for Jewish use, was the first written. 

The Gospel of St. Matthew proclaims itself, by its matter and manner, to have been composed 
for the benefit of the Jews. 

He commences with a Genealogical table, which proves that Jesus Christ was sprung from Adra- 
ham’, the father of the faithful, and from David the King °, “in whose Seed all nations were to be 
blessed 7.’ 

He relates that Jesus was born at Bethlehem, the City of David, in which the Messiah was to 
be born according to Hebrew prophecy *; that He was born of a Virgin, also according to Hebrew 
prophecy *. And he recites the prophecies, by which these events had been predicted. He shows 
that our Lord’s journey into Egypt’, and the murder of the Innocents ", and His subsequent abode 
at Nazareth’, and the preaching of the Baptist, preparing His way in the wilderness"’, had all 
been preannounced in those prophetical Books which the Jews had in their hands, and which they 
heard “in their Synagogues every Sabbath day “.” These and numerous other Prophecies, concerning 
the Messiah’s Person and Office, His Actions and Sufferings, are rehearsed in the Gospel of St. 
Matthew; and many of them are rehearsed in that Gospel alone ; and they serve to show that it was 
St. Matthew’s design, to prove that Jesus of Nazareth was He “of whom Moses in the Law and 
the Prophets did write *;” the Messiah or Christ, promised in the beginning to Adam”’, and after- 
wards to Abraham, and to David; Whose Coming was looked for by all ” faithful Israelites, at 
the time when Jesus was born. 

This distinguishing characteristic of St. Matthew’s Gospel points it out as the first written of 
the four Evangelical histories. 

2. We find that this inference is confirmed by the testimony of Christian Antiquity. Thus, for 
example, S. Ireneus says, ‘The Gospel of St. Matthew was written for the Jews, who specially 
desired that it should be shown that the Christ was of the Seed of David; and St. Matthew en- 
deavours to satisfy this desire, and therefore commences his Gospel with the Genealogy of Christ *.” 
So Origen”, “St. Matthew wrote for the Hebrews, who expected the Messiah from the seed of 
Abraham and David.” 

And he asserts the priority of this Gospel. “The first of the four Gospels was that written by 


1 Matt. xv. 24. 7 Gen. xxii. 18. 13 jij, 1. Isa. xl. 3. 16 Gen. iii. 15. 

2 Matt. x. 5, 6. 8 ii. 1-5. Micah v. 2. 14 Acts xv. 21. 17 Cp. Luke ii. 26. 38. 

3 Rom. xi. 13. 9 i, 23. Isa. vii. 14. 15 John i. 46. 

4 Cp. Acts xiii, 46; xvii. 2. LOMi4s (Hos: xi. 1. 18 Tren. Caten. in Matth. Massuet, p. 347, and c, Heeres, iii. 
ca 11 i, 16. Jer. xxxi. 15. 9. 1. : 

6 i. 6. 12 See on ii. 23. 19 Origen in Joann. tom. Iv. p, 4. 
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him who was formerly a publican and afterwards an Apostle, Matthew’.” And so S. Jerome ,. 
“The Church, which according to the word of Christ is built upon a Rock®, has four Evan- 
gelic rivers of Paradise: The first Gospel is that of Matthew the publican, called Levi, who 
composed his Gospel in the Hebrew tongue for the special use of those Jews who believed in Christ, 
and no longer followed the shadows of the Law, after the revelation of the substance of the Gospel.” 

3. Another proof of the priority of St. Matthew’s Gospel is suggested by the following considera- 
tion. It was evidently of primary importance, in the preaching of Christianity to the Jews, to lay 
the groundwork of the argument in a clear demonstration, by reference to their own Scriptures, 
that Jesus of Nazareth was He who had been promised to their fathers as the Christ. 

Now, as has been already observed, this work of demonstration has been accomplished with 
great minuteness by St. Matthew. 

We do not find, that the Apostle St. Paul, in his Epistles to the Galatians, Romans, and 
Hebrews, where he is specially endeavouring to convince the Jews that Jesus is the Christ, ever 
considers it requisite to dwell on this important argument from Hebrew Prophecy. Nor do the 
other Evangelists enlarge on the evidence derivable from this source. ' 

How is this to be explained ? 

Doubtless it was due to the fact, that this important argument had been already exhausted by a 
preceding writer ; and that the other Evangelists and Apostles were fully satisfied that nothing need 
be added to Ais labours in this department of Christian Evidence. And who was that previous 
writer? Where had this argument been handled? The answer is, In the Gospel of St. Matthew. 

4. It has been shown by many writers‘, that the danguage of St. Matthew’s Gospel is adopted in 
many places by St. Mark and St. Luke; and hence it is evident, that the Greek Gospel of St. 
Matthew, which we possess, is prior in composition to that of any other Evangelist. 

5. There is also a considerable amount of ancient testimony in favour of the opinion, which has 
been accepted by many critics, that the Gospel of St. Matthew was written by him originally in 
Hebrew or Syro-Chaildaic, the common language of Palestine in his age. 

This is asserted by Papias®, a Scholar of St. John, and a companion of St. Polycarp ; it is 
affirmed also by Jreneus®, and probably by Pantenus’, by Origen*, by Husebius*’, and by S. 
Jerome **, and others". 

This testimony is strong, and there is an @ priori probability in its favour. 

A Christian Evangelist and Apostle, writing for the special benefit of the Jews living in Pales- 
tine, would use every suitable expedient for the purpose of allaying their prejudices, and soothing 
their jealousies, and conciliating their good will, and disposing them to accept the Gospel. 

One of the most efficient methods of accomplishing this wise and charitable purpose, would be 
to address them in their own vernacular tongue. This is evident from the fact related in the Acts of 
the Apostles concerning St. Paul, standing on the stairs of the castle above the Temple at Jeru- 
salem. In order to show his own friendly disposition to his Jewish audience, and to gain their 
favourable attention, he spake to them in Hebrew; and the effect of this address is specially re- 
marked by the Historian, “He spake unto them in the Hebrew tongue, . . . . and when they heard 
that he spake in the Hebrew tongue to them, they kept the more silence’’.” 

The same motives that actuated St. Paul speaking to the Jews at Jerusalem, and induced him, 
though not a Jew of Palestine, but of Tarsus in Asia, to address the Jews at Jerusalem in Hebrew, 
may be presumed to have had some influence with St. Matthew, a Jew, living in Palestine, and 
writing for the special benefit,—as is related by credible authorities,—of the Jews of that country ; 
and may have led him to compose his Gospel in his own and their native tongue. i 

6. Some objections, however, have been made to this testimony of ancient writers. 

It has been alleged, that, if St. Matthew had written his Gospel in Hebrew, that Hebrew 
Original would have been preserved; and would have been frequently cited by early Christian 
Authors. 

Secondly, it is urged, that, if St. Matthew had written originally in Hebrew or Syro-Chaldaic, 
there would have been no need of a translation of his Gospel into that language; and.that conse- 


1 Origen ap. Euseb. v. 25. 8 Origen ap. Eused. vi. 25. 
2 Jerome, Procem. in Matth. tom. iv. p. 3. 9 Euseb. iii. 24. 
} See NPE Go seen 10 Jerome, de Vir. Illust. c. 3. 
ee Dr. Townson, in his valuable work on the Gospels. " Athanasius, Synops. p. 202. S. Cyril of Jerusalem, Cateches 
; Papias apud Euseb. . E. iii. 39. xiv. Hpiphanius, Heres. li. Chrysostom, Homil, in Matth. i, 
Treneus, iii. 1. Augustine, de Consens. Evang. i. c. 66. 
7 See Euseb. v.10. Jerome, de Vir. Illust. c. 36. 12 Acts xxi. 405; xxii. 2. 
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quently, the Authors of the Peschito, or Syriac, Version of the Gospels, would not have translated 
St. Matthew’s Greek Gospel, but have reproduced the Apostolic original in Hebrew. 

To the first of these objections it may be replied, that some Ancient Writers, as they themselves 
affirm, had personally inspected copies of the original Gospel of St. Matthew in Hebrew. ~The 
principal of these witnesses is S. Jerome, who lived in Palestine, and who, among the Fathers, was 
the most skilled in the Hebrew tongue. He asserts that he himself saw such a document, and had 
an opportunity of transcribing and translating it’. Similar evidence is given by Lpiphanius, one of 
the most learned among the Fathers of the Eastern Church’. 

But, if such an Original ever existed,—how is it, it may be asked, that the ancient notices of it 
are on the whole so scanty, and that it has now disappeared ? 

To this inquiry it may be answered, that few of the ancient Christian writers were familiar with 
the Hebrew language. Their knowledge of the Old Testament was derived, mainly, from the 
Septuagint or Greek Version. And since a Gospel of St. Matthew existed in the Greek language, 
with which they were familiar, and which indeed was written and spoken by the Fathers of the 
Eastern Church, and since that Greek Gospel was confessedly of Divine authority, there is no reason 
for surprise, that they should not have taken much pains to examine and describe the Hebrew original. 

If they made little use of the Hebrew Original of the Old Testament, but accepted the Greek 
Version, which is not inspired, as their standard, we need not be surprised, that they should not 
have bestowed much pains on a Hebrew Gospel, when they had a divinely inspired Version of it in 
Greek. 

The Jewish Historian Josephus, as he himself informs us *, wrote his great work, the History of 
the Jewish Wars, originally in Hebrew, his native tongue, for the benefit of his own nation ; and he 
afterwards translated it into Greek. No notices of the original Hebrew now survive: it has pe- 
rished : but the Greek Version is often referred to by the early Christian Fathers, and is now extant. 
The History of the Hebrew Historian seems to present a parallel, in these respects, to the Gospel 
of the Hebrew Evangelist, St. Matthew. 

7. Besides, it is affirmed by some early Christian writers, that the Hebrew Gospel of St. Matthew 
was used, and alone adopted of all the Gospels, by certain heretical sections of the ancient Church, 
the Ebionites *, and the Nazarenes; and was mutilated and interpolated by them’. 

This being the case, the Hebrew copies of St. Matthew’s Gospel, being connected with such 
associations, would probably be regarded by many of the early Christians with distrust; and the 
Christians would rest content with the Greek Gospel, which they knew to be received by all the 
Churches of Christendom as the Gospel of St. Matthew. 

This consideration supplies also a reply to the objection derived from the translation of the 
Greek Gospel, by the Authors of the Peschito, or ancient Syriac Version. 

The framers of that Version were composing a work which was to be read publicly in the 
Churches where the Syriac language was used. They would be careful to render their work 
acceptable to all; and to guard it against all suspicion of heretical blemish or admixture. The 
Greek Gospel of St. Matthew, and the Greek only, was received as the authentic standard by the 
Catholic Church throughout the world ; the Hebrew was in the hands only of a few, and some of 
those few, the Ebionites and Nazarenes, were tainted with heresy ; and a document associated with 
them would be liable to the imputation of having been tampered with by them to suit their tenets. 

Consequently there existed strong reasons to deter the framers of the Peschito from adopting 
the Hebrew recension ; and equally cogent ones to induce them to ground their Version on the Greek 
Gospel of St. Matthew, which was received as divinely inspired Scripture by the unanimous voice of 
Christendom. If these inferences are sound, we have, in the translation made by the Authors of the 
Peschito from the Greek, an additional attestation to the authentic character of the Greek form, in 
which the Gospel of Matthew now exists. A similar observation may be made on another very 
ancient Syriac recension of St. Matthew ° recently discovered and published’. 


1 Jerome, de Vir. Ill. c. 3. See also his treatise Contra Pela- the Gospel of St. Matthew in Hebrew, odx dA@ dé mAnpectdTo, 


gianos, lib. iii., and in Matth. xii. 13, where he says, ‘“ In Evan- 
gelio, quo utuntur Nazarei et Ebionitz, quod nuper in Grecum 
de Hebreo Sermone transtulimus, et quod vocatur a plerisque 
Mattheei authenticum.”’ 

2 Epiphan. Heres. xxx. de Ebionitis. 

3 Josephus, B. J. Procem. tom. ii. p. 47, ed. Havercamp. 

* Cp. Jren. iii. 11, § 7, ‘‘ Ebionzi eo Evangelio, quod est secun- 
dtm Matthzeum, sv/o utentes ex illo convincuntur.”’ 

5 Eyiphan. Ueres. xxx., where he says that the Elionites use 


BAAG vevoOeumeva Kol Hkpwrnpiaguevw. Similarly S. Jerome speaks 
concerning the Nazarenes, and he recites some of their interpo- 
lations. See his work Contra Pelagian. lib. iii., and his commen- 
taries in Esaiam xi. 1—11; in Ezek. xvii. 7; in Mic. vii. 6; in 
Matth. vi. 11; xii. 13; xxiii. 35; xxvil. 16. 

6 Among the Nitrian Manuscripts of the British Museum ; 
it is evidently a Version from the Greek. 

7 By the Rev. W. Cureton, D.D., Canon of Westminster. 
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8. We may also hence explain the varieties of ancient testimony concerning the date of St. 
Matthew’s Gospel. Some ancient writers assign the composition and publication of the Gospel to as 
early a date as six or eight years after the Ascension of Christ’. Others say fifteen * years. But 
S. Irencus affirms that his Gospel was published at the time “when Peter and Paul were preaching 
at Rome and fownding the Church there*.”’ These discrepancies may be reconciled by the supposi- 
tion that those Authors, who assign an earlier date to its publication, are speaking of the Hebrew 
Gospel; and they, who speak of a later date, are referring to the Greek edition of it. 

However, since the identical Greek words of St. Matthew’s Gospel are often found incorporated 
in the Gospels of the succeeding Evangelists St. Mark and St. Luke, and since the date of St. Mark’s 
aud St. Luke’s Gospels is probably prior to St. Paul’s preaching at Rome*, we are thence led to 
infer, that the Greek edition of the Gospel of St. Matthew was earlier than that date which is 
assigned to it by Irenzeus. 

9. Perhaps also such considerations as these may serve to explain certain phenomena in St. 
Matthew’s Greek Gospel. St. Matthew’s Gospel is universally acknowledged by Christian Antiquity 
to have been published before any other of the four Gospels. And yet there are certain incidental 
expressions in it, which appear to intimate, that, while in its main substance it is prior to all the 
other Gospels, yet in its present form it has received some later touches from the Author’s hand. 
Such indications as these are found* in the expression in ch. xxvil. 8, “that field was called the 
field of blood unto this day,’ and in ch. xxviii. 15, “this saying is commonly reported among the 
Jews until this day.” These incidental notices may have been added by the Author, when he pub- 
lished his Gospel in its present Greek form. 

10. What is known from Holy Scripture of St. Matthew’s personal history may be seen in 
chapter ix. 9, and in the notes on that passage. 

In proof of the genuineness of his Gospel it may be observed, that the Author of this Gospel 
alone adds the epithet reAavns, or Publican, to the name of Matthew in the catalogue of the Apostles 
(x. 3); and that the other Evangelists do not associate his former profession of Publican with his 
Apostolic name Matthew, but with his other name Lew; and that, whereas he says only, that 
Matthew, when called by Christ, “arose and followed Him” (ix. 9), it is recorded by St. Luke (v. 28; 
ep. Mark ii. 14) that “Levi /eft all and followed Him,” and ‘‘made Him a great feast in his own 
house,” intimating thereby, that St. Matthew made considerable worldly sacrifices for the sake of 
Christ. In a like spirit St. Matthew in his Catalogue of the Apostles, places himself after St. 
Thomas (x. 3); but he is placed before Thomas by St. Mark (11. 18) and St. Luke (vi. 15). 

These are internal evidences confirmatory of the ancient testimony which ascribes the first 
Gospel to St. Matthew; and they are indications also of the Evangelist’s modesty. It has been 
observed, that the Author faithfully records speeches in which the Pubiicans are ranked with sinners 
and heathens (ix. 11; xi. 19; xviii. 17; xxi. 31, 32) ;—another evidence of his humility ; and of his 
gratitude to Christ for choosing himself, a member of that despised class; and a proof of the Truth 
of Christianity, which could convert the world by such instruments as the world most despised °. 

Matthew, the Publican, after his call, “made a great feast”’ for Jesus in his house ; to which he 
invited “many publicans and sinners,” who reclined with Christ at the table’, and heard His 
gracious words, “ They that are whole need not a Physician, but they that are sick; for I came 
not to call the righteous but sinners to repentance *.”” 

Matthew, the Apostle and Evangelist, has indeed made a great feast, a spiritual entertainment, a 
banquet of the soul, in his Gospel, to which he has invited all Nations ; and there Jesus sits at meat; 
and He calls all the weary to come and recline with Him, and promises them rest for their souls °, 
and remains with them “even unto the end of the world *;’’ and there He refreshes the hungry 
with heavenly food, and makes the thirsty to drink divine wisdom from His lips. May we have 
grace so to profit by this heavenly repast, that we may hereafter be admitted to sit down at His 
table in the Kingdom of God"! 


1 See the authorities in Lardner, iti. p. 5). 65. 76. 86. 89, and speaking of St. Paul as a founder of the Church at Rome may 


161, 162. have had a view to what the Apostle did by his Epistle. 
2 Ibid. p. 91. 4 See below, p. 168—170. 
3 §. Iren. Heres. iii. 1. This testimony can hardly be accepted 5 Cp. Lardner, iii. p. 164. 
in a literal sense. For St. Paul, as he himself intimates, cannot be 6 Cp. Luseb. Dem. Evang. iii. 5, where are some excellent re- 


said to have founded the Church at Rome. See Rom.i.7,8.13— marks on these points. 

15, where he says that “ their faith is spoken of throughout the 7 Luke v. 29. Mark ii. 15. 

whole world,’ and expresses his regret that he himself had been 8 Mark ii. 17. Luke v. 32. 9 Matt. xi. 28 
hindered as yet from coming to them. Perhaps 8. Irenzus in 10 Matt. xxvili. 20. 1 Luke xxii. 30. 
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I. Gx) | * BIBAOS yevécews "Inood Xpicrod viod Aavid viod "ABpadp. 
2° ABpadp eyevnoe tov "load: “Ioadk dé éyévyynce Tov "IaKoB “IaxoB & 


a Luke 3. 23, &c. 


Gen. 21. 2. 
25. 24. & 29. 35. 


EvayyéAiov] Gospel. The word evayyéAtoy is used by the 
LXX for Hebr. mwa (Sesorah), from wa (basar), ‘ flesh,’ as re- 
presenting some good thing in bodily reality, and so very descrip- 
tive of the good tidings of Emmanuel, God manifest in the flesh 
(1 Tim. iii. 16). Hence S. Ignat. (Phil. 5), mpooguyay re 
evayyeAl@ ws capkl “Inoov. Cf.c. 9. We find the word Evay- 
yéA.a applied to the Gospels early in the second century. Justin, 
Dial. c. Tryph. c. 100. Apol. i. 66, ey drouynpoveduacw & 
Kadeirat evayyéAta. Cp. Tren. iii. 1.11. On the use of the 
word evaryyéAvoy in the Gospels see on Mark x. 29. 

kata Mar@atov] according to Matthew. On the antiquity of 
this title see Routh, R.8.i. 405. Fused. iii. 24 has Mar@atos 
ypapn mapadois To KaT avTdv evayyéAtoyv. The preposition 
xaTa prefixed to the names of the four Evangelists shows that 
there is one Gospel of living water flowing by four Evangelic 
streams: as Origen says in loan. t. 5, 7d 51d Tecodpwy ev 
eorw evayyeAwoyv, Cp. Grot. and Hammond here, and Vaick. in 
Luc. init. p. 4, and Meyer, p. 34. 

Two uncial MSS. (B and D) have the form Ma@@aioy here, 
and so Tisch., Alf., Tregelles. But B has also kata: "Ilwdvyny, 
which no Editor has ventured to adopt in St. John’s Gospel; and 
the preponderance of MS. authority is in favour of Maré@atoy. 
Cp. ix. 9; x. 3. Mark iii. 18. Luke vi. 15. Acts i. 13. 

On the name Matthew see below, ix. 9. 


Cu. I. 1.] The design of the Evangelist is to show to the Jews 
and to the world, that Jesus of Nazareth came, as the Messiah 
was to come, according to ancient Prophecy, from the royal seed 
and by the royal line of David the King ; and from the patriarch 
Abraham, by the line of Isaac, Jacob, and Judah. 

BiBros yevéoews = NIZAM BD (sepher toledoth), a genea- 
logical roll, Gen. ii. 4, where the LXX has BiSdAos yevécews : 
it was a ‘formula solennis,’ hence the absence of the article. 1D 
(sepher = BiBAos) is used for a letter, 1 Kings xxi. 8; for a 
deed of sale, Jerem. xxxii. 11; for a writing of divorce, Deut. 
xxiv. 1. Cp. Patrit. ii. 46. 

“There are,” says Hilary, ‘four genealogies of Christ in 
the four Gospels. 1. In St. Matthew, from Abraham. 2. In 
St. Mark, from God the Holy Ghost. 3. In St. Luke, from 
Adam. 4. In St. John, from Eternity.” 

— "Inoow) Jesus, Saviour. *Inoois, i. q. Hebr. pein (yehoshua), 
from ywin (servavit). Cp. Matth. i. 21. 

— Xpiorod| Christ. Xpicrds, i. gq. Hebr. nw (mashiah), 
‘ Messiah’ (from root mashah, ‘ unxit’), anointed to the threefold 
office of King, Priest, and Prophet. On the personal name Jesus, 
and the official title of Christ, see Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. 
ii. p. 130, 2. 150—2. For an exposition of the first nine chapters 
of St. Matthew, see Abp. Leiyhton, vol. ii. p. 1 45. 

— Aavid] On the orthography see Winer, p. 42. 


On THE GeNEALOGIES.—On this Genealogy in St. Marrunw 
it may be observed, 
That in St. Matthew’s age public tables of Jewish Genealo- 
gies existed, and were carefully preserved. (Lightfoot.) 
That in all probability the Genealogy inserted here was tran- 
scribed thence, 
Vou. I. 


That St. Matthew cannot have introduced at the beginning 
ae Gospel a document which could be refuted from those 
tables. 

That our Lord was often addressed as Son of David (Matt. 
ix. 27; xv. 22), and that the Jews, in all their cavils against Him, 
never denied that He was the Son of David. (Cp. Matt. xx. 30; 
xxi. 9.15. John i. 45.) 

That St. Matthew wrote for the Jews, and before St. Luke. 

The first thing to be proved to the Jews was that Jesus was 
King of the Jews ; and to show this, St. Matthew would refer to 
public genealogies of the royal race. It seems, therefore, most 
probable, that the genealogical table inserted by the first Evan- 
gelist would be the official pedigree of Christ. And this cor- 
responds with what we find in St. Matthew’s Genealogy. 

The principle on which it is constructed, is not one of direct 
personal descent by natural generation, but of royal succession 
from David to Jechonias ; that is, during the whole period of the 
Jewish Monarchy to the Captivity; it is a table of Kings. This 
statement is not contravened by St. Matthew’s use of the word 
eyevynoe. This word éyévynce, like its equivalent Hebrew 7 
(yaladh), is not limited to natural procreation, but has a far 
wider signification, and so éyévyjce in the LXX (see Mintert in 
v.), and describes not only natural generation, but adoption, or 
other succession (cp. Hammond, p. 6). Hence in St. Matthew’s 
list we find, v. 11, Josiah éyévynoe Jechoniah, and v. 12, Jecho- 
niah (cp. Jer. xxii. 28. 30; xxiii. 5, 6) éyévynoe Salathiel. And 
St. Matthew in v. 16 and in v. 20, applies this word to generation 
by the Holy Ghost. This has been clearly shown by many, e. g. 
Dr. W. H. Mill, p. 173, and by Lord Arthur Hervey in his 
Volume on the Genealogies, pp. 51—61. 

The names inserted after Jechoniah are the names of those 
who would have reigned, if the Monarchy had continued, and 
who were Kings of the Jews de jure, though not de facto. 

Why then, it may be asked, was another Genealogy added 
by St. Lux ? (iii. 23—38.) Because it would be satisfactory to 
know that the Son of Mary descended by her husband in a direct 
personal lineage from David. This is what appears to be shown 
in the Genealogy given by St. Luke, who wrote with St. Mat- 
thew’s Genealogy before him; and so Jesus is proved both by 
public right and by personal lineage, to be, by his mother’s hus- 
band, the Son of David. See further, note on i. 12. 

According to their grammatical construction, both the Genea- 
logies (i. e. that in St. Luke iii. 23—38, as well as that in 
St. Matthew) appear to be Genealogies of Joseph; and if they 
were not designed to be his, the Evangelists would never have so 
presented them to the reader that he could hardly fail to mistake 
them for his. 

The Manichzans objected to St. Matthew’s Genealogy, that 
it did not prove Jesus to be the Son of David; because it is 
traced from Joseph, who was not the natural father of Jesus. The 
same objection had been made by Celsus and Julian. (Origen, c. 
Cels. ii. Cyril, c. Julian. viii.) Now how did the Ancient Fathers 
answer this objection? Not by saying that Jesus was proved to 
be the Son of David by his mother’s side, by the Genealogy of 
St. Luke ; which they certainly would have done, if St. Luke’s 
Genealogy had been. the Genealogy of Mary. Besides, it is pro- 
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c Gen. 38. 27, &, 
1 Chron. 2. 5, 9. 


bable, that not Heli, but Joakim was the father of Mary. See 
Epiphan. Her. 78, and Routh, R. S. ii. 356. 

Indeed, the opinion that St. Luke’s Genealogy is that of 
Mary, was unknown to Christian Antiquity. It was first pro- 
pounded in the 15th century by some Romanist Divines, to do 
honour (as they thought) to the Blessed Virgin ; and was thence, 
singular to say, adopted from them by some Protestant Theolo- 
gians. Cp. Mill, p. 183. Patrit. ii. p. 84—87, who observes that 
“ not one of the Fathers ever supposed that Mary’s genealogy was 
traced by St. Luke: and that the first person who broached that 
notion was Annius of Viterbo, who died a.p. 1502.”” Maldonatus 
and some writers in our own day ascribe that opinion to Augus- 
tine, but erroneously. 

Christian Antiquity was agreed,— 

That both the Genealogies are Genealogies of our Lord 
by Joseph the husband of Mary. 

That Joseph was the son of Jacob or of Heli, either by 
adoption (see Aug. Qu. Ev. ii. 5, de Cons. Ev, ii. 2 and 3, 
and Serm. 51, ‘‘ De concordid Evangelistarum in genera- 
tionibus Domini’’) ; or 

Because Jacob and Heli were either whole brothers (see 
i. 15), or half brothers, and because on the death of one 


of the two brothers without issue, the surviving brother 
married his widow (cp. xxii. 24), who became the mother 
of Joseph by this second marriage, and so he was called 
the Son of Jacob, and the Son of Heli. (See Julian. 
African. (A.D. 220) ap. Routh. R. §. ii. pp. 233. 339. 341. 
355. Euseb. i. 7; vi. 31; and in Mai’s Patrum Nova 
Collectio Vaticana, iv. p. 240, sqq. S. Jerome ad loc. 
Justin. quest. ad orthodox. 66. Greg. Nazian. de Geneal. 
ii. p. 268, who says, EdayyeAtorhs ds uty elwe Thy iow 
Mar@atos, ds © eypae Aovnads toy véuov. Cp. Mill, pp. 
186—201. S. Ambrose in Luc. iii. regards Heli (not 
Jacob) as the natural father of Joseph ; and Jacob as the 
legal parent.) This opinion may be represented thus :— 


MAtTTHAN ~ Estha MELcHI 
ex familia Salomonis Matthani ex familia 
ortus genuit mox Nathanica, 


qui ex Estha 
Matthani vidua procreavit 
HELI, qui obiit 
sine prole, sed per fratrem 
uterinum, Jacobum, pater 
legalis factus est 
JOsEPHI. 


Melchi uxor, 


Mulier 


> 


avaévupos. 


Jacos, 
qui uxore ducta vidua 
Heli fratris sui uterini 
verus pater factus est 
JOSEPHI. 


The Genealogy of St. Matthew is Christ’s official succession 
to David as a King (see v. 6, where David is twice called 6 
BaotAeds). That of St. Luke is the derivation of His origin from 
David as a man. And this His human and personal, and direct 
derivation from David, and also from Abraham, harmonizes with 
St. Luke’s plan in tracing our Lord’s pedigree further backward, 
even to the first man, Adam, the father of the human race. And 
so St. Luke suggests the reflection, that He who is the promised 
Seed, the Son of David, the King of the Jews, is also the Second 
Adam, the Saviour and Restorer of the whole family of man. 

Enough is stated in Holy Scripture to show that Mary, as 
well as Joseph, was of the House of David. (See on 2 Tim. ii. 8, 
and in the next column of the present note.) But it was no part 
of the Divine plan to bring forth the Blessed Virgin from her 
retirement. She was ha-almah, the Virgin,—an example of all 
Virgins,—and, as her name Almah intimates, secluded from 
public view. 

It is most in harmony with this plan, to suppose,—as the 
grammatical construction of the Genealogies constrains us,—that 
neither of these pedigrees are hers, except so far as, by the ties of 
a common origin and by the bond of Holy Matrimony, she was 
Joseph’s, and what was his was hers, and what was hers was his; 
and that, consequently, as Christ, her true Son according to the 
flesh, owed and paid filial obedience to him who was united by 
holy Matrimony to His mother; so what belonged by royal and 
personal heritage, to His mother’s husband, was due to Him whc 
was her firstborn and only Son. Hence the Angel calls Mary 
Joseph’s wife (i. 20), and the Holy Spirit does not scruple to say 
of yovets (Luke ii. 27. 41), nor to record Mary’s words 6 rarhp 
cov, Luke ii. 48. Hence Aug. (Serm. li. 16), in reply to those who 
made objections to the genealogies “‘ quia ‘ per Joseph,’ et non per 
Mariam, numerantur. ‘Non,’ inquiunt, ‘per Joseph debuit.’ 
Quare non? Numquid non erat maritus Marie? Scriptura 
enim dicit ‘Noli timere accipere Mariam conjugem tuam: quod 


enim in ill natum est de Spiritu Sancto est.’ Et tamen paterna i 
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ei non aufertur auctoritas, cum jubetur puero nomen imponere ; 
denique et ipsa Virgo Maria, bené sibi conscia quod non ex ejus 
complexu et concubitu conceperit Christum, tamen eum patrem 
Christi dicit.’’ This has been well stated by Grotius and by other 
Expositors as follows ; ; 

“Non aliena a Christo existimanda est origo Josephi, cum 
natus sit Christus ex e& quam Josephus in matrimonio retinuerit 
(Grotius). Nam si ea vis est Legis, ut partus vidue ex agnato 
defuncti viri conceptus in omne jus defuncti succedat, non aliter 
quam si ex ipsius genitura ortum traxisset (Grot. and Spalatensis) 
et proles 4 fratre genita, semen vocatur, non illius per quem sus- 
cepta est, sed illius cui suscepta est, nempe fratris sine liberis de- 
functi, vide Gen. xxxviii. 9. (Spalat.) quidni id quod sine humana 
oper ex legitima filius conjuge natum est, quasi ipsius solo divinitis 
insitum, ipsius proprium censeatur? Atque hincest, nimirum, quod 
non tantim ab Evangelii scriptoribus Josephus pater Christi (Luke 
ii. 27. 33. 41. 48), nuptiis videlicet patrem demonstrantibus, nomi- 
natur; sed et Christus omnia obsequia atque operas illi preestitit 
que expectari possunt 4 filio in sacris paternis constituto. Quod 
si ubique gentium adoptivi liberi ex ejus gentis, cui velut insiti 
sunt, nobilitate censentur, quanto justiis omnia jura gentilitia 
Josephi, ac promissiones Divine ipsius Majoribus factz, ad Do- 
minum Jesum pertinebant?” (Grot.) 

“ Josephi legitimus heres Jesus fuit quippe filius ejus, non 
quidem naturalis nec tantiim putatitius neque adoptivus, sed 
reipsa proprius ac legitimus, ipsi legitimé natus ex uxore, quz ipsi 
legitimo matrimonio juncta est, idedque una erat cum Josepho 
caro, Deo legitimé operante, qui nihil non legitime operatur, 
cujus libero dominio non subtrahit uxorem mariti auctoritas. 
Cim autem succedat jure Gentium in paternam hereditatem is 
qui solius publice famz testimonio filius habetur, quanto magis 
filius legitimus? Quocirca 4 Josephi morte Christus erat Regni 
Davidici heres. Quod cium Mattheus demonstrare vellet, fuit 
ei Josephi Genealogia condenda, non nuda Mari, qu, viris 
relictis, heres esse Regni non potuit.’”” (Lucas Brugensis.) 

We know, from the testimony of St. Matthew and St. Luke, 
that Christ was born of her, and that she was a virgin, and that 
He was of the seed of David according to the flesh (Gal. iti. 8, 9. 
Rom. i. 3. 2 Tim. ii. 8), and yet born of a Virgin; and that 
therefore Mary His mother was of the lineage of David. This 
may also be presumed from the fact in Luke i. 27. 32; ii. 5, that 
Mary, though éyxvos, goes up to Bethlehem to be registered. 
Greg. Thaumaturg. (early in the third century) says, p. 25, 7 
Gayla mapbévos ex yévous AaBld érivyxave nal Thy BnOAcéu 
matplda éxénTnTo Kul TO “Iwohp Kata vduous (as an érlkAnpos, 
Numb. xxxvi. 6. 8. Ruth iii. 12) eueuvnorevto. Cp. Athanas. c. 
Apollinar. p. 738. Leo M. Serm. xxix. p. 87, ‘‘electa Virgo de 
semine Abrahe et radice Jesse.’’ Cp. Routh, R. 8. i. 354—356. 
Hence S. Jerome says, ‘‘It may be asked why the genealogy of 
Christ is traced through Joseph? We reply, that it is not usual 
to trace genealogies from women; and that Joseph and Mary 
were of the same tribe and house.’ See also the statement of 
Hegesippus in Routh, R. 8, p. 213. Huseb. iii. 32, concerning the 
deordovvo, and see other testimonies and arguments that Joseph 
and Mary were of the same lineage, in Patrit. ii. 15—17. 48. 
But, as far as Mary is concerned individually, Christ,* like His 
great prototype Melchizedek, is ayeveaddyntos (Heb. vii. 3) in 
Holy Writ. 

God’s ways are not man’s ways. Man would have expected 
a genealogy of Mary. And if the Gospel had been dictated by 
men, such a genealogy would assuredly have been given. But the 
Gospel is not of man; and, perhaps, by beginning the Gospel in 
a different way from what man wouid have done, He designs to 
teach the reader of the Gospels a necessary lesson, that @ priori 
reasonings are of no account whatever, in regard to Divine Reve- 
lations ; and that when it has once been proved by logical deduc- 
tion, that the Gospel is of God, Reason should make way for 
Faith, and should wait patiently for the time when Faith will be 
perfected in fruition, and Reason will rejoice in that perfection, 
for Faith is Reason in Glory. 

Hence, then, an argument may be derived for the Inspiration 
of the Evangelists. The eagerness with which some in modern 
times have endeavoured to wrest aside the words of the Gospel, 
in order to make one of the Genealogies to be the Genealogy of 
Mary, and the questions more modestly, but yet anxiously, put by 
the ancient Fathers,— Why it pleased God to trace the Genealogy 
of Christ through Joseph alone, at the same time that He re- 
vealed the fact that Joseph was not the natural father of Christ, 
afford proofs that ¢f men had been the framers of the Genealogies, 
they would either have deduced our Lord’s human origin through 
Mary, or, if at all by Joseph, not by Joseph alone. 
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"Iexovias eyevvyoe Tov Sahabuyd- ? 


d Num. 7, 12. 
1 Chron. 2, 10. 


e Ruth 4. 17. 
1 Chron. 2. £0, 
11,32; 


f1Sam-16. 1. 

& 17. 12. 

2 Sam. 12. 24. 

g 1 Kings 11. 48. 
& 14. 31. & 15. 3. 
1 Chron. 3. 10. 

2 Chron. 14. 1. 

h 1 Kings 15. 24. 
2 Kings 8. 16, 24, 
2 Chron. 17, 1. 

& 21.1. 

i 2 Kings 15. 7, 
38. & 16. 20. 

2 Chron. 26. 23. 
& 27.9. & 28, 27. 
k 2 Kings 20. 21. 
& 21. 18, 24. 

1 Chron. 3. 14, &e. 
2 Chron, 32. 33. 
& 33. 20, 25. 

12 Kings 23. 30, 
34. & 24. 6. 

1 Chron. 3. 15, 16. 
2 Chron. 36. 1, 


8. 
m1Chron. 3.17, 19. 1 Esdr. 3.2. & 5.2. Hagg. 1. 1. 


One of the most full and elaborate dissertations that have 
been published in modern times on the Genealogies, will be found 
in Patritius de Evang. ii. p. 35—108. 

His conclusions are as follows: p. 105:— 

It appears from Holy Scripture and the Fathers that Mary 
and Joseph were of the same lineage, and it is probable that their 
marriage was jure agnationis, i.e. she was married to him, accord- 
ing to the Law, as her nearest of kin. 

That almost all his ancestors were hers (p. 103). 

That both the Genealogies are traced through Joseph, and 
are rightly called Genealogies of Christ. 

See also Dr. Mill, ii. 102—215, and Rev. Lord Arthur 
Hervey on the Genealogies, 1853. Williams on the Nativity, 
p- 103—120.. Burgon, p. 8—13. 


8. Oduap. 5. ‘PaxdB8—'Pov] Thamar, Rahab, Ruth. ‘“‘ Why,” 
says Chrysostom, ‘‘ having begun the genealogy with men, does 
he make any mention of women’ and why, if he names women, 
does he pass by the most illustrious, such as Sarah and Rebekah, 
and enumerate some famous ‘for ill? One of these was born of 
unlawful wedlock, another a harlot, and the third was a stranger ; 
and he introduces also the wife of Uriah.’’ ‘This was so de- 
signed,’’ says Jerome, ‘‘in order that He who had come for the 
sake of sinners might, being born of sinners, blot out the sins of 
all, and because He came not now as a Judge, but as a Physician, 
to heal our diseases.”” And Jerome (in Jovinian. p. 165) suggests 
another reason ; viz. that these women were types of the Heathen 
world, recovered from sin and misery, and espoused as a Church 
to Christ. 

As Chrysostom says, ‘‘ God married our nature, which was 
in poverty, and misery, and exile, and estranged from Him, and 
had committed harlotry against Him. Such was the Church; but 
she left her Father’s house (Ps. xlv. 10), was espoused to Christ, 
and became the mother of princes.’’ 

Perhaps, also, in this mention of Thamar, Rahab, and Ruth, 
in our Lord’s Genealogy, we may see an evangelical protest, by 
anticipation, against the novel dogma of the original and actual 
sinlessness of Mary, grounded by some on the plea that He Who 
was without sin could only be born of one who was sinless. See 
on Luke i. 27. 

That Rahab here mentioned was the Rahab of Jericho, see 
Mill, p. 132—138. Patrit. ii. 49-51. As Bengel observes, this 
may be presumed from the article r7js ‘P. 

The mention of Rahab shows that the Evangelists had access 
to materials that we have not, for it is no where said in the Old 
Testament that Rahab was mother of Boaz. The same remark 
may be applied to Cainan in Luke iii. 36. 

5. 72875] Some editors have *Iw6}5, on good MSS. authority : 
but the reading of the LXX is not lightly to be abandoned. Be- 
sides *"IwB75 is inconsistent with the Hebrew etymon 739, and 
seems to have arisen from a supposed connexion with "Ié8. See 
below, v. 10, where *Auas, for Auoy (12x), seems to be due to 
a similar confusion with "Auas, the name of the Prophet, and of 
Isaiah’s father. 

6. Aavid roy BaotAéa] David the King. The repetition of these 
words is a clue to the design of this Genealogy, showing the 
Royalty of Christ, Messiah the King. 

— Soaouava] On the form SoAoudéva (found here in B, C, EH, 
K, L, M, 8S, U, V), preferable to 2oAou@vra, the reading of Elz. 


and some MSS. Cp, xii. 42. Luke xi. 31. John x. 23. Acts iii. 
11. v. 12, see Winer, p. 63. 

8. "Iwpdu 5€] The Evangelist omits three names here, Ahaziah, 
Joash, and Amaziah, 2 Kings viii. 25. 1 Chron. iii. 11. 2 Chron. 
xxii. 1; xxiv. 27 (Jerome), because the race of Jehoram was min- 
gled with the seed of Jezebel, 2 Kings viii. 16. 26, therefore its 
memory is blotted out from the Genealogy of Christ, even to the 
third generation. Three generations were omitted intentionally, 
and thus there became fourteen generations. (Hilary.) Cp. 
Surenhus. p. 126, who shows that it was not unusual for the 
Hebrews to omit names designedly (see above, v. 3) in their 
genealogies, as in Ezra, cap. vi., compared with 1 Chron. i. 3—15, 
Sive generations are omitted. See also Lightfoot. 

— ’Oiay] Uzziah, called also Azariah (help of God), 2 Kings 
xiv. 21. 1 Chron. iii. 12, for God had mercy on him, and did not 
destroy him when he profaned the sanctuary, 2 Chron. xxvi. 21. 
Surenhus. p. 126. 

ll. “Iwolas 5& é. 7. "lexovlay kad robs adeApovs adrod] 

Porphyry hence derived an objection (see Jerome). For 
Jechoniah, the father of Salathiel, was not the same as Jechoniah 


' the son of Josiah; but was the grandson of Josiah by Joakim or 


Jeconiah. Cp. 1 Chron. iii. 15. 2 Kings xxiii. 34; xxiv. 6. 
2 Chron. xxxvi. 8. 

To this S. Jerome replies, that under the same word Je- 
choniah two different persons are to be understood ; and thus the 
fourteen generations are complete. This is to be explained thus. 
Josiah had four sons, Johanan, Eliakim = Joakim, Zedekiah = 
Mattaniah, Joahaz = Shallum. The Jechoniah first mentioned 
by the Evangelist is the same as Eliakim or Joakim, who was the 
father of Joachin, or Jechoniah (or Jeconiah) the second men- 
tioned by the Evangelist. It is observable, in confirmation of this 
view, that ™>) (Jeconiah), the grandson of Josiah, is called also 
*Iwdxiuos by Josephus, Antt. x. 8, and by some MSS. of the LXX, 
in 2 Kings, xxiv. 6 (see Rosenmiiller), as well as by the name 
*Iexovias. Cp. other authorities in Mill, p. 108, and Hervey, p. 
70—72. 

The second tessarodecad begins with David and ends with 
Jechoniah = Joakim. The third begins with Jechoniah, and ends 
with Christ (Jerome in Daniel i.). 

S. Augustine supposes that the same Jechoniah is reckoned 
twice —‘‘in figuram Christi 4 Judeis ad gentes transeuntis ;” and 
as a ‘lapis angularis.”” Serm. li. 15. De Cons. Ky. ii. 4. 

— én) rijs meroucectas] emt (see Mark ii. 26): in the time of 
the transmigration, which began under Joakim, 2 Kings xxiv. 7. 
2 Chron. xxxvi. 6, was repeated at several] times, Jer. lii. 28—30. 
He does not call it aixywadwolas or captivity : for 

That was not effected then; 

Though the city was destroyed, yet the family of David, to 
which the promise was given, was only removed ; 

And though Salathiel was born after the migration, yet not 
after the seventy years’ captivity. 

— Bafvadvos| On this use of the genitive, see x. 5. 
G. G. p. 169. 

12. eyévyynoe] begat, by adoption, or other legal assumption 
(see p. 1): not by natural procreation ; for Jeconiah had no natural 
successor in the royal line (Jer. xxii. 30), but the regal line of 
Solomon terminated with him (cp. S. Basil, iii. p. 362, and 
Bengel here), and the royal inheritance passed into another 
channel, derived through eee from David, to whom it was 
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divinely promised that there should be no failure of royal progeny, 
2 Sam. vii. 8—16. 1 Chron. xvii.7—15. Ps. Ixxxix. 3.35; cxxxii. 
12, but no such promise of perpetuity was made to Solomon. 
Salathiel, or Shealtiel (Hzra ili. 2. 8; v. 2), who followed Jeco- 
niah, was son of Neri (Luke iii. 27). 

The following is from Grotius. 
Mattheo spectari Juris suecessionem. 

“Nam eos qui Regnum obtinuerunt, quod erat Tay mpwTo- 
yovwy, privato nemine admixto, recenset. 

‘Cum Salathieli (nam cur diversos Salathieles putemus non 
video) Neri parentem adscribit Lucas, privatum hominem, Mat- 
theeus autem Jechoniam, apertissimum est, a Luca jus sanguinis, 
A Mattheo jus swecessionis et preecipué jus ad Regiam dignitatem, 
spectatum ; quod jus, sine liberis mortuo Jechonia, et si qui alii 
erant 4 Salomonis posteris, ad Salathielem, caput familize Nathanis, 
legitimo ordine devolutum est ; nam inter Davidis filios Salomonem 
Nathan sequebatur. 

‘“ Luce numerus plenior est, quam Matthzi. Matthzeus non 
numerari 4 se personas, sed generis summam breviter indicare in 
Tecoaperkaidenddas tres memorize causa digestam satis aperté 
profitetur. Nam et inter Joramum Regem et Oziam, qui Azarias, 
Achaziam, Joam, Amaziam, silentio transmittit, nempe ut ordini 
ad memorize facilitatem instituto consulat: quod in Juris succes- 
sione demonstranda parum refert. Nam, ut dici solet, heres 
heredis mei heres meus est. At qui naturalem seriem sequi velit, 
quod facit Lucas (eam enim ob causam, a Davide ad Salathielem 
usque, private fortune homines memorat, ne ab eo ordine disce- 
dat) eum decet de gradu ad gradum, qua sanguis ducit, progredi, 
quod eum fecisse non dubitamus. At si quis tempora recté putet 
a Zorobabele ad Christum, videbit secundim id quod plerumque 
accidit, totum id tempus personis ab illo recitatis recté expleri. 
Quare hine quoque discimus 4 Mattheo 7d vouidy, a Luca rd 
guoidy spectari.”” 

— ZopoBaBerA] Zorobabel, i.e. the royal seed yy (zera) at 
Babylon (Chrys.) ; and the prince, or head and leader, of the Jews 
on their return from captivity (Hagg. i. 1. 12; ii. 2. Ezra ii. 2; 
iii. 2.8; v.2. Neh. xii. 1), and so was a remarkable type of 
Curist. (Mill, p. 158.) 

From Zorobabel the family of David starts, as it were, afresh; 
it branches out into two lines by the two sons of Zorobabel, Abiud 
(in St. Matt. i. 13), and Rhesa (in St. Luke iii. 27). Zorobabel, 
here (and in Luke iii. 27, and in Ezra, Nehemiah, and Haggai) 
called the son of Salathiel, is called the son of Pedaiah in ] Chron. 
iii. 19, probably by a levirate marriage. Cp. Mill, 138, 139. 

13. °ABi0td] Perhaps Hodaiah (1 Chron. iii.24). See further 
on Luke iii. 27. 

15. Marédv] Perhaps the same as the Mar@ar in St. Luke iii. 
24, whose name is written Mar@ay in some MSS. and by some of 
the Fathers, Aug. qu. 46, in Deut., Greg. Naz., and Epiphan. 
See the authorities quoted in Mill, p. 77. 189—192. Hervey, 
129, 130. Patrit. ii. p. 80.82. 

We now see another reason why the Genealogy of St. Luxe 
was added to that of St. Matthew. 

It was necessary to show that Joseph was the son of David. 

St. Matthew traces David’s line through Solomon. 

But that line ended in Jeconiah, in the captivity. 

And yet we see that Jeconiah has a successor assigned him by 

St. Matthew, viz. Salathiel. 

Now how does it appear that Salathiel so adopted was of 
David's line? 

From the Genealogy of St. Luxe, who traces him from 
David, through David’s son Nathan. 

The two Genealogies coalesce for two generations, i.e. 
in Salathiel and in his son Zorosasey. But then they 
diverge again in two lines by Zorobabel’s two sons Abiud 
and Rhesa. 

Now it may be, that as David’s line by Solomon failed 
in Jeconiah, and was to be supplied from David’s line by 
Nathan given by St. Luke; so perhaps Zorobabel’s line 
through Abiud (which St. Matthew gives) may have failed 
likewise, and was to be supplied by Zorobabel’s line through 
Rhesa given by St. Luke. 

There seems to be some intimation of such a failure. 
As David’s two lines coalesce in Salathiel, just above Zoro- 


“ Mihi certissimum est, a 


babel, so Zorobabel’s two lines seem to coalesce in Matthan 
or Matthat (see note on v. 15), just above Jacob, the grand- 
father of Joseph. 

Or suppose that Matthan and Matthat are not identical. 
There are fwo lines from Zorobabel. And it might have 
been alleged that Joseph was not sole heir of Zorobabel 
and David, if it had not been shown, as it is shown by the 
Genealogy of St. Luke, added to that of St. Matthew, that 
both lines terminate in Joseph. 

The following diagram will illustrate what has now been said. 
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16. “lakaB dé eyévynoe Thy "Iwahp] Jacob begat Joseph, who is 
therefore called by the angel ‘Son of David,’ vids Aavid, i. 20. 
Cp. Luke i. 27. By virtue of his marriage with Mary, Joseph is 
called by the Holy Spirit the husband of Mary (i. 16. 19), and 
she is called his wife (i. 20), and the husband is head,of the wife 
(Ephes. v. 23), and therefore he had a jus paternum over her 
offspring ; and God authorized this by giving to Joseph the pater- 
nal office of imposing the name on her Son (i. 21). Cp. Luke ii. 
41. 48. 

Consequently, her firstborn and only Son had an hereditary 
claim to Joseph’s privileges, whatever they were, by virtue of 
Joseph’s descent from ‘ David the King;’ and therefore the angel 
says (Luke i, 32), God shall give him the throne of his father 
David. (Cp. Aug. Serm. 51.) We no where read that Joseph 
had any children by natural generation, or that the Blessed Virgin 
was more than once a mother; therefore the direct line of David’s 
race seems to have been ended in Christ. Cp. Olshausen on 
Luke iv. 22. 


There is an ancient tradition that Joseph had the cognomen 
of Panther, and the same name is assigned by some to Jacob his 
ae Epiphan. 78, her. § 7. Cp. Mill, p. 189. Patrit. 
p- 101. 

Damascene (de Fid. Orth. iv. 14) says that Melchi and Pan- 
ther were brothers; that Panther was the father of Barpanther ; 
and Barpanther the father of Joakim, the father of Mary. 

Celsus (ap. Origen. i. 32) “Jesum Panthere patrem ortum 
aiebat.’’ 

Epiphan. (her. 66 ; al. 78) says, and so the Talmud (Patrit. 
101), that Joseph and Cleophas (Alpheus) were brothers; by the 
same father, Panther. Cp. Eused. iii. 11. 
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V7. Maoa: af yeveal — Sexatéooapes] Observeai—. Not all 
generations, but all the generations recited by the Evangelist. 
(See Winer, G. G. 101.) 

dexatécoapes, fourteen = twice seven; a number, in Scrip- 
ture, symbolizing completeness. The sixth seventh brings us to 
Christ. 

It is observable, that the number fourteen may be expressed 

in Hebrew by letters which make the word David, 17. (Suren- 
hus. p. 143.) 
The three fourteens, or six sevens of this Genealogy = forty- 
two, a number which had been already distinguished in Holy 
Writ as the number of Mansiones or Stationes by which the 
People of God came to the Land of Promise. ‘So,’ says S. 
Jerome, ‘“‘by forty-two generations the seed of the faithful is 
brought to Christ.” On the number forty-two, often signifying 
in Scripture a time of trial leading to rest, see on Rev. xi. 2, 3; 
xii. 14; xiii. 5. 

18. Tod d€] See Ireneus, iii. 16. 

— nh yeveois] the origin, not simply birth; and therefore this 
reading (yéveots), authorized by B, C, P, 8, Z, A, and received by 
most modern editors, seems preferable to that of Elz. yévyyots. 

— ottws jv] was thus, i.e. as follows. 

— pynorevdetons] being espoused. Why was our Lord con- 
ceived of a Virgin espoused ? 

That the lineage of Mary might be shown through the 
Genealogy of Joseph. 

That she might not be stoned as an adulteress. 

That in her flight to Egypt she might have a protector 
and comforter. 

The martyr Jgnatius, the disciple of St. John (ad Ephes. 
19) adds another reason, that his birth might be concealed 
from the devil. (Origen, Hom. 6, in Luc.,and S. Jerome.) 
Compare also the words of Chrys. God concealed from 
the Jews at first that Jesus was born of a Virgin. He 
kept the mystery as it were in shade for a time, as He did 
othe¥ mysteries, which He revealed more fully by degrees. 
If after our Lord had wrought so many miracles as He did 
they were loth to believe that He was born of a Virgin, it 
is not probable that they would have received this truth 
before those miracles were wrought. Even Joseph, a just 
and good man, required the evidence of an angel to “ con- 
vince him” (and his conviction, and his consequent recep- 
tion of the Virgin as his wife, is the strongest assurance 
that could be given us for our conviction). ‘‘ Hence the 
Apostles in their preaching did not begin with proclaiming 
our Lord’s birth from a Virgin; and the Virgin herself 
kept it in reserve for a time; she said even to her Son, 
‘ Thy Father and I have sought thee, sorrowing.’ (Luke 
ii. 48.)” (Chrys.) S. Ambrose adds (in Luc. 1), “ Maluit 
Dominus quosdam de sua generatione, quam de matris 
pudore, dubitare.’”’ Cp. below on Luke i. 27. 

— cipébn] she was found. épdvn (Euthym.). The Angel and 
the Evangelist state the fact, but not how it was done. We know 
not how He who is infinite was in the womb, how He who compre- 
hends all things was conceived by a woman. Do not inquire how 
such things were done, but receive what is revealed, and do not 
repine for what is hidden. (Chrys.) A salutary caution is given 
by Greg. Naz. (Orat. xx. p. 382): doves yévunow 7d TOs ph 
mepiepyd(ov—ei 5¢ moAumparyyovels, Karyh cor ToAuTparywov® Td 
Kpapa wuxis Kal oduaros. ‘On the Incarnation of our Lord,” 
see Barrow, Sermons xxiii. and xxiv, 


“Szepe in N. T. ubi aliquis Sikasos 


19. Staos] just, good. 
Vorst, de 


dicitur, plures omnino virtutes comprehendi solent.’’ 
Hebr. p. 56. Cp. Luke i. 6; ii. 25. Acts x. 22. 

— mapaderyuatica:] to expose her to shame. This reading is 
authorized in C, E, K, L, M, P, 8, U, V, A. Some editors have 
adopted devyuatioa from B, Z. 

— é€Bovahén|] was minded. On the distinction between 
BovAouwa and 6éAw, see on 2 Cor. i. 17. Philemon 13. 

20. id0v] lo! nx (hinneh), a Hebrew formula introducing 
the history of some remarkable event ; very frequent in the Gospels 
of St. Matthew and St. Luke, and in the Acts; not so common in 
St. John’s Gospel, but very frequent in the Apocalypse; rare in 
St. Paul’s Epistles. 

— bvap] No communications by dreams are mentioned in the 
N. T. except those to Joseph at the beginning of the Gospel, ii. 13. 
19. 22, and to the Magi, ii. 12, and to Pilate’s wife, a Gentile, 
xxvii. 19 (cp. Bengel on Acts xvi. 9). 

— vids Aavid] son of David. See. 17. ‘‘ Recognosce quod 
promissum est domui David (Isa. vii. 13, 14) de qua tu es et 
Maria, et vide impletum in ea.” (Gloss. Ord.) ; 

21. kadéces Td Bvoua—auaptiav] thou shalt call his name. 
See below, v. 25 and v. 16, and on the sense of kadrcty 7d dvome. 
see Vorst, de Hebr. p. 349. The meaning is, Thou shalt give 
Him this name, and He shall be in act what His Name, "Incots, 
or Saviour, signifies; avtds yap, for He, Ipse, by Himself, and 
no other, shall save His people, not (as many will suppose) from 
their temporal enemies the Romans, but from their deadly foes, 
their own sins. Cp. Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii. 2. 

On the typical relation between Jesus or Joshua the son of 
Nun and Jesus the son of Mary, see Cyril Hierosol. Catech. x. 
§ 11, p. 142, and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. and below 
on x. 2. 

—aitrés] ‘*Casu recto, semper habet emphasim—hic maxi- 
mam.” (Bengel.) ‘‘Ipse, solus, nemo alius.” Cp. I Pet. ii, 
24, and see on Matt. iii. 12. Luke i. 17. Winer, G. G. p. 136. 

22. yéyovev] has been done. 

— Wa wAnpw0f] That it might receive its full and final ac- 
complishment ; intimating that though ofher previous results may 
have emerged from the prophecy, they were only partial, prelu- 
sive, and preparatory to this fulfilment, which was the aim and 
end of the prophecy. The wa is not therefore exBatixdy, but 
preserves its true sense as aitiatixdy. Cp. Bengel here, and see 
Lee on Inspiration, pp. 105. 328. 

The emphatic word in this formula is TAHPQOH:, intimating 
that now the Prophecy, which had been gradually mounting to 
this point, had attained its zenith, or culminating point. Or, to 
use another figure; the Ancient Prophecies concerning the Mes- 
siah are like beautiful vessels, which received a partial infusion, 
from time to time, in certain preparatory events, which kept up 
the memory of them, and refreshed the hope and faith of the 
believer, in the coming Deliverer, till they were all filled up to the 
brim, and ran over in Christ, who is the fulness of all in all. See 
further below, ii. 17. 23. 

Tn strictness of language, an action is already done in the 
counsels of God before He utters a prophecy that it wild be done. 
‘Non res sunt propter prophetias, sed prophetiz propter res.” 
(Lue. Brug.) But prophecies are God’s promises to man. God 
is here speaking to men. And He says that such an event hap- 
pened in order that a prophecy, which concerned Christ, might 
be fulfilled visibly to us, and so we might believe that Jesus is the 
Christ. 
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On the consistency of this with Human Freewill, see on Acts 
iv. 28, and cp. Spanheim, Dub. Evang. 33. 

— 8:6 Tod mpophrov| by means of the prophet. Observe how 
the Jewish Publican St. Matthew proves to the Jews, for whom 
his Gospel was specially designed, that Jesus of Nazareth is He 
of whom their Hebrew prophets did write, as the Christ ; 

(1) as to the person of His Mother and as to His Birth from 

a Virgin (i. 23). 

(2) as to the place of His Birth, Bethlehem (ii. 6). 

(3) as to His sojourn in Egypt (ii. 15). 

(4) as to the place of His education, Nazareth, see on ii. 23 

and Luke ii. 5. { 

(5) as to His Forerunner, John the Bapiist (iii. 3). 

(6) as to the place of His preaching and Ministry, Galilee 

(iv. 15, 16). 

23. 4 mapOévos] the Virgin. So the LXX, a conclusive argu- 
ment against all Jewish objections to St. Matthew’s translation of 
this text, Isa. vii. 14. For the LXX version was made by Jews, 
and was read in their Synagogues (Tertullian, Apol. 18. Cp. 
Grinfield, Scholia Hellenist. p. viii—x). Cp. Justin M. c. Tryph. 
§ 67. Tren. iii. 21, Euseb. v. 8, who relate that the word ren- 
dered the Virgin by St. Matthew was falsely translated a young 
woman by the two Jewish Proselytes Theodotion and Aquila. 

Besides the word m9)y7 (ha-almah)—from root D2y (alam) 
‘to hide,’ ‘to keep at home,’ as Eastern virgins were kept, and 
therefore rendered dméxpupos by Aguila—is well translated % 
aap0évos, which is more descriptive of the Blessed Virgin than 
Betulah would have been, for it denotes youth, as well as vir- 
ginity. See Jerome on Isa. vii. vol. iii. p. 70. Surenhus. p. 152. 
Spanheim, Dub. Evy. 34. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iii. pp. 
323—325. 

For the New Test. Quotations of the Old Test. in relation to 
the Septuagint Version, see Grinfield, ed. Hellen. p. 4, and Citata 
et Parallela, p. 1447. 

The article 7, Hebr. n, the Virgin, is to be observed, “ mag- 
nam habet emphasim, Virgo per excellentiam dicta.” (Valck. 
p- 19.) ‘ Insignis illa Virgo cujus Filius erat contriturus semen 
serpentis.” (Glass. Phil. p. 319.) ‘‘ Singularis illa Virgo.” 
(Cp. Aug. Serm. 191.) 

The Virgin.—The Prophet Isaiah, speaking in the spirit, 
had a vision of the Virgin as present, who would conceive and 
bear a Son, Emmanuel, God with us. He sees before him the 
MeEssIAu ; a most satisfactory proof to the House of David, then 
menaced by enemies, that it would not be destroyed; whereof, 
also, the Prophet gave assurance by bringing with him his own 
son, whose name Shear-jashub (vii. 3), though it spake of cap- 
tivity,—which was to come to Judah from that very power, Assy- 
ria, to which the faithless king of the house of David, Ahaz, now 
looked for help instead of to God,—yet spoke also of return from 
captivity, “a remnant shall return.” 

See Zheodoret and Chrys. in Isa. vii. Athanas. de Incarn. 
pp. 33. 60. Jerome, iii. 70, who well expounds the prophecy 
thus: “‘O domus David, non mireris ad rei novitatem, si Virgo 
Deum pariat, qui tantam habeat potestatem ut multo post tempore 
nasciturus te nunc liberet invocatus.”” There was a punishment 
to Ahaz the King for his stubbornness. He should not see the 
Sign; it should appear many ages afterwards; but the effects of 
the Sign should be felé by the house of David, even in the age of 
Ahaz. Emmanuel, yet un-born, should deliver it. And the 
truth, now revealed, that He should be born of a Virgin of that 
house, was a sure pledge that the house of David would not 
perish. 

The prophet goes on to say, v. 15, 16, “ butter (milk) and 
honey shall he eat until he know to refuse the evil and choose 
the good,” that is (as Ireneus, Jerome, Chrys., and Basil explain 
it), though He is “ Emmanuet,’’ “ God with us,” yet He shall 
be also an infant, and have a human body, and (not be born, like 
the first Adam, in full manhood, but) pass through infancy and 
childhood, and gradually come to maturity. For an excellent 
modern exposition, see Hengstenberg, Christol. i. pp. 11. 45, and 


Patrit. ii. 139—146, who also refutes the opinion recently pro- 
pounded by some, that the Jews did not expect the Messiah to be 
born of a Virgin. And see Justin M. c. Tryph. §§ 18. 67. 

St. Matthew fitly refers to this prophecy, in speaking of the 
birth and infancy of Christ, ‘‘God manifest in the flesh.” The- 
Prophet, having the Virgin and her Divine child before his eyes, 
naturally makes the growth of the Messiah, from birth to years of 
discernment, the measure of time of an event then about to hap- 
pen. He turns to Ahaz, and says, ‘‘ Before the child born of the 
Virgin shall know to reject the evil and choose the good, the land 
which thou abhorrest, i.e. thy enemy’s land, shall be forsaken of 
both its kings.’” (Cp. Vitringa on Isaiah, 1. c.) This destruc- 
tion did take place in a very few years afterwards (2 Kings xv. 29. 
2 Chron. xxviii. 5), and so was a proof of the truth of the pro- 
phecy, and a pledge of its fulfilment in the Virgin and in Christ 
of the House and Seed of David. : 

Though St. Matthew traces our Lord’s Genealogy through 
Joseph, yet he takes care that we should not suppose that He was 
the son of Joseph kata odpra, by stating, at the same time, that 
He was born of a Virgin. j 

— Kadéoovat 7d dvoua avTod ’Eupavovna] they shall call His 
Name Emmanuel. He shall de (see on v. 21 and ii. 23) Emma- 
nuel, Spy, ‘ God with us ;’ i.e. God, not united to any one 
person among men already existing, but God in ws, i.e. in the 
common nature of us all, and so He is Jesus, or Saviour of the 
World. See Hooker, V. lii. 3. Tertullian c. Jud. 1. Jerome 
(in Isa. vii. 14). The deliverance of Ahaz, and of the kingdom 
of David, is ascribed by the Prophet to Christ, who even then 
proved Himself God with His People, and would afterwards show 
Himself to be the Saviour of all. 

On this mode of speaking, by which a Person or Thing is 
said to be called what its actions or attributes prove it to be, 
although it never actually bears the name, see Chrys. in 1 Cor. 
xv. 45 (where is a similar phrase), who says, ‘‘ Christ is no where 
literally called Emmanuel, but his Actions proclaim this Name 
for Him.’ : 

25. obk éylywoxev adriy €ws ob] ‘ Non sequitur, ergo post.” 
(Bengel.) “ Helvidius,”’ says Hooker, V. xly. 2, ‘greatly abused 
these words of Matthew, gathering that a thing denied with: special 
circumstance doth import an opposite affirmation, when that cir- 
cumstance is expired.” —ovk eylywonev adthy Ews ob erexev vidy 
—and it might be added, otk éeyiywoney aithy meta Td Tee, 
—if it were not the first duty of a student of Holy Scripture to 
know when to be silent. See next note. 

— vidy] avrijs—not of Joseph.—rdy vily adtis thy mpwrd- 
toxov D and others, and so Vulg. “ filium suum primogenitum.”? 
Cp. Luke ii. 7, and so Jerome, who says, ‘‘ From this passage 
some have imagined (Helvidius, Jovinian, and the Ebionites), 
most erroneously, that Mary had other children, whereas it is the 
practice of Scripture to designate as the firstborn that child who 
is born first, not that child who is followed by other children.’ 
See S. Jerome here, and adv. Helvidium, tom. iv. pars 2, pp. 
130—142. Aug. de Catech. Rud. 40, and Serm. 188 and 191. 
See also By. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iii. on the term de- 
map0évos, p. 326. Chemnitii Harmon, cap. vii. and Glass. Phil. 
Sacr. pp. 319 and 452, and Dr. W. H. Mill, p. 309. Patrit. ii. p. 
125. Similar instances of the use of ‘ until’ after a negative may 
be seen in Gen. viii. 7; xxviii. 15 Deut. xxxiv.6. 1 Sam. xv. 
35. 2 Sam. vi.23. See below, xvi. 28; xxii. 44; xxviii. 20. 

Concerning those who are called our Lord’s bre:hren, see 
Routh, R. 8.1. 16. 43. 212—249 ; ii, 32. 234. Dr. Mill, 224— 
236, and the note below on xii. 46. : 

One Joseph was appointed to be a guardian of the Saviour’s 
human body before His first birth from the Virgin’s womb. An- 
other Joseph was appointed to be a guardian of it before His 
Resurrection, or second birth from the Virgin tomb (Matt. xxvii. 
57—60. Luke xxiii. 50. John xix. 41). And both one and the 
other Joseph is called avyp dtkares in Holy Writ (Matt. i. 19. 
Luke xxiii. 50). 

— éxddreoe] he called, i.e. Joseph exercised a paternal right 
over Him as Jesus the name He then received as man. See v. 2]. 
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Cu. IL. 1. Tod 58 Incod yeryndévres] When Jesus was born. 

As to the day of Christ’s birth, see Patrit. de Evangeliis, 
pp. 280—291, and the comparative tables inserted by him p: 277; 
who maintains, p. 290, the ancient Tradition (sanctioned by Hip- 
polyt., Athanas., Jerome, Ambrose, Aug.), which fixed the Nati- 
vity on Dec. 25; see also Bp. Pearson, Minor Works (ed. Chur- 
ton), i. pp. 153—162. 

It was kept by the Western Church in early times on 
the 25th Dec., and that day was thence received by the Eastern 
Church at the middle of the fourth century, where it was called 
Ocopavia, yeveOAra. See Monit. ad Greg. Nazian. Orat. xxxviii. 
p- 662. Chrys. Hom. de Nativ. iii. p. 352, ed. Bened. Casaubon, 
Exc. Baron. p. 166. Patrit. 281, and note below on Luke ii. 8. 

The word Epiphany came afterwards to be applied to the 
day of the arrival of the Magi, and also of Christ’s Baptism, ra 
ayia, PoTa (Greg. Naz. p. 677), and the word @copdyia was also 
applied to that day. See Hippolyt. homily with that title, and 
Greg. Thaumaturg. p. 30. 

For Sermons on the Nativity, see Aug. Serm. 184—196, 
vol. v. 1278—1309. Bp. Andrewes, i. 1—302. Barrow, iii. 
427—450. Serm. 75. Williams on the Nativity, pp. 80—91. 

As to the year of the Nativity, see on ii. 20. 

On the place of the Nativity, see Justin Martyr (c. Tryphon. 
§ 78), who describes it as a cave near the village of Bethlehem, 
and says also that the Magi coming from Arabia found Him there 
(év ornaaly tw cbveyyus THs Kéuns), which Jerome calls (ad 
Eustoch. and ad Paulin.) ‘‘specus Salvatoris.’”’ Cp. Origen c. 
Cels. i. 51. Euseb. v. Const. ili. 41. 43, who speak of a cave. 

— Bybrcéu] Bethlehem. o72—m2, ‘ the house of bread,’ of the 
Living Bread that came down from heaven (John vi. 35. Greg. 
M. Hom. in Ey. i. 8); called Bethlehem Ephrata (Ruth i. 2; 
iv. 1l. Mic. v. 2) for its fertility ; and Bethlehem Judah to 
distinguish it from a Bethlehem in Zabulon, Josh. xix. 15 (Je- 
rome), six miles south of Jerusalem. 

On the prophetic signification of Names in N. T. see on xxvi. 
36; xxvii. 33. 

— ‘Hpédov rov B.) Herod made king by Roman influence, 
particularly of M. Antony, and called ‘ Herod the Great’ (Joseph. 
A. xiv. 11. 18). On his history and character, see Joseph. A. 
xiv.—xvii. Casaubon, Exc. Baron. Art. 3—5. Mill, p. 335 
—342. Winer, R.-W.-B. i. p. 481. 

— pdyo:] Magi. Not such as were known among the Greeks 
as professors of Magical Arts (see Origen c. Celsum, i. p. 35), but 
such as those whose title before the time of Zoroaster was Magus 
or Magh (whence 3 in Jerem. xxxix. 3), the sacerdotal caste of 
the Medes and Persians (Cic. Div. i. 23. Plin. N. H. xxiv. 29. 
Justin, i. 9.7. Hyde de vet. Pers. rel. c. 31. Patrit.ii. p.317), 
dispersed in the dvatoAy and called Mayoucaio. by Epiphanius, 
p- 1094, and not idolaters, but hating idolatry, e{iwAa BdeduT- 
topuevot. Hence perhaps they were distinguished among the 
Heathens by God (as Cyrus had been in an eminent manner, and 
as the Persians were favoured generally for their freedom from 
Idolatry, and their hatred of it), and were chosen as the amapx, 
or firstfruits, of Gentilism, to behold and worship Christ. See 
Dr. Jackson's Works, v. 404—411. 

It is observable that the Prophecy concerning Messiah the 
Prince delivered in the East by the Prophet Daniel (ix. 24), 
who was Prime Minister of the East for two dynasties, is con- 
nected with Cyrus, as a terminus a quo, and with the edict due 
in the first instance to him who was of the same origin as the 
Magi, and favoured (as it would seem) by Almighty God for the 
same reasons as they, and made an instrument in God’s hands for 
punishing the Idolatry of Babylon. 

Cp. Casaubon, Exc. Baron. ii. num. 19, who regards them as 
toparchs ; see Tertullian, adv. Jud. 9, ad Marcion. iii. 13, ““ Magos 
reges feré habuit Oriens,” and they were of the sacred caste. 
Cp. Spanheim, Dub. Ey. ii. 20, and Mill, p. 331—342, and 
Dissertation in Patrit. ii. p. 309. Williams on the Nativity, p. 
121—139. 

We find them described as three in Leo M. (a.p. 450), p. 
88: “ Tribus Magis stella nove claritatis apparuit ;’’ and p. 90, 
‘‘adorant in tribus Magis omnes populi Universitatis Auctorem.” 

On the time of their visit, see on chap. ii. 11. 

On the Epiphany, see Aug. Sermones 199—204. 

— amd avatodey] from the east. Though, probably, of Per- 
sian origin, yet it does not therefore follow that they now came 
directly from Persia. The Fathers are divided in opinion between 


Persia and Arabia. See the authorities in Patrit. il. pp. 317, 318. 
Perhaps both opinions are true, viz. that, being of Persian extrac- 


tion (as is most likely), they came now from Arabia. The pro- 
phecies of the Old Testament seem to point that way. Ps. Ixxii. 
10. Isa. lx. 1—7. Also the gifts which they bring. Isa. lx. 6. 


Perhaps their visit to the Prince of Peace was typified by that 
of the Queen of Sheba to Solomon (1 Kings x. 1. 2 Chron. ix. 1). 

Time will show whether these udyo. ard avaroAdy were 
typical of the BaciActs ard dvatoA@y HAtov in Rev. xvi. 12. 

— mapeyévoyvto] they came. After the Circumcision and Pre-. 
sentation in the Temple (Bengel). Cp. on». ll. 

— ‘IepoodAuvya] St. Matthew only uses ‘IepovcaAt once, in 
quoting Christ’s words, xxiii. 37. St. Mark never. St. Luke 
rarely uses ‘IepoadAvua in his Gospel, often in Acts; and often 
uses ‘IepovoaAyu in both. St. John never uses ‘IepovoaAtm in 
his Gospel; four times in his Apocalypse, where he never uses 
‘lepoodAvma. 

2. eWouev adtod Toy aorépa] we saw his star. 

The main reason which led them to believe that the Srar 
they saw was the Star of a King born in Judea, was the persua- 
sion then prevalent in the Eastern world; see Sweton. in Vesp. 
ce. 4. Tacit. Hist. v.13. Patrit. ii. 352. Joseph. B. J. i. 5. 5; 
vii. 31. Dio Cass. xlv. 1. 

This persuasion was grounded on the prophecy of Balaam 
delivered in the Hast, Numbers xxiv. 17. *‘ This star (says Je- 
rome) arose in the East according to the prophecy of Balaam, 
whose successors the Magi were, and it was ordained to be a 
rebuke to the Jews that they might learn Christ’s Nativity from 
the Gentiles; and the Wise Men are led by it to Judea, that the 
Priests being interrogated by them where Christ was to be born, 
might be left without excuse for ignorance of His Advent.” (S. 
Jerome.) And more, 

This persuasion was also grounded on the prophecy of 
Daniel (ix. 24—26) delivered in the East, that Messiah the 
Prince, who was to be born in Judea, should arise at that time 
and have universal dominion. 

That his appearance would be signified by a Star, would 
have been suggested by Balaam’s prophecy; and the name Bar- 
cochba, or Son of a Star, given by the Jews to one of their false 
Messiahs (Eused. iv. 6), shows the prevalent expectation in this 
respect. 

What the aor nhp or Star was ? 

It has been supposed by some to have been a conjunction of 
Planets. Kepler, Minter, and Ideler, Handbuch der Chronologie, 
ii. p. 410. Winer, Real-W. ii. p. 523. Wieseler, p. 62. But 
this is a groundless conjecture. Cp. Spanheim, Dub. Ev. ii. 27, 
28. Mill, pp. 322. 360—372, where this opinion is confuted, 
and Patrit. ii. p. 331. The luminary is not called &erpov, a con- 
stellation, but dornhp, a single star; and it is described as standing 
over the house where the young child was (v. 9). And primitive 
testimony calls it a new star. S. Ignat. (ad Ephes. 19) says 
aoThp ev ovpavG ZrauwWev, bwep mavtas Tovs aotépas, Kal 
feviomoy mapetxey 7 KatvdTns avtod. So Chrys. and Aug. c. 
Faust. ii. 5, who says that it was created at the Nativity. Cp. 
Protev. Jacob. § 21. It is called ‘lingua celi’ by Aug. (Serm. 
in Epiph.) 

In the History of the Old Testament we have a similar in- 
stance of a luminous moveable body created in the Pillar of Fire 
(Exod. xiii. 21) to lead the People of Israel through the wilderness 
to the promised land. See Chrys., whose Comment on this history 
is deserving of attention. ‘‘ This star was not like other stars ; for 
it was visible in the daytime; and it led the wise men to Palestine, 
and then disappeared for a time; it had, as it were, a rational 
power, and may be compared to the pillar of fire which led the 
people in the wilderness; and it descended from its altitude in 
heaven, and marked the place where the young child lay, and stood 
over His head. 

“ And why did it appear? to penetrate the insensibility of the 
Jews, and to take all excuse from them, if they would not receive 
Christ. He Who had now come from heaven was about to abro- 
gate the ancient Polity, and to invite the world to His worship, 
and to be adored in Sea and Land. He begins with opening a 
door to the Gentiles, in His desire to teach His own people by 
means of strangers. For since the Jews would not attend to what 
their own Prophets had said concerning His Advent, He brought 
foreigners from afar in quest of the King of the Jews, who hear 
first from the language of Persia what they would not learn from 
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their own Prophets; in order that if they are disposed to listen 
they may have a strong motive to obedience ; but if they are con- 
tentious, they may be without excuse. Observe also, God in His 
condescension teaches us by things familiar to us. He teaches 
the Magi by the stars with which they were conversant. He calls 
us by our occupations. So St. Paul preached to the Athenians 
by an inscription from their altar (Acts xvii. 23), and by a verse 
from their Poets (Acts xvii. 28), and instructs the Jews from the 
rite of circumcision, and from their own sacrifices. 

* And when God has taught us by our own occupations, He 
raises us higher, if we listen to Him, as He did those wise men, 
whom He first taught bya star, and afterwards by a vision (v. 12). 
As Solomon says, ‘ Give instruction to a wise man and he will be 
yet wiser (Prov. ix. 9).’”’ 

There is a remarkable confirmation of St. Matthew’s account 
in Chaleid. in 'Timeeum, in the edition of S. Hippolytus by Fabri- 
etus, p. 325. 

A miraculous sign in the heavens was a fit harbinger of the 
bith of Him who made the heavens (Col. i. 16), as also of his 
death (xxvii. 45); and so it will be at his Second Coming to judge 
the world (xxiv, 30). Cp. Arnoldi. 

A question arises, How is it that the Star has not been 
noticed by heathen writers ? 

Suppose this to be so, then it may be replied, that if (as 
appears to be the case) the Magi were the firstfruits of the Gentile 
World coming to Christ, and the Star appeared to them as such, 
it is probable that it was manifested specially and singly to them. 

God often reveals to some what He conceals from others at 
the same place, at the same time. The Angel in the way was not 
at first visible to Balaam, but it was to the ass (Num. xxii. 23) 
on which he was; and by this contrast God revealed to Balaam 
his own blindness. The servant of Elisha did not see the horses 
and chariots around his master till his master prayed that his eyes 
might be opened (2 Kings vi. 17). The sound in the heavens 
was heard by those who journeyed with Saul (Acts ix. 7; xxii. 9), 
but the words were articulate to Saul alone. Thus God showed 
that they were addressed ¢o Aim. The darkness at the Crucifixion 
seems to have been local at Jerusalem; intimating to them at 
mid-day that they were then spiritually at midnight. 

The Star then, it is probable, was visible to the Magi alone. 
It was a message from heaven to ¢hem. 

— mpooxurijca] to adore by prostration, see iv. 9, and 1 Cor. 
xiv. Gen. xhil. 26, LAX. Herod.i. 134; and the authorities 
in Weistein’s noteshere. 

8. érapdy@n] was troubled, lest he, an usurper, should be dis- 
possessed by the rightful king. And Jerusalem was troubled with 
him, as fearing his anger; and as ill prepared for the severe disci- 
pline of the Messiah’s coming (Mal. iii. 2, 3; iv. 1). (Chrys.) 

— ‘IepoodAvua] Feminine form, iii. 5, and so Josephus and 
Philo. (Meyer. Winer, p. 64.) Weistein regards it as a neuter 
plural with wédAcs understood. 

4. Gpxiepets] Chief Priests. A word suggestive of the con- 
fusion now introduced into the nominations to the office of High 
Priest, when the True High Priest came from heaven to ‘ purify 
the sons of Levi’’ (Mal. iii. 3). Instead of one High Priest for life, 
there were many High Priests, made and unmade, in rapid succes- 
sion. As Spanheim says (Dub. Ev. ii. 37), “Apxytepwovvn con- 
fusa, Christo exhibito. Summum sacerdotium pessimé habitum, 
Herodis et Romanorum licentia.”” See below on Luke iii. 2. 

They who had held the office, and the deputies of the High 
Priest, were now included in the term. 


25. 


Also (as some suppose) the Heads of the twenty-four édnue- | 


plat, or courses of Priests. 


Grotius, Wetstein, and Winer, 
Real-W. ii. p. 271. 


Cp. Patrié. ti. 354, 355, who observes that 


the Chief Priest was called fepebs (not dpxiepeds) by LXX, and | 


see on Acts iv. 23. 

— yearuare?’s] OMPID (sopherim), scribes learned in the Law 
of Moses and the Prophets, probably Members or Assessors of the 
Sanhedrim (Lightfoot, ii. 422. 652), who supposes them to have 
been Levites, and Masters of colleges and schools (1. 439. 469. 
654.) Cp. Wetsiein here. 

— wod bd Xp. yervarar;] what is Christ’s birthplace ? 
Winer, p. 238. 


See 


5. Of 8& elroy] But they said. They could send others to 
Christ, but would not go themselves, like many of the builders of 
the Ark, who provided a refuge for others, but were themselves 
drowned by the Flood. (Aug. Serm. 373, 374.) 

So now the Jews carry the Scriptures, but do not believe 
them. ‘Codicem portat Judeeus unde credat Christianus.” 
(Aug. in Ps. lvi.) , 

Here is a strong argument for Christianity. We bring 
documents in its proof which are in the hands of the Jews our 
enemies, and no one therefore can say that they have been forged 
or tampered with by us. See Justin M. ad Grecos, c. 13. S. 
Aug. in Ps. xl. lvi.; c. Faust. xii. 13. 

— ottw yap yéyparta] Observe the perfect tense in this 
formula (yéyparra:), signifying, that what is cited has been 
written, and remains written. (See Winer, § 40, p. 243.) The 
quotation is from Micah v. 2. 

The Exposition given by the Chief Priests and Scribes of 
Micah’s prophecy is adopted here by St. Matthew. The Holy 
Spirit authorizes it as true; and the mode of it, giving briefly the 
sense of Prophecy (not the exact words), and prefacing the expo- 
sition with an oftw yéyparrat 514 TOD mpopytov, is a remarkable 
exemplification of the manner in which the official Jewish Exposi- 
tions of St. Matthew’s age dealt with Scripture, and may serve to 
confute the cavils of some against the Holy Spirit dealing with 
His own Prophecies in a similar way in the Gospels, particularly 
in the first and second Chapters of St. Matthew. Indeed, we may 
suppose that the Spirit who deigned to speak by a Balaam and a 
Caiaphas, guided here the words of the authorized Expounders of 
Scripture at Jerusalem in this interpretation, which He adopts by 
St. Matthew as His own. 

It seems, at first, as if here the Scribes deny what Micah 
affirms ; 

But here, as elsewhere, the Holy Spirit, speaking in the New 
Testament, records the sense (and not the Jette) of what had 
been spoken by Him through the Prophets in the Old Testa- 
ment, ; 

He begins with calling Micah’s “ Bethlehem Ephrata’’_by 
its newer name, “‘ Bethlehem Judah” (for Ephrata was now ob- 
solete), and thus prepares us to understand that His words are 
not to be regarded as a literal quotation, but as a Paraphrase. 

It is to be remembered, that, in Micah’s age, Bethlehem was 
of small account, its very name, as ‘‘ the City of David,’’ being 
transferred to Jerusalem, and its glories being eclipsed by those 
of the capital. And so it was little. But yet Micah was inspired 
to predict (what then seemed very improbable) its future grandeur 
and glory, for ‘out of thee shall go forth One to be a Ruler in 
Israel ; and His Goings forth are from of Old, from the Days of 
Eternity.” 

Thus the Holy Ghost proclaimed by Micah the human birth 
and the Eternal Generation of Christ. On the two goings forth 
of Christ, one from Eternity, and the other in time at Bethlehem, 
and both mentioned here by Micah, see Waterland, Serm. vii. 
vol. ii. p. 144. 

The Prophet had spoken of the greatness of Bethlehem, then 
small in the world. And now, that the Prophecy is fulfilled, and 
now that Bethlehem, once little, is become more great than it 
was even in the age of David, the Holy Spirit delivers the sense 
of His own prophecy, as spoken of old by Micah, and says, 
“Thou, Bethlenem Judah (so small and despised by men), art by 
no means the least among the princes of Judah.’’ Compare Po- 
cocke, i. p. 134, and Lightfoot, i. 440. Hengstenberg, Christol. 
916, who well says, ‘‘ The apparent contradiction that Micah calls 
Bethlehem ‘ smail,’ the Evangelist ‘ by no means small,’ had been 
satisfactorily explained by ancient and modern Interpreters. Thus 
Euthym. ad loc. «i kal, 7d dawduevov, edtedds el, GAAG ye 7d 
voovuevoy ovk eAaxloTn. Hence Michaelis, ‘ Parvam vocat Mi- 
cheeas, respiciens statum externum; minime parvam Mattheus, 
respiciens nativitatem Messie.’ ”’ 

6. év tots iyyeudow] among the rulers. Micah has Alephéy, 
thousands. But the word is here elevated to a higher meaning, 
i.e. to Aluphim, leaders; not without reference to the 7yotjmevos 
who was to come forth from Bethlehem and rule the Rulers 
(Hengst.), being no other than King of Kings and Lord of Lords. 
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This was a very natural modification. For the Israelites were 
distributed into Alaphim, families or thousands, which were pre- 
sided over by Princes of thousands (Exod. xviii. 21. Num. i. 16. 
Judg. vi. 15). Hence the Heads of families are fitly put for the 
families themselves. He who was the Head of the thousands was 
rightly called the Head of the Rulers themselves, and the City in 
which He was born was pre-eminent among them. Cp. Surenhus. 
p. 174. 

9. iS0d, 6 aorhp| behold, the star. The following is from 
Chrys. ‘The star which they saw in the Hast went before them. 
It had been hidden from them, in order that they might inquire 
of the Jews,”’ “and that the appearance might be made known to 
all. And when they had learnt from the Prophet, it appeared to 
them again. Observe here the sequence of events. First, the 
star sets them forth on their journey, then they are received by 
the Jews—their people and King—who introduce to them the 
Prophet, the written Word of God,’ ‘“‘ which teaches them con- 
cerning what had appeared. And thus they are brought to Beth- 
lehem, and then the star re-appears and goes before, and leads 
them by the hand in broad daylight, that they may be assured 
that the star is not an ordinary one, and brings them to Beth- 
lehem to the cradle of Christ. Thus they receive an additional 
assurance of faith, and they rejoice greatly because they have 
found what they had sought, and have become messengers of the 
truth, and have not journeyed in vain. The star stood over the 
head of Christ, showing that He who was born is Divine, and it 
invites and induces them to fall down and worship. 

“Here also let us recognize a prophetical figure of what 
would afterwards take place,—that the Gentiles would come to 
Christ, and anticipate the Jews in coming to Him. Let us arise, 
and (though kings and people are troubled, and conspire against 
Christ) hasten to Bethlehem,—the house of spiritual bread,—to 
worship Him.” Chrys. 

— éndvw] above the house, to distinguish it from other dwell- 
ings. Some of the Fathers supposed the visit to have taken place 
while our Lord was stillin the @dérvn at Bethlehem. Justin M.c. 
Tryph. § 78, and Aug. Serm. 200, ‘In preesepi tum jacebat et 
Magos ab oriente ducebat, abscondebatur in stabulo, agnoscebatur 
in celo.” So Greg. Nyssen. in Natal., and Chemnitz, cap. x.,and 
others in Patrit. p. 340. Euseb., Epiphan., Theophyl., suppose 
that Mary had removed to a house in Bethlehem, and Eusebius 
(Qu. ad Stephan. Mai 16) and Epiphan. (heres. 51) are of 
opinion that the Parents returned to Bethlehem often, on account 
of the wonderful events there revealed to them. Cp. on ii. 22, a 
passage cleared up by this consideration. And this is probable, 
and that the Visit of the Magi at Bethlehem was after the Pre- 
sentation in the Temple (which was forty days after the birth), 
and so Photius (quest. Amphiloch. 36). 

The Parents would not have taken the child Jesus to Jeru- 
salem for the Presentation (Luke ii. 22) after the alarm of Herod 
had been excited by the Magi. 

Herod would not have extended his cruelty to children of 
two years old (v. 16). 

The flight into Egypt seems to have been immediately after 
the Visit of the Magi (v. 13). 

It is not probable that Christ should have been manifested 
to the Gentiles before His manifestation in the Temple at Jeru- 
salem. 

Immediately after the Presentation, the Parents and the 
child Jesus returned to Nazareth. See on ii, 23, Luke ii. 39. 

Vor. I. 


It seems, therefore, that the sequence of events was this: 

Nativity. 

Presentation in the Temple. 

Return to Nazareth. 

Return to Bethlehem (probably on the occasion of one of 
the great annual Feasts at Jerusalem), 

Visit of Magi. 

Flight to Egypt. 

Settlement at Nazareth. See on Luke ii. 51 and Patrit. 
ii, 328—331, 

10. cOd3pa] Nn. 

Il. eiSoy] they saw. So the best MSS.—Elz. has eépov. 

— reodytes mpocextyncav—dapa—oprtpvay] they fell down 
and worshipped Him, and opened their chests and offered to 
Him gifts, gold, and frankincense and myrrh. 

The Magi did three things : 

They fulfilled in part a prophecy concerning Christ. Ps. 
Ixxii. 10.15, Isa. lx. 6. 

They themselves had a prophetical character. They pre- 
figured Heathendom coming to worship Christ. And if they were 
of royal race (as seems probable), they were prophetical of the 
future subjection of all Kings to Christ, as King of Kings and 
Lord of Lords. 

And (as subsequent events have shown) their offerings had a 
symbolical and prophetical character. 

Gold—signifying all that is most costly to be given to 
Christ the Universal Lord. Ps. Ixxii. 15, ‘To Him 
shall be given of the gold of Arabia: Prayer (typified by 
the Frankincense) shall be made daily unto Him.” 

Frankincense—the fragrant incense of. Prayer (Ps. cxli. 2. 
Rey. v. 8) offered through Him and by Him as our 
Great High Priest, within the veil (Levit. xvi. 12, 18) 
before the mercy-seat of God, in the Golden Censer of 
His merits. 

Myrrh— they did it for His burial.” He had myrrh 
presented to Him on the Cross (Mark xv. ‘23), and 
myrrh for the embalming of His body in the toméd 
(John xix. 39). 

Cp. Jren. iii. 9. Origen, c. Cels. i. 60, whence S. Ambrose 
(in Lue. ii.), “‘ Aurum regi, thus Deo, myrrham defuncto.” And 
Leo M. Serm. 30. 8S. Greg. (hom. x.), “* Auro Regem, thure 
Deum, myrrha mortalem preedicant.’’ And the verse, ‘‘ Myrrham 
homo, Rex aurum, suscipe thura Deus.’”’ Cp. Patrit. p. 344—9. 
Routh, R. 8. iv. 43. Mill, p. 378. 

Thus their act was like a Creed. In their prostration and 
presents, the Heathen World fell down and did homage to Christ, 
yet an Infant at Bethlehem; and they presignified the Time when 
all Kings and Nations will fall down before Him sitting on His 
judgment-seat and Royal Throne at the Great Day. 

13. dedye cis Altyurtoy] fly into Egypt. 

The Infant Jesus by His Divine Power makes all things, even 
the mighty and wise of this world, to minister to Himself. Au- 
gustus Cesar, the Heathen Master of the World, had ministered 
to the evidence of His Messiahship at Bethlehem by the imperial 
decree that all should be enrolled, in their own cities. 

And now Egypt is made to minister to Christ. 

Egypt, the nurse of Ancient Learning, and the ancient enemy 
of God’s People, is now made the asylum of Him who was born 
King of the Jews,—flying from Judea itself. 

The Ancient Fathers saw here a partial accomplishment of 
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the prophecy, Isa. xix. 1. And there was an ancient tradition, 
“jdola in Aigypto ad ingressum Christi corruisse.’’ See Atha- 
nasius de Incarn. 33, p. 60, and cp. S. Jerome, Paliadius, and 
others quoted by @ Lapide. 

On the bearing of this action on the much controverted sub- 
ject “de fugd in persecutione,”’ see Athanas. Apol. de fugé sua, 
§ 12, p. 259. Cp. Luke iv. 30. John viii. 59; xi. 54. Acts 
ix. 25. 

The following is from Chrys. ‘‘ Wherefore this double 
flight ? that of the wise men to Persia? that of the child to 
Egypt? The first—that the wise men might be preachers of the 
truth to their own country. The second, because if our Lord had 
remained, and had fallen into Herod’s hand, and not been killed, 
it might have been suggested by some that He had noé really 
taken human flesh. Observe; the Angel does not say take thy 
child, but the young child; nor does he say, thy wife, but his 
mother - for the birth had now taken place, and Joseph’s suspi- 
cions were dispelled; and the Angel reveals the cause of the 
flight,—Herod is about to seek his life,—and tells him to remain 
in Egypt till he gives him notice to leave it. Observe, also, 
Joseph is not perplexed by this, but takes the child and fiies into 
Egypt accordingly.”’ 

15. iva rAnpwOfh rd pnOév] in order that it might be fulfilled 
which was spoken. Not ird rod mpopjrov, but 7d pybev brd 
Kuplov 61 Tod mpophrov, i. e. The Holy Spirit here declares by 
St. Matthew what had been in His own mind when He uttered 
those words by Hosea, xi. 1. And who shall venture to say that 
he knows the mind of the Spirit better than the Spirit Himself? 
See 1 Cor. ii. 11. 

On this formula of quotation from the Old Testament see i. 
22; ii. 17. 23; and below, xii. 17. 

— EE Aiyumrov éxddeoa Toy vidy uov}] Out of Egypt I called 
my Son. 

This was spoken, in the firs¢ instance, of the ancient Church 
of God, delivered by Him in its Infancy from Egypt, at and by 
means of the Passover—prefiguring Christ. Egypt was the land 
“in qua primum occisione agni salutiferum Crucis signum et 
Pascha Domini fuerat preeformatum.” (Leo M. Serm. xxxii.) Cp. 
Gal. iv. 1—4. 

The Holy Spirit applies this saying to Christ; and He thus 
teaches us to regard Christ as One with His Church in all ages 
of her history. This was one of the exegetical canons of Ticho- 
nius, approved by Augustine, iii. 100—103. And so Bengel, 
“Totus Christus caput et corpus est.” 

In the persecution of the literal Israel in Egypt, He teaches 
us to see a persecution of Christ. Cp. Acts ix. 4, 5, “ Why perse- 
cutest thou Mr?” In all their affliction He was afflicted, and 
the Angel of His presence saved them. (Isa. Ixiii. 9.) He was 
with them in the Exodus, and led them through the Red Sea; 
they drank of that Spiritual Rock that followed them, and that 
Rock was Christ. (1 Cor. x. 4—9.) They were in Him, and He 
in them. 

Hence also we iearn to regard what is said by the Holy Spirit 
concerning Israel as God’s Son, as having a prelusive reference to 
what is declared in the Gospel concerning the only-begotten Son 
of God; and to see, under the guidance of the Holy Spirit speak- 
ing in the Gospel, its mAfpwow, or accomplishment in Christ. 
Hence S. Jerome (in Hos. xi. 1) says, ‘‘ The Evangelist cites this 
text because it refers typically to Christ ; and in this and other 
prophecies the coming of Christ is foreshown, and yet the thread 
of History is not broken.’’ And Grotius says (i. 22), ‘ Historia 
Christi nos admonet ita directam 4 Deo prophete mentem fuisse, 
ut quod de Israéle dicebatur rectivs (and we may add, plenius, 
imo plenissimé) in Christum conveniret.’’ See also Mil/, p. 411. 

Thus, in His dealings with His own Prophecies, the Holy 
Spirit opens to us new lights as to their meaning, lights which we 
could never have hoped to receive. As we shall see in the quota- 
tions in St. Matthew’s Gospel from the Prophetical Books, the 
Prophecies of Holy Scripture are like centres of successive con- 
centric circles, and they have successive fulfilments in them. But 
the external circumference of them all, and to which they all 


tend, and in which they are all enfolded and fully accomplished, 
is Curis. 

16. rods matSas—amd Sierods] The males, from the child who 
was two years old. Cp. 1 Chron. xxvii. 23. 2 Chron. xxxi. 16. 
The allegations of Strauss and others (cp. Meyer, p. 74) against 
this narrative of the massacre at Bethlehem, on account of the 
silence of Josephus, are refuted by Mill, pp. 321—359, and had 
been solidly confuted by anticipation by Dr. Jackson on the 
Creed, vol. vii. pp. 259—299; and see Wetstein here, p. 251 ; 
and Alford, p. 14. 

It may be added that Josephus was already committed, by 
personal interest, to a private interpretation of the prophecies con- 
cerning the Messiah, in favour of Vespasian and of Rome; and 
the reasons of worldly policy which unhappily led him to speak 
in flattering and equivocal language concerning Christianity (see 
on Acts xxvi. 28), would induce him to suppress any evidence in 
favour of the true King of the Jews (cp. Arnoldi). 

Herod might have supposed that the Star was significant of 
the child already born, and not to de born, and therefore might 
have extended the range of his cruelty in fime (cp. Patrit. p. 381), 
as he did in place, by killing those in all the regions near (dpia) 
Bethlehem (v. 16), as well as at Bethlehem itself. For a valuable 
ancient exposition see Basil Seleucen. 37, p. 188. The following, 
slightly modified, is from Chrys. ‘‘ Why was Herod allowed to 
perpetrate this murder? Why did Christ fly, and suffer these 
children to: be slain? Why did the Angel deliver Peter from 
prison, and thus expose the keepers to death? Christ was not 
the cause of slaughter, but the cruelty of the king was. Remon- 
strate with Herod, not with God. But why did God allow this? 
What shall we say, but what may be always replied to such ques- 
tions? There are many who act unjustly, and no man can be 
injured but by himself. How can we say that these children 
were injured in being cut off by death? they who were so soon 
brought to a placid harbour of everlasting peace! This is part of 
the answer, not the whole, which is well known to Him who 
ordereth these things. And remember, that Herod, who perpe- 
trated this wicked deed, was soon called to his account, and died 
a wretched death, as you may have read in the history of Josephus.” 
On the murder of the Innocents, it is beautifully observed by 
Leo M. (Serm. xxxi.), ‘‘ Christus, ne ullum Hi tempus esset absque 
miraculo, ante usum lingue potestatem Verbi tacitus exerebat, et 
quasi jam diceret, Sinite parvulos venire ad Me (xix. 14), talium 
enim est regnum celorum, nova gloria coronabat Infantes, ut 
disceretur neminem divini incapacem esse sacramenti, quando 
etiam illa eetas gloriz apta esset martyrii.’”’ On Christ’s love for 
Infants see ibid. Serm. xxxvi. p. 98. See also By. Taylor, Life 
of Christ, sect. vi. 

17. Tére érAnpdéOn] Then, and not till then, the prophecy (Jer. 
xxxi. 15) received its full and final accomplishment. 

It had been partially and provisionally verified in the first 
instance in the murder, by the Babylonians, of the children of 
Judea, particularly of the region where Rachel, the mother of 
Joseph and Benjamin, was buried (Gen, xxxv. 17 —20; xlviii. 7). 
Cp. Ps. cxxxvii. 8, 9, and the Chaldee Paraphrase on Jer. xxxi. 
15; xl. 1, and Mill, pp. 402—407. 

But it was now fully accomplished, and no other fulfilment 
was to be expected. 

The Holy Spirit, speaking by St. Matthew, teaches us here 
and elsewhere in these first two chapters (seei. 22; ii. 23. Cf. viii. 
17; xii. 17; xiii. 55; xxi. 4; xxvii. 9. 35), that the Prophpwies | 
spoken by Himself in the Old Testament are not exhababa 
at. once, but have a perennial flow through successive ages, till 
they arrive at their height and spring-tide in Christ. As/ Lord 
Bacon says (Ady. of Learning, ii. p. 101), ‘ Divine Propfhecies, 
being of the nature of their Author, with whom a thousanc] years 
are as one day, are not punctually fulfilled at once, bu have 
springing and germinant accomplishment throughout many tages,” 
—and (it may be added) have, at length, their summer blossom 
and autumnal ripeness in Christ. See also Bp. Horne’s Preface 
to the Psalms, p. xiv. 


Christ’s coming is the consummation for which all Fite 
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prepares the way, and toward which all Prophecy tends, and yearns. 
All the afflictions and all the consolations of the literal Israel find 
their fulfilment there. And from the divine and inestimable spe- 
cimens of Prophetic Interpretation which are given by the Holy 
Spirit in these two Chapters of St. Matthew, we learn to read 
History and Prophecy aright. 


20. re6vijKao1] they are dead, a phrase alluding to the Egyptian 
history of Moses, Exod. iv. 19. See LXX; and a gentle way of 
saying— Herod is dead. The Plural for Sing. showing lenity and 
forbearance, particularly in speaking of the dead. Cp. Glass. Phil. 


Sacr. p. 421. Winer, 158. Meyer here. See below, ix. 18. 
Herod died just before the Passover, a.u. 750. Joseph. 
Antt. xvii.6,1; 8,4. Ideler, Chronol. ii. p. 391. Winer, R.-W. 


i. p. 560. Clinton, F. H. iii. p. 254, and F. R. ii. App. p. 236. 

Our Lord was, probably, then more than a year old; and, 
therefore, his birth was not later than a.u. 749. Cp. Wetstein here. 

A similar result is obtained from Luke iii. 1. 23, where our 
Lord is said to have been about thirty years of age in the fifteenth 
year of Tiberius. For Tiberius was admitted by Augustus ‘in 
partem imperii’”’ two or three years before the death of Augustus 
Cesar, which took place in Aug. a.vu. 767 (Tacit. Ann. i. 3. 
Sueton. Tiber. 20, 21. Vell. Pat. ii. 121); and so the fifteenth 
year of Tiberius corresponds with a.vu. 779, or 780, and since our 
Lord was then thirty years old, he was born a.v. 749, or 750. 

Our Lord’s Death took place in the consulate of the two 
Gemini, a.u. 782. Tertullian, adv. Jud. 8, Aug. Civ. D. xviii. 
54. His Ministry (it is probable) commenced when He was thirty 
years old, and lasted three years and a half. (See Kuin. and 
others on John v. 1.) Therefore He was born a.u. 748, or 749. 

The common era Anno Domini (due to Dionysius Exiguus 
A.D. 525, and thence called the Dionysian era), which makes the 
first year from the Incarnation to coincide with a.u. 754, begins 
about four years too late. On this subject see Wieseler, Chronol. 
Synops. p. 67, who places the Nativity in a.v. 750. Greswell’s 
Dissertations, x. vol. i., who places our Lord’s birth on April 5, 
A.U. 750. Gieseler, Ch. Hist. § 20. Mill, p. 341, who observes 
that the year of Rome 750 is the year at which the older tradition 
fixes the Nativity. Clinton, F. H. ii. App. p. 238, places it in 
the spring of B.c. 5 = a.u. 749. 

As to the time of year in which our Lord was born, see 
Luke ii. 8. Johni. 14. 

22. ’ApxéAaos] A*rchelaus. Nine years afterwards banished 
by Augustus to Vienne, in Gaul; when Judzea became a Roman 
province as an appanage to Syria. (Joseph. A. xviii. 1.) 

— Bac. éri] Not King of —, but set Baotrcdew él —. (See 
Joseph. xvii. 13 ) 

— époBHOn exet amerdciv—avexdpnoey Sé| he was afraid to 
go to Judea, and retired to the borders of Galilee. It has hence 
been alleged by some (e.g. Meyer) that St. Matthew was not 
aware of what is mentioned by St. Luke, viz. Joseph’s and Mary’s 
previous abode at Nazareth (Luke i. 26; ii. 4). 

But this is groundless ; 

It was very natural that Joseph and Mary (though formerly 
resident at Nazareth in Galilee) should now desire to settle at 
Bethlehem Judah, the city of David, on account of the prophecies 
connected with it—and the marvel of which it had just been the 
scene—in the history of the new-born child, who was to sit on 
the throne of his Father David, and whom therefore they might 
well wish to bring up in the City of David. See above on ii. 1]. 

The word deAdety also, used here, intimates a departure 
from, and dvexépnoev may imply here a return to a former abode, 
Nazareth, see Luke i. 26, 27. For this sense of dvexdpnoev see 
ii. 12; iv. 12. 


— TaduAalas] of Galilee. Where a“ King of the Jews’’ would 
not be so much an object of jealousy to the ruling powers as in 
Judea. 

23. dws tAnpwOA| that it might be fulfilled. This formula 
here does not mark the intention of Joseph’s mind, but the de- 
sign of God, who guided him. Cp. 2 Cor. iv. 7, and Alford here. 

— Nawpaios cAnOhoetat] he shall be called a Nazarene. 

A prophecy no where found /iteratim in the Old Testament. 

But (as has been already seen, i. 22; ii. 15. 17) the Holy 
Spirit in the New Testament gives the sense of the Prophecies 
spoken by Himself in the Old, and not always the exact words. 
See Jerome ad Pammach. Hp. 33, pp. 252—254, who sums up his 
disquisition on these Prophecies by saying, ‘‘ ex his perspicuum est 
Apostolos et Evangelistas in interpretatione veterum Scripturarum 
sensum quesisse non verba.” Cp. Surenhus. pp. 2. 151, 152. 
218, for some excellent remarks on this subject. 

And therefore St. Matthew does not refer here to any one 
Prophet, but says generally that it was spoken 81a, through the 
Prophets, that He should be called a Na{wpaios. S. Jerome 
says here, “ Pluraliter Prophetas vocando Mattheus ostendit non 
verba de Scripturis 4 se sumpta sed sensum.”’ 

The word «AnOhoerat signifies ‘he shall be’ (see Vorst de 
Hebr. p. 155, and above, i. 23, and below, v.19. Luke i. 32. 76), 
“and be known to be,’’—remarkably fulfilled by the title on the 
Cross. 

But how was Christ described in ancient Prophecy as Na(w- 
patos or a Nazarene ? 

As the Branch or Netser from the root of Jesse, Isa. 
xi. 1; where see Jerome and Vitringa. S. Jerome says, 
also, ad Pammach. p. 252, ‘‘ Exiet virga de radice Jesse et, 
Nazareus de virga Hjus crescet;’” and cp. Isa. xiv. 19. 
And though the word for Branch in other prophecies (Jer. 
xxiii, 5; xxxiil. 15. Zech. iii. 8; vi. 12) is not yz) (netser), 
but nox (¢semah), yet Netser expresses the sense of them 
all. 

The other derivation of Na(wpaios from Nazir, a Naza- 
rite, seems to be at variance with history and grammar: 
for Christ was not a Nazarite, but is contrasted with the 
Baptist, who was one. Matt. xi. 19. Luke vii. 34. 

The City Nazareth is spelt, properly, with ¢sadi, and not 
with zain. Cp. Mill, p. 422. 

And it was indeed a marvellous thing that the Root of Jesse 
of Bethlehem Judah should flourish at Nazanera in Galilee. 

And from this word Netser, or branch, the City Naza- 
reth derived its name, “‘ quia urbs florida et virgultis con- 
sita.”” See Jerome in Isa. xi. 1. 

And the Holy Spirit teaches us, that by growing up at 
Nazareth, the city of branches, He whose ‘‘ Name is the 
Branch ” ¢hus fulfilled an ancient prophecy that he should 
be Na(wpatos. See below on Luke ii. 51. 

This word, derived by the enemies of Christianity from 
an obscure village of despised Galilee, Nazareth, was in- 
scribed as His title on the Cross, and was applied in con- 
tempt to the followers of Christ (Acts xxiv. 5), who gloried 
in it (see Acts ii. 22; iii. 6; iv. 10; vi. 14; xxvi. 9); and 
Christ applied it to Himself in heaven (Acts xxii. 8); for 
it proclaimed that He is the Branch, and the Giver of 
eternal life to all who are grafted in Him, the true Vine. 

Cp. note below on Mark xvi. 6 and Hammond here, pp. 11, 12, and 

Dr. Jackson on the Creed, vi. 219—221, “ He turned aside into 

the parts of Galilee (Matt. ii. 22), to the place of Christ’s concep- 

tion : and thus by his doubtful resolution, the will of the Lord which 

he had spoken by the Prophet, : fulfilled ; to wit, that Christ, from 
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the place of his conception and education, should be called Naza- 
reus; a name, in their intendment that sought to fasten it first 
upon him, of disgrace and scorn, but by the disposition of the 
Almighty a known title of greatest honour, convicting such as used 
it otherwise, even whilst they spake it, of blasphemy. For this 
city’s name, it is by interpretation, the city of plants. Whence 
if the Jew captiously demand, Was it ever heard that any prophet 
should arise out of Nazareth? We may answer (as our Saviour 
did to Pilate), ‘ Infidel! thou hast said it, though unwittingly, as 
Caiaphas thy predecessor did foretell His dying for the people: 
for didst thou never hear of a man whose name was the Branch, 
never of a plant Netzer, that should grow out of the root of 
Ishai? What if thou canst not revile this Jesus whom we preach, 
but thou must acknowledge him Hanotzeri surculus ille, or 
surcularius ille, or germen illud, the Plant, the Branch?’ For 
though the objector meant to disgrace him, yet God had ordained 
his glory, as well out of his enemies’ mouths, that meant him 
mischief, as out of the mouths of babes that meant him neither 
good nor ill. And it is very suitable to the ways of God’s 
providence to suggest by ambiguous words or speeches unto the 
attentive hearer, conceits quite contrary to their meaning that 
uttered them.”’ 


Cu. IIL. 1. *Iwdvyns 6 Bamticths] John the Baptist. 
by Josephus, A. xviii. 5. 2. 

Heathens were baptized on reception into Judaism, and John 
by baptizing the Jews taught them that they now needed as great 
a change, as from Heathenism to their own religion. Thus a 
preparation was made by John’s baptism to a still higher ascent, 
viz. to the Baptism instituted by Christ. (Remig.) On the doc- 
trine of Repentance as preached. by him, see By. Andrewes’ Ser- 
mons, i. p. 417, and 435. 

— éphuw tis “Iovd.] in the wilderness, west of Jordan. 
It seems that John first began to preach in the wilderness of 
Judea (cf. Luke i. 80; iii. 3), then baptized near Bethany (John 
i. 28), and in the region about Jordan (Luke iii. 3), and at Ainon, 
near Salim (John iii. 23). 

2. Bactrcia Tay odpavay] the kingdom of heaven. A phrase 
used only by St. Matthew. St. Mark and St. Luke, writing 
more especially for Gentiles who were to be disabused of their 
notion of local Deities, and to be taught the Unity of God, use 
Baoirela Tod Oeod. See below, iv. 17. And on the true cha- 
racter of the Kingdom of Heaven, or Christian Church, as dis- 
tinguished from the Kingdoms of Earth, and from the temporal 
Kingdom expected by the Jews, see Daniel ii. 44; vii. 14. 27; 
our Lord’s Parables, xiii. 11—52. Cp. Mede’s Works, p. 103. 

8. Otros] This is he. St. John’s words concerning himself 
(John i. 23); cp. on Matt. xvi. 18. 

— Kuplov] the Lord, Jehovah, Christ. See Luke i. 76; ii. 11. 

4. Aitds 5€] Although John was so great, yet such was his 
fare and garb, —in which he resembled Hlijah, 2 Kings i. 8. 

— évdvua] raiment. Here (says Chrys.) was an invitation to 
the Jews, beholding in St. John’s garb and appearance an image 
of the great Elias (2 Kings i. 8), and being reminded of his cha- 
racter and history, in contrast with the effeminacy of his own age. 


So called 


— axpldes] locusts. A common food in the Hast, Levit. xi. 
22. Plin. ii. 29; vi.30. 8S. Jerome (in Jovinian. ii.): “ Locustas 
prisci edebant, vel elixas vel tostas et in pollinem redactas; imo 
vel sole vel sale et fumo duratas in totum annum seryabant.” 

5. ekeropeveto] they went forth; excited by the wonder, that 
after so long an interval of silence a Prophet had risen up among 
them ; for the grace of Prophecy had ceased, and was now revived 
after a long time: and the burden of his prophecy was strange, not 
concerning battles, and pestilences, and famines, and Babylonians, 
and Persians, and the taking of their city, and other such things 
as they had heard from the old Propbets—but the kingdom of 
heaven, and the punishment of hell. (Chrys.) 

— maoa] all, ‘major vel magna pars.’’ Glass. Philol. 8S. p. 
882. Or some from all parts of —. (Bengel.) Exod. ix. 6 ; xxxii. 
3. Matt. viii. 34. Phil. iv. 13. 

— *lopSdvov] Jordan. *lopddvns = yy, either from Ty (yarad), 
descendit (Reland, Pal. iii. 63), or from w (yor), fluvius, and ya 
(Dan), its source at the foot of Lebanon. (Joseph. A. xv. 13.) 

7. Papicalwy xa) Saddovnalwy] Pharisees and Sadducees. On 
these sects see Wetstein here, Lightfoot i. 654. Jahn, Archeol. 
§ 317—3820. The Pharisees did not submit to John’s Baptism, 
Luke vii. 30. 

— Tevyfjuara éxidvav] Generations of Vipers. Cp. Ps. lviii. 4. 
Isa. xiv. 29. Matt, xii. 34; xxiii. 33,—with an allusion perhaps 
to the dpis a&pxaios, the old Serpent whose progeny some among 
them are called, John viii. 44, 45. 

A remarkable proof of St. John’s honesty and courage. He 
rebukes the sins of the rulers, who were ready to flatter him. 
Cp. St. Paul’s language, Tit. i. 12, and note. 

9. wh ddénre A.) Let not this be your dda. ‘ Sic non debetis 
placere vobis.”” (Bengel.) Cf. below, vi. 7. Winer, G. G. 540. 

— éx rév AlOwv ToiTwy] from these stones. In the desert by 
the river’s side,—‘“‘ ut ex gleba Adamum.’’ (Beng.) 

And so God did. For, as Joshua, the type of Jesus, took 
up twelve stones from the bed of the same river Jordan (Josh. iv. 
1—9), and set them up on the western bank there, for a memo- 
rial, so Jesus, the true Joshua, after His baptism in the same 
river, began to choose His twelve Apostles (see on x. 2) from 
obscure and unlearned men, like rude and unhewn stones of the 
wilderness, and to make them to be the @euéAror Aléo. of His 
Church (Rev. xxi. 14), which is the true family of Abraham, the 
Israel of God, the heavenly Jerusalem, the city that hath founda- 
tions, whose builder is God. (Heb. xi. 10.) 

And so, daily, God raises up children to Abraham from 
stones of the desert (ren. iv. 7. 2), when by his grace He softens 
the stony heart of the heathen, who worship stocks and stones,— 
and of the infidel, and turns them to Christ. (Jerome.) Aug. in 
Joan. 42. 5. We become Abraham’s seed by faith, but are 
changed into the Devil’s by unbelief. (Hilary.) 

10. aklvn—nc?rat] the ave lieth. A warning of judgment. Cp. 
Luke xiii. 7. Grey. Hom. in Ev. xx. 9. 

11. év] Hebr. 3, denoting the instrument; %5a7:, with water 
only, without the spiritual grace to be given by means of water in 
the Baptism instituted by Christ. Cp. Acts i. 5; xi. 16; xix. 4, 
Greg. Hom. in Ky. vii. 3. 
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1 Mal, 2. 2. 
Acts 2. 3, 4. 


m Mal. 4. 3. 


n Mal, 4.1, 
ch, 13. 30. 


0 Mark 1. 9. 
Luke 2. 21. 


4°Q 6é Buexddvew avrov 
Ys grro- 


Kpeis 6€ 6 Inaods elite mpds avrov, "Ades dptu ovtw yap mpérov eotiv npw 


— 6—étoybpevos the coming One. On this name of the Christ 
see xi. 3, and John x. 8. 
— inyupbrepss pov] stronger thon I. For cll to repent- 


ance, but He remite sin. I preach the kingdom of heaven, He | 


bestows it. I baptize with water, He with the Spirit also. 


Rahan.) On the difference of the Baptism of John and the | 


instituted by Christ, see Acte xix. 4. Any. c. Sit. Petil. 

ii. 32—37. Cyril, in Joh. i. 26. Puatrit. ii. p. 450—453. 
— trothpara Partécu) to carry his shoes. “ Servos ejus 
esse.” Vorst, Adag. N.T. 815. Cp. Wetstein. St. Luke says, 


iii, 16, Aioos thy ipdyra toy trodnparov. “IE? says Aug. de 


Consens. Ev. ii. 12, “there is any real discrepancy between the 
two expressions, then we may be sure that the Baptist used them 
both; but if he only meant to express our Lord’s greatness and 
his own littleness, then the same sense is preserved, whether he 


used the one or the other. And thus considered, they afford | 
salutary instruction, that in reading the Scriptures we are to | 


inquire after the mind of the speaker.” See above, Introduction 
to the Gospels, and below on Luke vi. 17. 


— xupl) with fire. 
To purify, ilumine, transform, inflame with holy fervour and 


zeal, and carry upward, as Elijah was carried up to heaven ina | 


chariot of fire. 
the Holy Spirit descended in tongues of fire. Acts ii. 3. (Cyril 
Hierwsol, Catech. 3, p. 44.) 

There is a threefold baptism with fire, says Jerome. With 
the fire of the Holy Ghost at Pentecost. With the fiery trials of 
this life. Luke xii. 49. 
49. With that fire of which St. Pauvl speaks, which shall try 
every taan’s work, what it is, at the Great Day. (1 Cor. iii. 
13. 

2 ot to xrtov—abrod| whose fon is in His hond. The 
pronouns thus repeated bring out the great truth, that no one has 
the judicial fan but Christ; that it is His fan, and in His hand, 
and that the whole world is His Floor. 

The Baptist—er 
the First Advent to a vision of the Second. 
Saviour; and He is seen by him coming as Judge. 


A prophecy specially fulfilled at Pentecost when | 


1 P&t.i. 7; iv. 12. See on Mark ix. | 


eater than a Prophet—passes from a view of | 
Christ has come as | 
His fan is in | 


His hand; the Visible Church Universal, the World itself, is His | 


threshing-floor, in which wheat and chaff now lie mingled toge- 
ther; He stands over it, to winnow the one from the other by the 
fan of His all-searching Judgment. Cp. Ps. i. 4, 5. 


The Baptist, the Herald of Christ, proclaims to the people | 
the Future Judge, lest they should imagine that Christ, submitting | 
to John’s baptism, was inferior to John. “ Observe,” says Chrys., | 
“ after baptism, he immediately speaks of the fan of judgment, in | 


order that you might not imagine that Baptism is enough, without 
good fruit. Por every tree that bringeth not forth good fruit is 
hewn down and cast into the fire, Let none of us, therefore, be 
chaff, tossed about with the wind, or puffed away by temptations, 
or 
ing-fioor of the Church. Let us also remember, that on the 
Christian floor, the grain may become chaff and the chaff grain. 
God now tries the grain, and is long-suffering toward the chaff, 
that we may escape the fire, and inherit heaven.” 


rate ourselves by schismn, but let us remain on the thresh- 


kalpovos, or oven; but stubble, &c. was commonly used in the 
Kast for fuel. Seevi. 30. * 

Hence the comparison here with the unquenchable fire of 
Gehenns, or Hell. And hence a warning is implied by the Bap- 
tist, that whatsoever is not good grain will be cast into it at the 
Great Day. 

He also compares the Visible Church, which is the world, to 
an Baws, area, a circular threshing-floor, where chaff and grain,— 
bad and good,—now lie mingled together, till He who will winnow 
them shall come. And thus He teaches faith, patience, con- 
stancy, charity, zeal, and fear. 

13. 6 "lncvts—fomtistivas, Jesus comes to be baptized. Why 
did Jesus come to be baptized ? 

“To sanctify Water to the mystical washing away of sin.” 
See Iynat. Eph. 18, ba rb tbep nabapicn. Hence S. Cyril 
Hierosol. (Cat. 44, p. 45), fryiase 7b Béaticpa PorrisGels airrhs, 
and Jerome (adv. Lucf. p. 293), ‘‘ Dominus lavacro suo non tam 
mundatus est, quam universes aguas mundavit,” and Greg. Naz. 
(p. 538), *‘ He who was baptized as man, cleanses our sins as 
God.” Cp. p. 687, and cp. Ambrose in Luc. ii. 83. Aug. in 
Joh. iv. 11. He came to baptize water by being baptized in it. 

The Author of the Sermon in S. Aug. Appendix 135, 1, 
says, “ The Holy Spirit who had been present with Christ in His 
mother’s worab, now shone around him in the water; He now 
sanctifies the water, who then purified Mary,’’—a strong testi- 
mony against the modern dogma that she was exempt from 
original sin. 

It has been supposed by some of the Fathers (see Chrys. 
here) that our Lord instituted the Sacrament of Baptism at His 
own Baptism, when Water was sanctified by His Baptism in it; 
when the Three Persons of the Blessed Trinity, in whose Name 
Baptism is administered, declared themselves by sensible signs. 
As was the case of the other Sacrament, He transmuted the 
Levitical shadow of the Passover into the Evangelical substance 
of the Holy Eucharist, so (it has been thought by some) He 
blended the spiritual reality of His own Baptism with that which 
was ar, adumbration of it. 

In fact, it appears that soon after this, Christ did administer 
His Baptism (John iii. and iv.), though it was not made impera- 
tive on all till the outpouring of the Holy Spirit on the Day 
of Pentecost, when the New Law was fully promulgated, and the 
Old ceased to oblige. 

He came to the Baptism of His servant, in order that we, 
who are Christ’s servants, should rejoice to come to the Baptism 
of our Master. (Aug. in Joh. Tract. v. 3.) 

He came to fulfil all righteousness by obedience and humi- 
lity. For “I am come to take away, by My obedience, the 
curse of the Law consequent on Disobedience to it.”’ (Chrys.) 
See on v. 16, and notes below on Luke iii. 21. 23. 

14, brexrdrvey)| was earnestly hindering. 
— Ey xpclav ty] I have need to be baptized af Thee. 
And therefore they who were baptized with John’s baptism were 


| afterwards baptized into Christ, Acts xix. 3—6. 


S. Aug. (Berm. 4. 32, p. 37), “ Ecclesia est una catholica | 


et tolerat peccata hominum quos non potest purgare de area domi- 
nic4 antequam veniat Lille ultimus Ventilator, qui falli non potest, 
ut purget aream suam.” See also Serm. 88. 19, p. 686, and 
Serm. 223, p. 1498, “‘ Quantum est hoc quod premit palea? Nos 
grona simus. 
vos faciat..—“In area sunt viatores, in horreo victores.” 
(Bengel.) y ; ¢ 
On the Parables describing the mired state of the Church 
Visible on earth see below, xiii. 3 and 30. 
— axvpy] Not merely chaff (yyots) ¥12 (mots), but ‘ stub- 
ble,’ ‘ stalk,’ and indeed all that is not grain. See Wetstein. 
Chaff alone would have been of little use for heating the 


| 


And the Baptist himself was baptized into Christ, if not 
“‘baptismo fluminis’’ (as some of the fathers have thought), yet 
“‘baptismo fluminis,” in his mother’s womb (Luke i. 15), and 
“‘baptismo sanguinis,” as a Martyr for Christ. 

Hence Greg, Naz. p. 687, says, “I have need,” &c. So 


| spake the Atyvos to Him who is the Light; the Voice, to the 


Audite me, palee; granorum conjunctio grana | 


| Word; the Friend, to the Bridegroom ; He who was greater than 


all who had been born of women, to Him Who is the Firstborn of 
every creature; John, to Cuzist. 

And Christ replied, Suffer it to be so now, for He knew that 
He would afterwards baptize the Baptist. 

For other expositions of this passage, see S. Hippolytus, i. 
p- 263. Greg. Thaumaturg. p. 30. 

15. Groxpifcis] A word censured asa solecism by the Gram- 

marians. (See Phrynich. Eclog. p. 40.) Such Barbarisms as 


14 


p Mark 1. 10. 


John 1. 32, 33, 

r John 12, 28. 

8 Isa. 42.1. 

ch. 12; 18. 

Mark 1, 11. 
Luke 9. 35, 

Col. 1. 13. 

a Mark 1. 12, &c. 
Luke 4. 1, &c. 
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these, distinguishing the Greek Testament from all other books of 
its age, place it in a position of its own, and render its triumph 
over the learning and eloquence of the world more wonderful and 
illustrious. 

— “Ages tpti] Seev. 14. 

— mAnpOca—dik.] Quoted by Ignatzus ad Smyrn. c. i. p. 431. 
See on v. 17. 

16. avedxOnoay of oipavol| The heavens, which had been shut 
by the sin of Adam are now opened at the baptism of Christ. 
(Greg. Naz. p. 688.) 

The opening of the Heavens, the Descent of the Holy Ghost, 
and the Voice from heaven, designating Christ, now thirty years 
of age, as the well beloved Son of God, were not only minis- 
terial to His Baptism, as such, but to His public Ordination, 
and Inauguration in His Ministry, by the visible Unction of the 
Holy Ghost lighting upon Him (Isa. Ixi. 1, and Luke iv. 14), and 
by an audible commission from God for the public performance of 
His prophetical office of preaching the Gospel. Cp. Bp. Pearson, 
Art. ii. p. 178. 185. 

— oe) mepiotepdy] asa dove. ocwmatin@ cide, Luke iii. 22. 
Not by any hypostatic union of the Holy Spirit with a Dove, but 
for a visible sign of the invisible influences of the Holy Spirit, 
Who for a like reason descended in the likeness of fiery tongues 
on the Apostles at the day of Pentecost (Acts ii. 3). As Aug. 
says (de Trin. ii. 5), “‘ In order that the hearts of men, moved by 
the visible and transitory appearance, might contemplate the invi- 
sible and eternal essence.” 

Aug. compares this manifestation to the flame which ap- 
peared to Moses in the bush. Cp. S. Cyril Hierosol. p. 46. The 
Fathers make no doubt that a Dove was visible. 

Also, by the appearance of a Dove at Christ’s Baptism, the 
Holy Spirit may have designed to remind the world of what took 
place at the Creation. The word used in Genesis i. 2, to express 
the moving of the Holy Spirit on the face of the Waters at the 
Creation is npr (merachepheth), was fluttering with a tremulous 
motion, as a dove does (cp. Deut. xxxii. 11); and so prepared 
the way for this manifestation of the Holy Ghost at the inaugura- 
tion of the New Creation in the Baptism of Christ. In the tract 
Chagigah, it is said on that passage (Gen. i. 2), ‘‘ Spiritus Dei 
ferebatur super aquas, uf Columba.” 

We may suppose also (with Chrys. here. Ambrose on Luke 
ili. 21. Greg. Naz. p. 688) that, as at the Deluge, which was the 
Baptism of the Old World, the return of the Dove to the Ark, with 
the Olive Branch in its mouth, was the signal of the cessation of 
God’s wrath, and the return of peace to the world, so the Dove 
was now visible as an emblem of reconciliation and peace in 
Christ. (Eph. ii. 11—17. Col. i. 20.) 

The Dove, also, is an enrblem of those graces, the fruits of 
the Spirit (Gal. v. 22), which are given in Baptism,—love, joy, 
holiness, and peace (Matt. x. 16), and which are to be cherished 
by all who are baptized into the mystical body of Christ. 

Hence S. Clement Rom. fr. viii. Maxdpios 6 ywdorwv brit rd 
avedua Aytov décis €or) Tod Tlatpés. Kal rodto év Timm TMepi- 
atepas mapérxe’ Td yop (Gov akaklay exer Kad &xoAdy eore 
“Akakos dé 6 Tarhp lvetua dwrev &kakov, avdpyntoy, amtkpay- 
Tov, TéAcioy, aulayroy amd omddyxvev idiwy mpoiguevos, iva 
pvOuton Tovs aidvas, Ka Tov dopdtov 56 Thy élyywow. 

In reference to the event recorded here by St. Matthew, the 
Arabian impostor had a dove which he taught to fly to his ear, 
and from which he pretended to derive inspiration; and so he 
bare witness to the truth of this history. 

The distinct appearance of the Holy Ghost at Christ’s Bap- 
tism, together with the Voice from heaven, ‘‘ This is My beloved 
Son,” brings out clearly the distinctness of each of the Three 
Persons of the Ever BiessEp TRINITY; and was an appropriate 
prelude to the fuller Revelation of the Doctrine of the Ever 
Blessed Trinity, in Whose Name the whole world is now to be 
Baptized, according to the institution of Christ. 

The Mystery of the Trini‘y is shown in the baptism of 
Christ. The Lord is baptized; the Spirit descends in the like- 
ness of a Dove; the Voice of the Father is heard, bearing witness 
to His Son. And the Dove settles on the Head of Jesus, lest any 
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one should imagine that the Voice was for John, and not for 
Christ (Jerome), and in order that we might know that at our 
own Baptism the Holy Spirit descends on us, and that we are 
bedewed with the unction of celestial glory, and are made the 
Sons of God by adoption in Christ. (Hilary.) 

“‘Gloriosissima apparitio 8. Trinitatis, et documentum quid 
fiat, quando nos baptizamur; nam non Sibi baptizatus est Christus.” 
(Bengel.) 

Indeed, in a certain sense, Mankind was baptized in Christ ; 
for, as Athanasius says (Or. i. c. Arian. 46, p. 355), ‘‘ Christ de- 
clares that He sanctifies Himself for our sakes (John xvii. 19). 
When He had taken our flesh, and the Holy Spirit descended on 
Him at Jordan, He descended on us because He bare our flesh; 
and the Spirit descended then, not that the Worp might be im- 
proved, but that we might be sanctified, and be made partakers of 
His unction. When the Lord as Man was baptized in Jordan, 
we were baptized in Him. The Word was not anointed by the 
Spirit, but our Flesh which He had assumed, was; in order that 
the unction then received by Him might flow from Him upon all.” 
(Ps. xlv. 7; cxxxiii. 2.) 

— én aitréy] on Him (Jesus), and seen by others. 
i. 32. eg airdv would have limited the sight to Jesus. 
Winer, p. 137. 

17. 6 Yids pov 6 dyarntds] He is supposed by men to be 
Joseph’s son; but He is the Son of Mz (not éuds, but pov), and 
He is My ayarnrds, My Only Son. (S. Hippol. p. 263. S. 
Athanas. adv. Arian. iv. 29. Patrit. ii. p. 488.) 

— ddbnnca] ‘acquievi.’ I rested with delight. See Luke ii. 
14, Matt. xii. 18; xvii. 5. 2 Pet.i. 17,and Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 249. 

For a valuable primitive comment on these incidents in vv. 
13—16, 17, see Justin M. Tryph. 88. 


See John 
Cp. 


Cu. IV. 1. Tére] Then. Our Lord is tempted immediately 
after His Baptism ; showing that the Devil attacks those who 
are sanctified, and that he desires particularly to gain a victory 
over them. (Hilary.) Thou hast received arms from God’s 
armoury, not that thou shouldest fly, but fight. He does not 
restrain the troop of temptations hastening to assail thee ; in order 
that thou mayest learn by resisting them through Grace, that He 
has made thee stronger than they ; and in order that from a sense 
of danger thou mayest live humbly, and not be elated by thy 
gifts; and that the Tempter may learn, by finding thee proof 
against temptation, that thou hast renounced him and his works, 
and that by resisting temptations thou shouldest acquire more 
strength to resist, and that from the eagerness of the Tempter to 
rob thee of thy spiritual blessings, thou shouldest learn their 
value, and the value of those other benefits which are still re- 
served for thee. (S. Chrys.) 

— tnd rod Mvetuaros] by the Spirit ; the Holy Spirit. On the 
distinct personality and Divinity of the Holy Ghost see Athanas 
Epist. ad Serapion. p. 518—540, and p. 557; and for a refutation 
of the most prevalent errors on His Nature and Person, Greg. Naz. 
Orat. xxxi. p. 556. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. viii. p. 575. 

— éEpnuov] the wilderness. Later curiosity has specified the 
desert of Quarantania (between the Mount of Olives and Jericho) 
as the scene of the Temptation ; just as it has fixed cn a certain 
Mountain as the Mountain of Beatitudes, for the scene of the 
Sermon on the Mount, and on Mount Tabor for the Transfigura- 
tion, &c. But the Holy Spirit has left all these matters, in Christ's 
History, uncertain ; probably with the same design that He had 
in not mentioning the burial-place of Moses,—viz. to guard against 
Superstition. See delow on y. 1, and on Luke i.39. Cf. Bengel 
on xvii. 1. 

See also below, on Mark i. 13, and Michaelis and Webster 
here, on the opinion that the Temptation was in the desert of 
Arabia. 

— meipacdjva] to be tempted. Why was He tempted ? 
“ Tded,”’ says Aug. in Ps. lx., “‘tentatus est Christus ne vincatur & 
Tentatore Christianus.’”” And because the trial of earth is neces- 
sary for the triumphs of heaven, ‘ Quando tentaris cognosce 
quia paratur Corona. Tolle Martyrum cruciatus, tulisti beati- 
tudines.” (Amdrose, in Luke iv.) 
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On the History and doctrinal import of the Temptation see 
Tren.v.21. Leo M. Serm. xxxviii.—xlvii. p.98. Bp. Andrewes, 
v. p. 479—558. Chemnitz, Harmony, xix. Dr. Mill’s Sermons 
at Cambridge, 1844, p. 25—51. Williams on the Nativity, -p. 
239—260. 

— td Tot AraBdrov] by the Devil. If Christ, the Second 
Adam, was to be tempted, in order to be like us (Heb. ii. 18; iv. 
15), it must be, as the first Adam was, by the Devil; for He 
could not be tempted from within. ‘Tentari Christus potuit,”’ 
says Greg. M. Hom. I. xvi, ‘sed Ejus mentem peccati delectatio 
non smomordit. Ideo omnis diabolica illa Tentatio foris non inius 
fuit.”’ 

2. vnorevous Hu. Teor.—¥. erelvace] having fasted forty days 
He was afterwards an hungered. So Luke iv. 2. Moses and 
Elias were enabled to fast Forty Days, ‘ potestate extrinsecus 
data,’”’ Christ ‘‘ potestate propria,’’ which He did not choose to 
exert beyond that time, and so presented Himself in the infirmity 
of manhood to the Tempter. He was an hungered. Cp. an ex- 
cellent Exposition in Tren. v.21. ‘‘ Christ,’’ says Greg. Naz. 
p- 538, “‘ hungered as man, and fed the hungry as God. He was 
hungry as man, and yet He is the Bread of Life. He was athirst 
as man, and yet He says, Let him that is athirst come to Me and 
drink. (Rev. xxii. 17.) He was weary, and is our Rest; He was 
weighed down with sleep, and yet is buoyed upon the sea. He 
pays tribute, and is a King; He is called a Devil, and casts out 
devils; prays, and hears prayer; weeps, and dries our tears ; is 
sold for thirty pieces of silver, and redeems the world; is led as a 
sheep to the slaughter, and is the Good Shepherd; is mute like a 
sheep, and is the Everlasting Word ; is the Man of sorrows, and 
heals our pains ; is nailed to a tree, and dies upon it, and by the 
tree restores us to life; has vinegar to drink, and changes water 
to wine; lays down His life, and takes it again; dies and gives 
life, and by dying destroys death.” 

On the term of forty days in the history of the Flood, the 
Spies of Canaan, the defiance of Goliath, the penitence of Ezekiel, 
&c., see Maldonat. here, who observes: ‘‘ Non potest fortuito 
fieri quod tam szepe fit.’’ 

Observe the recurrence of Forty Days in the History of 
Christ. He was forty days before the Presentation in the Temple, 
forty days in the wilderness before His entrance on His Ministry, 
forty days after His Resurrection before He presented Himself in 
the Heavenly Temple to God. The term seems often to intimate 
in Holy Scripture a season of probation and preparation for some 
public manifestation of glory. See below on Acts i. 3. 

On the Quadragesimal or Lent Fast, see S. Jerome here. 
Aug. Ep. ad Januar. 55. Greg. M. Hom.i.16. Bp. Gunning’s 
History of the Lent Fast, pp. 46—60. 200—232, Oxf. 1845. 
Bingham, xxi. 1. 

3. 6 meipdé(wy] Participle for noun. See viii. 33. Mark vi. 
14, 6 Barrifav. Cp. Winer, p. 316. Arnoldi. 

— Ei ids ef Tod cod] If thou art indeed what thou wast 
lately proclaimed to be by the Voice from heaven at Thy baptism, 
the Son of God (iii. 17). How can that be, since Thou sufferest 

‘hunger? In what sense then art Thou ids Ocod? This is 
what Satan would now explore. 

Satan begins with flattery, and, as he had done, and done suc- 
cessfully, with the first Adam, by a temptation from the appetite. 

Chrys. 
( “ proceeds, as with our first Parents, by a temptation of 
spiritual pride, Vain-Glory, and Ambition—“ Ye shall be as gods, 
knowing good and evil.” (Gen. iii. 1—15.) 

— cirt va—yévevra} Iva, in order that; and as a mean and 
cause, whereby. See xvi. 20. Mark v.10. Winer, 299. 

4. Téypamta] It is writien. ‘‘Vicit adversarium testimoniis 
Legis, non potestate Virtutis. Pugnavit, ut et nos pugnaremus. 
Vicit, ut et nos vinceremus. Ob hoc se tentari permisit, ut Cujus 
munimur auxilio Hjus erudiremur exemplo,” (S. Leo, Serm, 


xxxvii. de Quadrages.). Christ quenches the false Scripture darts 
of the Devil with the true shield of Scripture. (Jerome.) And 
note, that his quotations are all from the Law of God, to show 
the invincibility of Obedience to His Commandments. ‘Our 
Lord defeats the Tempter, not by Miracles, but by Scripture. He 
routs him by what all may wield,—the sword of the Spirit,— 
which is the word of God (Eph. vi. 17). Hence learn the value 
of Scripture, and the impotence of Satan against it.’’” (Origen on 
Luke iv. Cp. Greg. Hom. in Ev. xvi. 5.) 

Observe also that all His quotations are from one only of the 
five books of Moses. 

The Philistine had been defying the armies of Israel for 
JSorty days. David took five smooth pebbies out of the brook and 
put them in his pastoral bag; but one of them was enough to 
lay the Philistine low (1 Sam. xvii. 40—49). 

The Son of David,—the Shepherd of Israel,—after forty 
days, overthrows the ghostly Goliath by one pebble of the five; 
and by one book of the Pentateuch, which He took from the 
flowing stream of Judaism, which was soon to pass away like a 
winter torrent, while no jot or tittle was to fail of that moral Law 
which He the Good Shepherd put into the pastoral scrip of 
the Gospel. See Augustine in Ps. vol. iv. p. 2278, v. p. 230. 

— én) ray) phuart] by every thing that He appoints for that 
purpose,—as manna and quails in the desert. 

Life does not depend én’ %pr@ upon bread, but man lives by 
God’s Word which created and sustains all things. If therefore 
man obeys that word he will not want food, though he may not 
have bread. And this Christ proves by the Word of God, which 
cannot deceive. 

5. thy aylav maw] the Holy City. Jerusalem, still preserv- 
ing a memorial of its holiness in its modern name, El-kuds, 
‘the Holy.’ Cp. Winer, R.-W. p. 546. 

— rd mreptyov] The article 7d indicates something single of 
its kind ; and therefore mrepvyioy cannot mean a porticus or cor- 
ridor ; nor would there be any special eminence in mrepvyioy so 
understood. It rather signifies the apex of the fastigium, dérwpa, 
or tympanum of the Temple. Cp. the use of the word (7d mre- 
ptytoy Tov tepod), also Tod vaod by Hegesippus (in Huse. ii. 23, 
and Routh, R. 8. i. 210. 239), in his account of the martyrdom 
of St. James: there, also, it is evidently a pointed eminence; and 
it would seem that a person there standing would be visible and 
audible to a large concourse of people, such as we may suppose 
collected in the court of the Israelites,—o7r70: em) 7d mrepdyiov 
Tod tepod, Iva tvwber 7s eriparijs, Kal 7 evdKovoTd Tov TA Phuata 
mavTl TS AagS—mrepiy.ov = axpwrhp.oy in Hesych. The Schol. 
on Aristoph. Av. 1110 says, Tas Tay lepdy oTéyas mrepd Kad 
&eTovs Kadovat. See Weistein. 

If so, the appeal would be,—If Thou art the Son of God, 
cast Thyself down into the court below, that if Thou art the Son 
of God, Thou mayest be adored by the assembled Priests and 
People in Thy Father’s House. 

Satan lies in wait in “‘ high and holy places;’’ especially does 
he tempt there to Spiritual Pride. (Gloss. Remig.) 

6. Bare o. Kk. yéypamta yap] cast thyself down; for it is 
written : 

This is the language of the Devil, who desires that we should 
fall. Observe, he may tempt us to fall, but he cannot make us 
fall. He may persuade us to cast ourselves down, but he cannot 
cast us down. 

Observe also, the Devil expounds Scripture falsely ; for if 
the text from the Psalm (xci. 11) which he quotes, refers to 
Christ, he ought to have added what there follows against himself, 
—‘ Thou shalt tread upon the Lion and the Adder: the young 
Lion and the Dragon shalt Thou tread under Thy feet.” Ps. xci. 
13. (S. Jerome.) Although the Devil quotes Scripture falsely, 
Christ does not desist from quoting it. He uses it aright against 
him who abused it. 
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ch. 3. 2. & 10. 7. 
1 Mark 1. 16—18. 
Luke 5, 1, 2. 
John 1, 42. 


m Luke 5. 10, 11. 
1 Cor. 9, 20, 22. 
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9. cay reody mpookuyhans por] if Thou wilt fall down and 
worship me. Satan is ever seeking to be worshipped. Idolatry 
is due to his Pride (by which he fell from heaven), craving adora- 
tion on earth. Cp. Hooker, I. iv. 3. It has been supposed by 
some (see @ Lapide here), that when it was known in heaven that 
the Second Person of the Blessed Trinity designed to unite Him- 
self with some other Nature, the Evil Angels were envious that He 
did not take the nature of Angels (Heb. ii. 16), and that some of 
them fell through Envy and Pride, while, on the contrary, the 
Good Angels rejoice in God’s act of Love, though the nature of 
Man is thereby exalted above their own (Luke ii. 14). But Satan 
and his Angels, in their nature, are ever at work to pervert the 
honour due to the Man Jesus Christ, into homage to some other 
creature—and specially to themselves. See below on Eph. ii. 2. 

10. Saravaj jow (Satan), Adversary. See Zech. iii. 1. Our 
Lord reserves this name for the Tempter when he claims adora- 
tion, and thus declares the Satanic character of Idolatry. 

— TpocKkvyjoes—Aatpevoets| Deut. vi. 13, where the original 
signifies literally, ‘thou shalt fear and serve.’ But, since the 
Tempter had claimed worship as an outward sign of awe, our 
Lord uses a word which signifies adoration. As to AaTpedvoess, 
the LXX often render the word 72y (to serve) by Aarpedw (Exod. 
iii. 12; iv. 23). See further on Luke iv. 8. 

11. dinxdvour] were ministering, i.e. food. Hammond. 

12. *Akovcas] ‘ Decrescente Joanne crevit Christus.” (Bengel.) 
On the subsequent history of the Baptist, see on xi. 2. 

— mapedd0n] was delivered into prison. St. Matthew speaks 
of John’s history as already well known to his readers. 

— Tad:Aaclay] Galilee. Then very populous. Joseph. B. J. 
iii. 2.10. 7. Lightfoot, ii. 56. St. Matthew here passes over the 
events narrated in John i. 37; iv. 47. 

18. Kapapvaotu] Capernaum, from 15> (caphar), a town, and 
DM (nocham), comfort. xwploy maparrAhoews (Hesych.), villa con- 
solationis (Hieron.). See on John vi.59. Hence Kadapvacdu, the 
reading of B, D, Z, is preferable to Karepyaodm. Cp. Winer, R.-W. 
p. 210, and Robinson (Palest. iii. 282, and Later Researches, p. 
345), who places it as Khan Minyeh, at the n.w. angle of the 
Lake. Capernaum erat florentissima Galilee civitas, in finibus Sa- 
bulonitarum et Naphthalitarum, ad mare Galilee sita. v. Light. 
Soot. Hor. Hebrr. et Talm. in Joh. ii. 12, p. 139. Quo accuratits 
autem hujus urbis, quee Christo domicilium prebuerat, situm de- 
scriberet Evangelista, addidit tyv mapaladacclay, maritimam, 
sitam ad lacum Gennesaret. 

Lacus Gennesaret, 7 Aluyn Tevynoapéer, Lue. v. 1. 
B. J. iii. 35. longus fuit, auctore Josepho 1. 1, centum stadia, 
latus stadia quadraginta, Joh. vi. 1; xxi. 1. dicitur @dAacoa rijs 
TiBepiados a civitatibus Gennesaret et Tiberiade, adjacentibus; et 
@dAacoa THs TadAatas infra v. 18. et simpliciter @¢Aacca viii, 24. 
Lacus autem, Alwyn, vocatur OdAacoa, mare, more Hebreeorum, 
qui non modo mare, sed etiam lacum nominare solent D, 1 Regg. 
xviii. 32. (Auin.) Cp. Winer, R.-W. i. 407. 


Joseph. 


14. va tAnpw9F 7d pn9év] in order that the prophecy which, 
as far as the mournful part of it is concerned, was in some degree 
verified in the abduction by Tiglath Pileser (2 Kings xv. 29), and 
by the religious debasement of those cities, might now have its 


JSull and final accomplishment in the light of the Gospel of Re- 


demption, diffused by the preaching of Christ and His Apostles, . 
who were Galilzans, in that land first, which was first over- 
shadowed by the darkness of captivity. Cp. Jerome in Isa. ix. 1, 
and Mede, p. 100, and see above on i. 22. 

15. 6ddv Oadrdoons] the way of the sea. OXI JVI Isa. ix. 1. 6ddv 
may, perhaps, be explained by reference to the verb expressed in 
the Original, and here understood, or it may have the force of an 
adverb, as wépay (prop. an accusative) and 777. Other explana- 
tions are givenin Winer, G. G. 206. Meyer interprets it seawards. 

— mépay}] 72y, understood here by some to mean near. But 
it seems to retain here its usual meaning, beyond, (see iv. 25; 
xix. 1. Mark iii. 8. John i. 28; iii. 26,) and either to refer to our 
Lord’s miracles and teaching in Perea (where, in fact, our Lord 
began His ministry, being baptized there, at Bethany, in Perea. 
John i. 28; cp. Winer, R.-W.-B. in voce) ; or else it here de- 
scribes Galilee, which was beyond Jordan to the Assyrians, of 
whom the Prophet is speaking. 

17. BactAela tov otipaver] the Kingdom of Heaven. The 
fifth, universal, and heavenly and everlasting kingdom, foretold 
by Daniel (ii. 44; vii. 14. 27), which is to supersede all kingdoms 
of the earth, and to destroy all that resist it. See on iii, 2. 
Rev. v. 10. 

18—22. Tlepimaray] See the Homily of Greg. M. in Evang. 
i. 5, p. 1451. 

18. dv0 &5eApovs] two brothers. He chose three pairs of bro- 
thers ; building the Gospel on the foundations of natural affection ; 
and He sent out His Apostles and Disciples two and two. See x. 
2—4. Mark vi. 7. Luke x. 1. So He had laid the foundations 
of the Law on two Brothers—Moses and Aaron. 

We may observe here that the Dual number is never found 
in the New Testament. Cp. Winer, p. 160. 

19. aAuezs ew Oparav] Jishers of men. Luke v. 10, év0pdmous 
eon (wypa@y in the cayfvn of the Gospel, to be drawn through the 
sea of the world, and enclosing both bad and good fish, and at 
length to be drawn to the shore—when the separation will be 
made. Matt. xiii.47, 48. See on Luke vy. 5, 6, and John xxi. 6—11. 

Our Lord chose fishermen at their nets : ‘¢ Volens superborum 
cervices frangere, non quesivit per oratorem piscatorem, sed de 
piscatore lucratus est oratorem.’’ (Aug. in Joan. tr. 7. 1 Cor. i. 
26—30. 2 Cor. iv. 7.) 

Hence, and for other reasons, Christians are compared to 
ix@ves, fish, in the sea of the world, and enclosed in the net of the 
Church, and drawn to the shore of everlasting life. One other 
reason is suggested by Tertullian (de Baptism. 1), ‘‘ Nos pisciculi 
secundim ixGvv Nostrum (Iyjcoty x. Ocod vidy) in agud nas- 
cimur.’ 
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23. mepijyev—OAnv T. TadtAatay] On the reading, cp. ix. 35. 


Mark vi. 6, and see Mede, p. 67, and Prideaux, Connex. i. | 


406—430. 

— ovvaywyais| the Synagogues. 
on Luke iv. 16, and Wetstein here. 

— Oeparetwy x.T.d.| healing. Whenever God introduces a 
new Revelation He works miracles; thus giving pledges of His 
power, to those whom He requires to receive His Laws. Chrys., 
whose remarks here may serve as a reply by anticipation to 
Hume’s objection to the evidence from Miracles. 

— naoav] ‘every kind of.’ 

24. 7) ako) a] See on Rom. x. 16. 

— Bacdvois] Bdoavos, ‘ touchstone,’ perhaps from Hebr. ym3 
(bachan), probavit, thence any trial, torture, or pain, and Baca- 
vioTys, xvili. 34, fortor. 

— damovi(ouevovs] possessed with devils. The opinion (of 
De Wette, Meyer, &c.) that the Samovduevor of the Gospel 
were merely afflicted with ordinary diseases, is refuted by the 
facts— 

That they are distinguished from such persons by Christ 
Himself, see Matt. x. 1. Luke iv. 40,41. Mark iii. 15; xvi. 17. 

That they act and speak as possessed with evil spirits, whom 
Christ addresses as distinct from the persons possessed by them, 
and who give to those persons supernatural power; see Mark v. 
3—15; ix. 25. 

That when the devils go out of a possessed person, they enter 
into other creatures; Mark v. 12. 

That the Devils had a clearer knowledge of Christ than was 
shown by others, even His disciples, at the beginning of His 
Ministry (viii. 29. Mark iii. 11. Cp. Arnoldi, p. 138). 

As to the allegation, that if men were possessed with devils 
in Palestine then, such cases would be frequent in other countries 
and times, it may be observed, 

That we do not know the nature and extent of diaboli- 
cal agency. But the Holy Ghost who wrote the Gospels 
does. 

That Satan exerted his power with extraordinary 
energy in our Lord’s age and country, because he knew 
that “the stronger than he”? was come. And he was 
permitted by Christ to put forth his power then, with 
extraordinary force, that by collision with him, in his 
fiercest. fury, the power and mercy of Christ, in casting 
him out, might be more manifest, gracious, and glorious. 

It has sometimes been urged against the truth of these pos- 
sessions, that they are never mentioned by St. John (Meyer, p. 
115). But St. John’s silence is a proof of their truth. The 
other Gospels were read in the Church, and were current in the 
world, when St. John wrote; and if any thing further had been 
requisite, concerning these possessions, he would have added it in 


As to their uses see below 


his Gospel. His silence therefore in this matter, as in many 
others, is the si/ence of approval. See John vii. 20; viii. 48, 49. 
52; x. 20, 21. 


Cu. V.1. «is 7d dpos] the mountain. The article rd does not 
point to any particular hill frequented by our Lord ; but it signifies 
the hill country, distinguished from 7d meSlov, or the level ground, 
where He had just been, and which He had /eft, to ascend the dpos. 
So # Zpnuos is not the wilderness, but open pasture land, distin- 
guished from % mdéAus, or inhabited places (see on Luke xv. 4. 
John vi. 10); and # wérpa is not any particular rock, but stony 

Vou. I. 


soil, opposed to good ground, vii. 24. See Luke viii. 6; ix. 
28. 


Christ had four places of spiritual retirement from the bustle 


| of the world—all, in a certain sense, exemplary,— 


1. thy &pnuov, the wilderness, for Fasting and Temptation, 
conflict with Satan. 

2. 7d dpos, the mountainous region, for Prayer, Teaching, 
Miraculous Feeding, Transfiguration, finally, Ascension. 

3. 7d mAotoy, the ship, a type of the Church, for Preach- 
ing and Miracles. 

4. The Garden of Gethsemane, for the Agony. 

The Mosaic Law had been given from a Mountain; so now 
the Gospel, but without the thunders and lightnings of Sinai. The 
Law had also blessings and cursings on two opposite Mountains 
(Deut. xxvii. 12, 13) ; but the Gospel at its delivery has one Moun- 
tain—of Beatitudes. 

From Luke vi. 12—49, it would appear that our Lord had 
gone up to an elevated and sequestered place, in order to retire 
from the crowd and to pray, before He chose His Apostles, and 
in order that He might then instruct them in His doctrine, before 
He sent them forth to preach. In these respects his conduct was 
specially exemplary to those who hold office in the Church. 

The téros medivds (not the plain, but a level place) in Luke 
vi. 17, is quite consistent with 7d dpos of St. Matthew, and is a 
circumstance added by St. Luke. Our Lord went up eis 7d dpos, 
and He chose a téros mediyds in it, in order that He might in- 
struct His disciples who were seated near him. 

On the relation of the two Evangelical narratives of the Srr- 
MON on the Mount, see further on Luke vi. 20. 

2. avoltas ro ordua avtov] having opened His mouth. He 
who before had opened the mouth of Moses and all the Prophets, 
now opens His own mouth. He who had taught the world by 
them concerning Himself, now teaches in His own person, God 
with us (John x. 8. Heb. i. 1,2. Gregor. Moral. iv. 1), and He 
delivers in the Sermon on the Mount a perfect Code of Christian 
Duty. Aug. on Serm.in Mon. 1. See also Leo M. Serm. xcv. 
p- 181. For an Exposition of this Sermon, and its fruits in human 
Society, see Justin M. Apol. i. 15, 16. Cp. Aug. iii. 1492 sqq. 
Bp. Andrewes, v. 419—440. Chemnitz, Harmon. li. Bp. 
Taylor’s Lite of Christ, sect. xii. Walliams on the Nativity, 
pp. 420—460. Burgon, p. 85, and Trench. 

3. Makdpiot] “ Blessed ’?—repeated eight times. Seven is the 
number of rest after labour, Hight is the number of bicssedness 
and glory after rest. See on Luke xxiv. 1. 

These Hight Beatitudes afford a glimpse of the eternal blessed- 
ness which will succeed the Rest of Paradise; and be consummated 
in the Beatific Vision of God. 

The Law was given on a Mountain, that of Sinai, with the 
sound of thunder and lightning ; the Gospel is given on a Moun- 
tain, with words of blessing repeated eight times. Cp. John i. 17. 

Now Christ calls all to Him with announcement of blessing ; 
hereafter He will say to those who have disobeyed the Gospel, 
“Depart from Me, ye cursed,” Matt. xxv. 41. 

Observe also that the promise of the ‘ Kingdom of Heaven’ 
is annexed to the firs¢ and eighth Beatitudes (v. 3 and ». 10). 

This is the consummation of blessedness ; the recurring note 
of the beatific octave. Also, in the eighth Beatitude, the word 
“‘ blessed’’ is repeated twice, for the sake of greater certainty 
and emphasis. See above, Introduction to the Gospels. 

“‘ He octo Christi Beatitudines sunt quasi octo Christi Para- 
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MATTHEW V. 4—19. 
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doxa.”” ‘Inde incipit Beatitudo divino judicio unde erumna 
estimatur humano.” S. Ambrose (de Offic. i. 6). On the Beati- 
tudes see Gregory Nyssen’s Hight Discourses, i. 762— 837. 

—  Baotrcia 7. 0.] In all the Beatitudes, the Kingdom of 
Heaven is promised in a form corresponding to the grace which is 
beatified. Aug. (de Serm. in M.), who asks (on Ps. xciii.), 
“ Regnum coelorum guo emitur? Paupertate, regnum; dolore, 
gaudium ; labore, requies ; vilitate, gloria; morte, vita;’’ “adde 
(says @ Lap.) luctu, consolatio; esurie, satietas; miseratione, 
misericordia; munditie, visio; pace, filiatio Dei.” 

S. Ambrose adds (in Luc. vi.), that there seems to be a 
graduated scale here of grace and glory. 

And this seems to be done with a silent reference to the pro- 
mises of the Law; 

To prevent misconceptions as to the nature and ends of His 
own promises in the Gospel, Christ promises the kingdom of 
heaven,—not an earthly Canaan. 

He then speaks of rapdkAnots, or comfort. 

Next, He promises inheritance of the earth—with refer- 
ence to the promised land of milk and honey. 

Then He speaks of satiety, opposed to Kibroth-hattaavah 
(Numb. xi. 34). 

Then, of mercy, as opposed to lex talionis. 

Then He promises the vision of God,—Jerusalem (visio pacis). 

Then He describes the children of God,—true Israel, spiritual 
Jezreel. 

5. Kd. thy viv] the land; i.e. of promise, of the diving (Ps 
xxxvii. 11; cxlii. 5); for, Earth is the land of the dying ; heaven 
is the land of the living. Cyril, in Isa. lviii. Jerome here. Aug. 
Serm. liii. 2—6. ‘‘The new heaven and the new earth wherein 
dwelleth Righteousness.”’ 2 Pet. iii. 13. Rev. xxi. ]—27. 


8. aito) 7. Ocdyv BYovtat] They shall have a vision of God. 
The wicked will see Christ their Judge, as Son of Man (Rev. i. 7), 
but only the pure in heart will be able to see God. 

9. KAnOhoovra] shall be, and be owned to be — (ii. 23) even 
by the children of the world. 

13, 14. Gas—oas] Ye are the Salt to purify the earth, to 
season all things as sacrifices to God (see on Mark ix. 49); 
and ye are the Light to enlighten it; but so that men may glo- 
rify not you, but Him who enables you to be both the one and 
the other. (Cp. Aug. Serm. liv. and cxlix. 12.) 

“Ye are the salt of the earth,” says Chrys. ‘‘ He does not 
send His disciples—as the Prophets of old—to one Nation, but to 
all. He calls them the salt of the earth,—of the earth then cor- 
rupted by sin. Not that the Apostles could deliver it from this 


corruption, but when it was delivered by Christ, they were to keep 
it in a healthy state. Hence He teaches those virtues which are 
most diffusive in their nature, and which conduce to the general 
good and common salvation of all; not by flattering, but by 
making the wound smart, if necessary, as salt does. He reminds 
them also of their own perils, consequent on the greatness of their 
commission. Others may fall and be forgiven ; but if the Teacher 
falls, his punishment is extreme. If the salt hath lost its savour, 
&c.’”’ (Mark ix. 50.) If the teacher errs, by what other teacher 
will he be corrected? Let Bishops and Doctors look to it; for 
mighty men will be mightily tormented. Wisdom vi.6. (Jerome.) 
“ Quo sale sal condietur ? non datur sal salis.” Maldon. Jansen. 
Christ calls His disciples the ‘‘ Light of the World,” and He is 
the “ Light of the World ” (John viii. 12) : they are lighted from 
Him; He as Light of Light; they as candles, He as the Sun. 

15. rdv udd.] the bushel of the house. 

17. ranpécu] to fulfil. Christ fulfilled the Law and the Pro- 
phets, by obedience, by accomplishment of Types, Ceremonies, 
Rites, and Prophecies, and by explaining, spiritualizing, elevating, 
enlarging, and perfecting the Moral Law, by writing it on the 
heart, and by giving grace to obey it, as well as an example of 
obedience ; by taking away its curse; and by the doctrine of free 
Justification by Faith in Himself, which the Law prefigured and 
anticipated, but could not give. On this subject, see the excellent 
remarks of S. Ireneus, iv. 12, 13, and 16, where it is shown that 
Christ is the Author of the Law as well as the Gospel. And so 
He is said to abrogate the Law. He fulfilled the Law, as a 
painter fills up a cartoon. (Theophy!l.) ‘ Abolet non dissolvendo 
sed absolvendo, non delendo sed perficiendo.”’ (Maidon.) 

As Aug. says, ‘ Ante Christi Adventum Lex jubebat non 
juvabat ; post, et jubet et juvat.” 

18. *Auhy] Hebr. yox (Amen). Truth, Isa. Ixv. 16. It had 
been used in the LXX for Hebr. jox in 1 Chron. xvi. 36. Neh. 
v. 13, and elsewhere. St. Luke uses dA70ds for it, ix. 27, or val, 
xi. 51. 

No one in the N. T. ventures to say "Awiyy, Aéyw suitv, but 
Hx only who is the Amun (Rev. iii. 14), the Truth Itself (John 
xiv. 6). In the last Gospel—that of St. John—the word -Audy 
is invariably repeated,—never in any other. 

— iota] a yod, the least letter of the alphabet; kepafa, some- 
thing still less, apea litere. Cf. Procop. Gaz. 1 Sam. xxi. 2, 
Ta oTOLXELa BIO (3) Kad Kap (9) BpaxuTdrns repatas udvoy Siar- 
Aartovons. (Kuin.) Inthe Hebrew Bible there are above 66,000 
yods.—‘‘ Colligi hinc potest integritas Scripture, nam Scriptura 
nisi integra esset non posset perspici impleta.’”’ (Bengel.) 
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19. eAdyiocros—péyas] least—great. An intimation that there 
will be different degrees of glory in a future state. See the use of 
Bao. T. 0. in v. 20, and cp. on x. 15, and on | Cor. iii. 12—15. 

Accordingly as we treat the Word of God, so will God treat 
us. Cp. John xvii. 6.11. Rev. iii. 10. (Beng.) 

21. rots apxatois] to those of old (Chrys., Theoph., Maldon., 
Beng.), at the beginning of God’s written Revelation, as contra- 
distinguished from byiy, ‘to whom J now speak face to face.’ See 
Aug. Retr. i. 22, and Chrys., Hilar., and Theophyl. 

Our Lord not only opposes the Pharisaic corruptions of the 
Decalogue, but He unfolds it. He gives the kernel of it, its spirit, 
in opposition to those who dwelt only on the letter; for the letter 
(i. e. taken alone) killeth, but the Spirit (added to it) giveth life. 
(Rom. vii. 14. 2 Cor. iii. 6.) 

22. 7H Kploe:] the judgment. The Din Mishpat, or inferior 
court (of twenty-three judges), distinguished from the Superior 
Tribunal of the Sanhedrim (of seventy-two judges). On these 
courts, see Joseph. B. J. i. 20. 5. Ant. iv. 8. 14, and Mal- 
donat. here. Buxtorf, Lex. Talmud. p. 514. 

Our Lord says, that the ratio of anger and its penalties is to 
contumelious words and their penalties, what the ratio of the 
former Court is to the latter. And above all, is the Tribunal of 
yéevva, TOD Tupds, for mere contemptuous expressions, and how 
much more for malignant actions! Against them He sets a double 
fence, by condemning passionate words and angry thoughts. 

— fard} Hebr. py = xevds, vacuus. 

— pwpé] The mention of an Oriental word fad in the first 
clause, and of the Sanhedrim, where crimes of blasphemy were 
punished, makes it probable that there is areference to the Hebrew 
min (morah), apostate. Cf. Mintert in v. 

— évoxos cis] liable to come to —. Winer, G. G. 191. 

— yéevvay|] Gehenna. 33 (vallis), Dix Hinnom, the valley at 
the foot of Moriah, and in which Siloa flows (Jerome on x. 28), on 
the South-East of Jerusalem (Robinson, Palestine, i. 404), dese- 
crated by the idolatrous fires of Moloch (Jer. vii. 31. Isa. xxx. 
33), and called Tophet, from Tuph, the tympanum used to drown 
the cries of children there immolated. Cp. Joshua xviii. 16, where 
the LXX have yalevva. 

This valley was ‘‘the type of hell,” and Milton accurately 
describes it as such, Par. Lost i. :— 


“¢ First Moloch, horrid King, besmeared with blood 
Of human sacrifice, and parents’ tears, 
Though for the noise of drums and timbrels loud 
Their children’s cries unheard that passed through fire 
To his grim idol Him the Ammonite 


Worshipped in Rabba and her watery plain, 
In Argob and in Basan to the stream 

Of utmost Arnon. Nor content with such 
Audacious neighbourhood, the wisest heart 

Of Solomon he led by fraud to build 

His temple right against the Temple of God, 
On that opprobrious hill, and made his grove 
The pleasant valley of Hinnom, Tophet thence 
And black Gehenna called, the type of Hell.” 


23. dépov] gift. Thy corban. Mark vii. 11. 

— Ovo.acrhpiov] the brazen altar, before the porch of the 
Temple. He does not say, If thou hast aught against thy brother, 
but if he has aught against thee; that the duty of reconciliation 
may be laid on thee. (Jerome.) 

25. TH avribik@] thine adversary. An allusion to Roman 
Law. The Plaintiff might ‘in jus rapere ;’ the Defendant might 
‘concordare,’ till he came before the Magistrate, when law must 
take its course. Our adversary, as long as we are in sin, is God 
Himself in His Word, and it is necessary for us to agree with 
Him by repentance and obedience—for when we have come to the 
end of our mortal journey, there is no further opportunity for 
reconciliation. Woe then to us if we do not come to terms with 
Him while we are in the way with Him. Augustine (Serm. 40 
and 109). See below on Luke xii. 58. 

26. ews ty] until thou hast paid the last farthing (lit. the 3th 
part of an as) that is due, i.e. never; for the debt which thou 
owest by sin is infinite, and can only be paid by the blood of 
Christ, which is available only to the penitent. Cf. v.22. See 
Jerome here, and Ambr. in Luke xii. 59, and below on xii. 32; 
xviii. 34. Such as God finds us at our Death, such will He judge 
us at the last Day. Cyprian (de Mortal. 2). ‘In what 
things I find thee, in those things will I judge thee,’”’ were words 
of Christ Himself. See Grabe, Spicileg. i. p. 14. 327, and 8S. 
Hippolyt. Fragment, printed by the present Kditor, p. 307. See 
also Chrys. here ad iv. 24, All these testimonies contain a pro- 
test against the notion that pardon for the dead can be obtained 
by works and prayers of the living. See below on Luke xvi. 2, 3. 

28. emibuyjoa]) to lust after. ‘This condemnation of evil de- 
sires was a new doctrine to the Pharisees, who condemned only 
overt acts. 

29. Ei 8& 6 bpOaruds] If thine eye offend thee. If the love 
of wife or children intercepts our view of the true light, we ought 
to renounce it. Hence the High Priest might not defile himself 
for his Father or for his Mother (Levit. xxi. 11); he must know 
no other affection but that of Him to whose worship he is dedi- 
cated. (Jerome.) 
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81. °E6640n] It was said. The connexion is, He had said, Cut 
off a hand, pluck out a right eye; and they might imagine, there- 
fore, that they might be allowed to put away their wives. He 
corrects this. For the hardness of their hearts Moses permitted 
the Jews to put away their wives, but if they did so, they were to 
give a bill of Divorce. (Deut. xxiv. ]. Jer. iii. 1. Matt. xix. 7. 
Mark x. 4.) 

Our Lord allows a man to put away his wife for one cause, 
and one only. Our Lord reminds His hearers of the former law, 
which He does not destroy, but correct. (Chrys.) Moses did 
what he did, not to concede divorce, but to prevent murder. 
(Jerome.) The Gospel of Christ not only commands husbands 
to live at peace with their wives, but lays the guilt of adultery at 
their door, if the wife, being divorced, marries another ; and tole- 
rates no other cause of divorce but fornication on the part of the 
wife. (Hilary.) 

— amoordc.oy] a bill of divorce. The words used by the LXX 
in Deut. xxiv. 1 are nma 18D (sepher kerithuth) a bill of cutting 
off, from 13 (karath), ‘ abscidit’ (cf. Isa. 1. 1); and this word 
shows that our Lord is speaking here concerning divortium a vin- 
culo ; not concerning separation only @ mensé et toro. See v. 32. 

32. mapextds Adyou mopyelas] except for the matier of forni- 
cation. Adyos = 727, verbum, negotium, causa. Vorst, Hebr. 373. 

It is generally supposed by Divines of Rome that éroAtw 
does not here signify to divorce, in its strict sense of severing the 
vinculum matrimonii (which they suppose to be in all cases indis- 
soluble), but means only to separate a mensd et toro (see Conc. 
Trid. Sess. xxiv. can. 7. Bellarmine de Matrimonio), and that 
Matrimony is in all cases pronounced indissoluble by our Lord in 
Mark x.11. Luke xvi. 18. This is the common opinion of Roman 
Divines ; but some of them, e.g. Caietanus and Catharinus, do 
not concur in it. See @ Lapide and Maldonat. on Matt. xix. 9. 
The latter, p. 255—260, gives a clear statement of the different 
opinions on this point. 

But our Lord’s conversation here with the Pharisees is con- 
cerning divorce a vinculo ; and droAvw is used in the natural sense 
of dissolvere vinculum, as expressed in the bill of Divorce (Deut. 
xxiv. 1), see above, v. 31 ; and the exception contained in mapexrds 
Adyou mopyvelas, is repeated by our Lord in Matt. xix. 9. And 
it cannot be supposed that any thing taught by our Lord in the 
“Sermon on the Mount” has been repealed. See Hammond 
on Divorces, vo). i. p. 595, who observes, that Mark and Luke 
are here to be interpreted by Matthew ; and so Bp. Cosin, ‘‘ On 
Dissolution of Marriage,” iv. p. 490; and Bp. Taylor, Ductor 
Dub. I. v. r. 8. Bp. Hall, ‘‘ Cases of Conscience,’’ Decade iv. 
c. 2 and 3. 

On comparing the passages of the three Evangelists above 
quoted on this subject, and also the words of St. Paul (1 Cor. 
vii. 10, 11), it appears that in no case does our Lord advise 
Divorce ; and that in only one case (ropyefa) does He tolerate it. 
Cf. Greg. Naz. p. 650, Xpiords od kata macay aitlay, AAG ovy- 
xwpet mev mdvov XwplCecOa ris mépyns, TA SE BAAA TavTA 
pidocopely Kedevet. 

Cp. Aug. ep. 89, and other authorities quoted in the Editor’s 
Occasional Sermons, No. 40, on the subject of Divorce, and below, 
xix. 9, and notes on 1 Cor. vii. 1O—12, and Bp. Cosin, iv. 489. 

But in no case does our Lord permit a person to marry a 
woman who has been divorced. See the following notes. 

S. Jerome (ad Amandum, vol. iv. 162), “ Qui dimissam ac- 
ceperit adulter est, sive ipsa dimiserit virum, sive a viro dimissa sit. 
Adulter est qui eam acceperit. Vivente viro adultera est mulier, si 
alteri nupserit ;’’ and Ep. ad Ocean. p. 658, ‘‘ Praecepit Dominus 
uxorem non debere dimitti, excepta causa fornicationis; et si 
dimissa fuerit, manere innuptam; et Evangelii vigore nubendi 
caussatio, viventibus viris, feminis amputatur.”’ 

— Tore? a. worxao0a] makes her to commit adultery, by tempt- 
ing her to contract a second marriage. 

— ds ety drodchumevny yauhon] He does not say thy durod., 


but He says generally he who marries a divorced woman is guilty 
of adultery. 

He who marries any woman that has been put away ‘“ qua- 
cunque de causa”’ (Lucas Brugensis) committeth adultery. As 
Bp. Middleton well observes, the sense is “‘ any one that is di- 
vorced ; the principle of this distinction is important.” And it is 
observable, that in the two other parallel passages, viz. Matt. xix. 
9, and Luke xvi. 18, the word droAcAuuéevn stands in the same 
absolute form, with no article prefixed, as Winer rightly renders 
it, p. 111, ‘der eéze von einem Manne entlassene heirathet.” 

But if a woman is divorced, does she not cease to be the wife 
of him from whom she is divorced? and how then can he who 
marries her be guilty of adultery ? 

The reason is, that a hope of union with another man who 
is not her husband, is the main thing which makes a woman 
unfaithful to him who is her husband. Take away that hope, 
and the principal cause of adulteries is removed. There is the 
root of the evil; and our Lord, in His Sermon on the Mount, 
goes to the root of the evil, by condemning all such unions as 
adulterous. 

_ Besides, by marrying her he precludes the possibility of her 
return to her husband. See further on xix. 9. 
84. pt) dudca: dAws] swear not at all; i.e. sponte tua. 

Do not voluntarily proffer, much less vainly protrude, an 
oath. ‘ Non ames, non affectes, non appetas jusjurandum.’’ Cp. 
Aug. Serm. 307, 308, and de Mend. 15. 

Our Lord here again goes to the root of the evil, as seen in 
the teaching and practice of the Pharisees, see Matt. xxiii. 16— 
Do not swear at all. 

But this does not prohibit a person from being sworn, on a 
grave and solemn occasion. The verb piv is used only in Niphal 
(i.e. to be made to swear), and Hiphil (to cause to swear); as 
much as to intimate that no one ought to swear, except when 
compelled to do so (see Bythner on Ps. xv. 4). 

The word is derived from piv} (sheba) seven; a perfect and 
sacred number. Cp. pi (sada) to be filled, and naw shabbath 
(Sabbath) rest; so that an Oath is, as it were, intended to be 2 
sacred rest—a Sabbath from strife. (Heb. vi. 16.) For, as the 
Holy Spirit says by St. Paul, An oath for confirmation is to men 
an end of strife. (Heb. vi. 16.) Strife is an evil, and so an Oath 
arises from what is evil, v. 37, éx Tod movnpod. 

But the evil may be, and ought to be overcome with good : 
for an Oath, on such an occasion, is an appeal to God, as Omni- 
present, Omniscient, and Omnipotent, and as the Searcher of all 
hearts, and the Future Judge of all men; i.e. it is an act of Di- 
vine Worship, as the Prophet Jeremiah teaches (Jer. iv. 2), and 
therefore the Psalmist says, “ all they that swear by Thee shall be 
commended.” (Ps. Ixiii. 12.) 

Hence the sin of the Jews not only in swearing rashly and 
lightly, but also in swearing by creatures; ‘* He who swears 
venerates or loves that by which he swears: and in the law it was 
ordered that they should not swear, except by God: but the Jews, 
who swore by Angels, and the city and temple, honoured the 
creatures with the honour due to God.” (Jerome.) 

The case of swearing is similar to that of taking away life. 
It is malum per se; but Swearing in a Court of Justice is an 
occasion of asserting God’s Supremacy, and so an act of Worship, 
as the punishment of Death inflicted in obedience to God’s law, 
and in His Name (Gen. ix. 6. Rom. xiii. 4), is an occasion of 
proclaiming His Justice and dominion over the lives of all His 
creatures. 

See Bp. Andrewes, De Jurejurando Theolog. Disputatio, 
1591, and Catechistical Doctrine, p. 239, and Sermons, v. 70—82. 
Dr. Barrow, Sermon xv. vol. i. p. 330. Bp. Cosin, on Eccl. 
Courts, pt. 3. By. Sanderson, De Juramenti Obligatione, vol. 
iv. 244 (ed. Jacobson, Oxford, 1854), and Bp. Beveridge on 
Article XX XIX., and below, xxvi. 63, and note on Gal. i. 20. 


MATTHEW VY. 37—48. 
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f Exod. 21. 24, 
Deut. 19. 21. 
Lev. 24. 20. 

g Prov. 20. 22. 
& 24. 29. 

Luke 6. 29. 
Rom. 12. 17, 19. 
1 Cor. 6. 7. 
1 Thess. 5. 
1 Pet. 3.9. 
h Deut. 15. 8, 10. 
Luke 6. 35. 

i Lev. 19. 18. 
Exod. 34. 12. 
Deut. 7. 2. 

k Luke 6. 27, &c. 
Rom. 12, 14, 20. 
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87. 71d 5é mepicody TobTwy ex Tov movnpod] See last note. It 
is also é€ rod moynpod in that it arises from irreverence; and so 
in every sense is é« Tov movnpod," i.e. it is from the Evil One 
who is the author of strife and profaneness. 

39. ph dvrioriva TH movnpG) not to resist evil. See Rom. 
xii. 19.21. Do not retaliate, do not render evil for evil. On 
the use of the negative, for the sake of comparison, see on Matt. 
ix. 13. 

The Levitical law of retaliation (Exod. xxi. 24. Lev. xxiv. 20. 
Deut. xix. 21), though strictly just in itself, was often abused for 
the gratification of vindictive passions, and for the infliction of 
evil as such, and not for the repression of crime for the sake 
of society. This is what our Lord forbids; He commands to 
check all private feelings of personal hatred and revenge, and to 
make private sacrifices on all occasions in a spirit of forbearance, 
patience, meekness, and love, though (as our Lord teaches, Matt. 
xviii. 15—17. Luke xvii. 3) a regard for public justice, and the 
welfare of society and of the offender himself, may render it neces- 
sary (as it does) to restrain and punish crime. 

Thus, for the Law of Retaliation as then practised by the 
Jews, Our Lord substitutes the Law of Love. 

This and the following precepts (see S. Aug. de Serm. D. 
i. 59) are to be understood as having regard “‘ ad preparationem 
cordis, non ostentationem operis.’’? Some conform to the letter 
of these commands, without being animated by the spirit of them. 
“Multi,” says Aug. i. 58, ‘alteram maxillam prebere noverunt, 
diligere vero eum a quo feriuntur ignorant.’’ But we must pray 
and strive to be animated by the spirit, and then we shall not 
contravene the letter. 

— boris oe partoet| whosoever shall smite thee. Do not reta- 
liate, but be prepared rather to bear more injuries. ‘Si quis 
te percusserit, noli tu percutere, sed para te adhuc percutienti.’’ 
S, Aug. de Serm. Dom. i. 56, i.e. be ready to suffer in a good 
cause. Our Lord did not thereby forbid to take legal means 
of self-protection or remonstrance (John xviii. 23. Acts xxii. 25). 
But He taught by precept as by example, ‘ non solum in alteram 
maxillam cdi pro salute ornnium, sed etiam crucifigi.”’ S. Aug. 
ibid. 

40. yuréva—ipdriov] xirey from Hebr. nzh> (kethoneth), the 
inner garment, tunic; ivdriov, 133 (beged), the outer robe, “ toga 
Romanis, pallium Grecis.’’ St. Luke inverts the order, vi. 29. 
You must be ready to sacrifice private comforts and advantages — 
“ decedere de tuo ipsius jure” (see Aug. |. c. i. 59), for the sake 
of charity and peace. 

This precept does not require nor permit any one to sur- 
render puilic rights, which are not his own xitéy or fudriov, 
much less Christian principles and Christian truth; for which 
we are to contend earnestly (Jude 3), and of which we are not to 
divest ourselves, or to allow any one to strip us—for then we 
should be naked indeed (Rev. iii. 17, 18), nor allow any one, as 
far as in us lies, to strip others, and to rob Christ. 

41, boris ce Gyyapetoe:] “Ayyapos, a Persian word for a royal 


letter), who had authority to press horses, &c. into his service in 
execution of his mission. See Blomfield and others in Aischyl. 
Agam. 292. The word » 228 (angaria) (whence avania and 
avanie, in Ital. and Fr.) is used in the Talmud for any forced 
work. If any one shall press thee to do him service,—especially 
if he has a public claim on thee for duty, —do not contend, but do 
it heartily. 

The word dyyapetw is applied by the Evangelists to Simon 
the Cyrenian, pressed into the service of bearing the cross of 
Christ. Matt. xxvii. 32. Mark xv. 21. This is our dyydgevpa, 
to bear cheerfully the cross of Christ, and follow Him to Calvary. 


42. T6 aitotytl oe Sibov)] “ Omni petenti, non omnia petenti, 
ut id des quod dare justé et honesté potes. Ommni petenti dabis, 
quamvis non semper id quod petit dabis, et aliquando melius ali- 
quid dabis cum petentem injusta correxeris.” S. Aug. (de Serm. 
in M. i. 67.) 

— daveicacba| to borrow. ‘Ne voluntatem alienes ab eo 
qui petit, quasi et pecunia tua vacabit et Deus tibi non redditurus 
est: sed cum id ex preecepto Dei facis, apud Elum qui hee jubet 
infructuosum esse non potest.”” (S. Aug. ibid. i. 68.) On 
the question concerning the legality of Usury, see on Matt. 
70. \' OA 

44, ayaniire tods exOpots] love your enemies. This is the 
Christian ‘ Lex Talionis.’ Be not overcome of evil, but overcome 
evil with good. (Rom. xii. 2}.) 

45. bmws yévnode] that ye may become. 

— Bpéxet] for be, the popular word, still in use in Greece. 
So Bpoxn for berds, Bouvds for Upas, pap) (from ddpiov) for 
ix6¥s, and numerous other words used in the New Test., instead 
of the more refined forms, and still surviving in the vernacular 
Romaic. See the Introduction to St. Luke. 

46. reAGvu] Publicans. Tax-gatherers, Jewish subalterns and 
lessees of the Roman Publicani, and therefore doubly odious to 
those of their own nation. The Talmud classes them with thieves 
and assassins, and regards their repentance as impossible. 

48. *Eccode—rércio1| Ye shall be perfect. We who are created 
in God’s image, and restored in Christ, and made partakers of the 
divine nature in Him, are bound by the conditions of our creation, 
redemption, and sanctification, to endeavour to be like Him here, 
that we may have the fruition of His glorious Godhead hereafter. 
Ephes. v. 1. 1 Pet. i. 15. 1 John ii. 1. Cp. Matt. xix. 21. 

This Scripture was abused by the Pelagians, who argued that 
either it is possible for men to be perfect, i.e. sinless; or else 
Christ must be supposed to command an impossibility. See 
Jerome, adv. Pelag. (vol. iv. p. 491), who says, 

“Many imagine what is here commanded to be impossible. 
But Christ never commands impossibilities; but He prescribes 
such kind of perfection as was attained by David in the case of 
Saul and Absalom, and by Stephen the martyr in praying for his 
murderers, and by St. Paul in wishing to be accursed for his per- 
secutors. Acts vii. 60. Rom. ix. 3.” 
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a Rom. 12, 8. 


b Luke 14. 14. 


MATTHEW VI. 1—9. 
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Cu. VI. 1. dicasocdvnv] justitiam, Vulg., righteousness ; ap- 
plied to visible acts of righteousness ; specially to almsgiving. 
See Dan. ix. 24, where 7712 ( ata i.e. év dixasoodvn, is 
rendered by LXX and Theodotion év éAenuootvats. Cp. 2 Cor. 
ix. 10, where d:ca:oodvy has a similar sense. It is used in LXX 
for tom (chesed), i.e. mercy, e. g. Prov. xx. 28. Isa. lxiii. 7. 

Here the general word S:xaocdvn is used by our Lord 
as introductory to precepts on its three special branches, Alms- 
giving, Prayer, and Fasting, vv. 2—18. 

— pos 76] i.e. with that intention. We are to be seen to do 
good, but not to do good to be seen. Cp. v. 16. Gal. i, 10. 

2. “Orav mois €Aenuootyny] When thou doest alms; so He 
says v. 5, when thou prayest; and so in v. 16 He says, when ye 
fast. He could hardly have taught more forcibly the duty of 
Almsgiving, and of Prayer, and of Fasting, than by thus taking 
for granted that all His disciples will give alms, and pray, and 
fast ; and by teaching them how to do what He assumes that they 
will do. 

— pwr cadrtons] do not sound a trumpet. The allusion is to 
the use of Trumpets to summon public assemblies to see some 
fair spectacle, or hear some great thing. Num. x. 3, &c. 2 Kings 
ix. 13. Ps. lxxxi. 3. 

— broxpital] dmoxpiriys, properly a histrio or actor who 
brokpiverat TS Xop@, i.e. is an interlocutor with the chorus ; and 
wears a mask (mpoowmetov, personam), and plays a part. Hence 
the word is applied in Christian Ethics to those who “ tegunt sub 
persona quod sunt, et ostentant in persona quod non sunt.” 
(Aug.) On the use of the word boxpitis see below, xxiii. 13. 

Our Lord follows up the metaphor. The hypocrite acts a 
part on this world’s stage, to be seen of men; but your Theatre 


is to be the Omniscience of God your heavenly Father, and the | 


presence of the World and of Angels at the judgment to come. If 
you wish to be glorious, conceal your good deeds here, and they 
will have a brighter crown hereafter. (S. Chrys.) He calls them 
hypocrites, i.e. actors, wearing a mask; pretending to pray to 
God, they look around for the praise of men. 

— améxovor] They bear off with them their full reward ; ‘id 
quod iis debetur.’ On the use of ab see xxii. 21. 

3. uh ywdérw] let not thy left hand know; much less let it 
hold the trumpet to thy mouth, —ceavrdy AdvOave. (Theoph.) 

4, + kputtg@] Observe the article here and v. 6; not a secret 
place merely, but in secret,—sbutting out worldly considerations, 

6. ropieiov] as Daniel did. Dan. vi. 10. The word tasrefoy is 
used by the LXX, in Gen. xliii. 30, for the private chamber to 
which Joseph retired to weep. See also in Exod. vili. 3, and 
passim. On the other form tapezov see Winer, p. 86. 

The Fathers give also a figurative sense to this precept, e. g. 

S. Ambrose (Cain and Abel, c. 9) thus: Enter into the secret 
chamber (7d kpurrdy) of thine own mind wherever thou art, shut 
the door thereof against the world, and commune with God. So 
S. Jerome, ‘‘ Claude ostium, et mente ora, uti faciebat Anna 
mater Samuelis.”” ‘‘ Hoc orationis cubiculum,” says S. Ambrose, 
“ ubique tecum est.” We may enter the xpumrdy or chamber of 


our own hearts, even in a crowd,—“ et ubique secretum est, cujus 
arbiter nullus est nisi solus Deus,” ‘ Qui,” as S. Cyprian de 
Orat. says, ‘non vocis sed cordis auditor est.” 

7. TIpocevxyduevor wh Bartodoyhonte] ‘‘ Bdrros dicitur fuisse 
Poéta quidam qui multa inaniter garriebat eademque moles- 
tissimé inculcabat.” (Mintert inv. Cp. Suidas inv.) Hence 
BarroAoyeiv, to use vain repetitions; to repeat for repetition’s 
sake, 

Our Lord repeated the same words in prayer in His Agony, 
Matt. xxvi. 44. He teaches us here that the essence of prayer is 
not in the utterance of the lips, but in the colloquy of the heart 
with God; and by His own practice in His Agony He instructs 
us that the affection of the heart is stimulated and sustained by 
the ministry of the lips saying the same words. 

8. olde ydp] But since God knows what we need before we 
ask, why should we pray? Not to inform Him, but to exercise 
ourselves in communion with Him. (Chrys.) We are not narra- 
tors, but suppliants. It is one thing to inform the ignorant, and 
another thing to beseech the Omniscient. (Jerome.) 

9. Obrws oty mpocedxeobe] Our Lord here, by this Prayer— 

Authorizes forms of prayer. And in ‘‘the Lord’s Prayer ”’ 
our Lord adopts petitions already in use in Forms of Prayer among 
the Jews. See Vitringa de Synagog. iii. 692. Lightfoot and 
Schoetigen, pp. 61—65. Cp. on vi. 34. 

Compare the prescribed form of priestly Benediction, Num. 
vi. 23. Deut. xxvi. 13. 

He also delivers a particular form of prayer to be used, and 
to serve as a pattern for the subject and order of our desires and 
prayers; and therefore as a guide for our practice. 

On this Prayer see Tertullian de Oratione, p. 129, Paris 
1695, who calls the Lord’s Prayer ‘“ Breviarium Evangelii,” and 
S. Cyprian de Oratione Dominica, p. 395, ed. Ven. 1728. Aug. 
de Serm. M. ii. 4—8, and Serm. 56—88, ‘ad Competentes post 
symbolum traditum.” Gregor. Nyssen. in de Orat. Domin. i. p, 
712—761. Origen, mepl edx7js, i. 226, and S. Cyril Hierosolym. 
Catech. 23, p. 329. Bp. Andrewes, v. 350—476, who calls it 
“a compendium of faith,” and Mede, 1—18. 

As the Decalogue is in two tables, so the Lord’s Prayer is in 
two parts; making together seven petitions,—the first three re- 
lating to God, the latter Jour toman. (Aug.) Bp. Andrewes, v. 
p. 381. 

— Idrep iav] Father of us. Not juérepe. He lays the 
Foundation of Prayer in Love. If God is our Father, we should 
honour Him as His children; and if He is the father of us 
(judv), we should love one another as brethren. Let us remem- 
ber also, for our comfort and joy, Who it is that authorizes and 
encourages us to use these words, the Son of God, co-equal and 
of One Substance with the Father. 

The whole Trinity 3s addressed in the Lord’s Prayer, cp. 
Tertullian de Orat. 2, “In Patre Filius adoratur, Ego enim, 
inquit, et Pater unum sumus.” (John x. 30.) 

— ayiag OAT 7d bvoua) Hallowed be Thy Name. God's 
Name, bvoua, Hebr. oy (Shem), has a comprehensive meaning. 


MATTHEW VI. 10—21. 
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Heb. 13. 5. 


KN€mTAL OV Sioptocovow ovoe KAémrtovow: 7 
DMO, Exel Cora Kal H Kapdia Tar. 


See Mede, p. 5. It signifies whatever belongs to God,—His 


Essence, Attributes, House, Day, Word, Ministers, &c. See 
Exod. xxiii. 21. Levit. xxiv. 11. 16. 1 Sam. xvii. 45. Ps. 
viii, 1; xx. 1. 73; xlviii. 10; cxiii. 1; cxlviti. 5. 13; Mal. i. 
ll. 14. 


This is to be our first aim and desire in all things—the glory 
of God, 1 Cor. x. 31. (Chrys.) 

10. yevnOijrw] let it be done, as by angels in heaven, so by us 
on earth. (Jerome.) 

11. thy &ptov—tody émioic.v] Bread—the Hebrew om), a 
synecdoche for “ quicquid ad vitam sustentandam utile est.” 
Gen. xliii. 25. 31, 32. 

The word émiotc.ov, a new word, as Origen observes (de 
Orat.), peculiar to the New Testament, and marking the newness 
of the precept involved in this petition, seems to be formed in 
the same way as 7reptovc1os (superfluous), and is contrasted with 
it, and signifies what is necessary, not mepi-ovc.ov, but sufficient 
for our ovcta or existence; hence &pros émtovc.os is the same as 
pr on? (lehem hukki) in Agur’s prayer, Prov. xxx. 8; and this 
petition appears to be derived from it. (Mede.) 

It has been said by many learned modern interpreters, that 
émovawos is derived from 7 éxiodca juépa (to-morrow), and can- 
not come from éz) and ovota, for it would be ézovcuos. 

But this opinion does not seem satisfactory. It is hardly con- 
sistent with Matt. vi. 34, to pray to-day for to-morrow’s bread. 

’Emovotos, from ém) and ovcia, may be compared with 
émidydo0s, éxlowos, énlorros, énlopkos, éxlovpos, where the vowel 
is not elided. 

And so the Ancient Church understood the phrase; e. g. 
Chrys. tprov émt thy ovalav diaBalvovra, and Basil. reg. brev. 
253, Tov uptov Thy mpds Thy ephuepov Cwoyy TH obola iar 
xpnopevovta. Theoph. ém 7h ovola cal cvordoe avtéprn, and 
Euthym. and Suidas, and Etymol. M. 6 em ti otola nuey 
apud(wy. So also the Peschito and Philoxenian Versions, and S. 
Cyril Alex. on Luke xi. 3, p.341, ed. Payne Smith, and S. Cyril 
Hierosol. p. 329, speaking of daily bread in a spiritual sense, 6 
ém) thy ovotayv Tis Wuxis Kararacodpuevos, and so the Greeks 
now understand it. See the Athenian ed. of Euthym. 1842, p. 
110. 

The Version of the Western Church has supersubstantialis. 

See also Joseph Mede’s excellent Hssay, p. 125, who observes 
that the petition may be thus paraphrased, toy dproy judy, wi) 
mepltovatov, GAAG Toy emLovaroy dds juiv ohuepov. Schoettgen 
here (pp. 63. 71, 72) cites passages from the Rabbis, which show 
that even among the most pious of the Jews it was not usual to 
pray for the things of the morrow. 

The Fathers comprehend also under this bread, the spiritual 
food of the Word and Sacraments. Tertullian de Oratione 6, 
“Panem spiritualiter intelligarmus, Christus enim panis noster.” 
“ Hune panem quotidié nobis postulamus,”’ says S. Cyprian, de 
Orat. Dom., as the Manna in the wilderness. (Cp. John vi. 33.) 
So the English Catechism,—‘ all things that be needful for our 
souls and bodies.”’ 


y , 5) ¢ \ 
omov yap é€otw 6 Onoavpos 


12. &des TH bHEAHuata] forgive our debts. “ apidv re- 
spondet verbo Chald. et Syr. paw, quod non modo valet, dimit- 
tere, relinguere, sinere, sed etiain condonare, remittere, et tunc ei 
fere jungitur 1m dpelAnua, v. Buwtorf. Lex. Talm. h v. atque sic 
etiam h. 1. agrevar notat, condonare, remittere, Hebr. noo; ut ap. 
tovs 6° Ps, xxv. 18, &pes Tas Guaptias wou’ ad Num. xiv. 19. Is. 
lv. 7. Voces 317 et 217 etiam de peccatis usurpantur, v. Buxtorfii 
Lex. Talm. p. 714 s. et Vorstius de Hebraism. N. T. p. 74 ss. 
hine et ap. Luc. xi. 4. pro 6gesAnuara legitur Guaprlas, et infra 
v. 14. dpesAquara commutatur cum ropamTdéuara.’’ (Kuin.) See 
below on Eph. i. 7. ; 

Hence S. Augustine argues against the Pelagians, that no 
one is without sin. iS. Aug. de Peccat. ii. 10, and c. Epist. Parmen. 
ii. 10. 8. Cyprian (de Orat. Dom.) says “hine docetur homo 
peccare se quotidié.” 

— apteuev] we forgive. The Vatican MS. and Z, and Origen 
have aojrauer, we have forgiven them; before we come to ask 
forgiveness of Thee. 

3. uh eioevéyxns] Quoted by S. Polycarp, Phil. 7. God 
tempts no one (James i. 13; cp. Aug. de Serm. in M. ii. 9); but 
He sometimes permits the Tempter to try the faith and patience 
of His servants, as Job (i. 12; ii. 6), and our Lord Himself (iv. 1). 
We are taught to pray here that God would not lead us into 
Temptation, i.e. allow us to run into it—“ Ne nos induci patiaris.”’ 
(Tertullian)—(though the Tempter may be allowed to attack us), 
much less go in quest of it; and thus we are reminded of our frailty, 
and acknowledge it, and our need of grace, and of watchfulness 
against Satan, and of prayer for the Holy Spirit. Cp. Christ’s own 
prayer in His Agony. See Matt. xxvi. 39, and Bp. Andrewes, 
v. 458. 467, on this text. 

— Tov movnpov] the wicked one. Tovnpds is to be distin- 
guished from Kaxds, because it always signifies moral evil; whereas 
kakds sometimes means physical evil only. 

The Doxology é7: cov éoriw 7 Bactrcla Kal 7 Sdvamis Kad 4 
ddéa eis Tods ai@vas Guyv is found in EH, G, K, L, M, §, U, V, A, 
but is not in B, D, Z, Lr, or in the oldest Versions and Fathers ; 
and was probably added in the beginning of the fourth century, 
from the primitive usage of Christian Churches in reciting the 
Lord’s Prayer in their public Liturgies. 

Mr. Humphry (on Acts xxi. 14) and Prof Blunt (on the 
Christian Church, p. 38) well compare 2 Tim. iv. 18, where St. 
Paul adopts the substance and order of the last two petitions in 
the Lord’s Prayer with the Doxology. 

16. “Oray vnotednre] When ye fast. Our Lord is speaking here 
of private fasts, not of fasts imposed by public authority. Fasting 
was prescribed by the Old Law; but with the exception of the 
annual fast on the day of Atonement (Lev. xvi. 1—34; xxiii. 
27—29. Cp. Numbers xxix. 7), the times were left, for the most 
part, to private discretion. Some (e. g. the Pharisees) fasted twice 
a week (Monday and Thursday), Luke xviii. 12. (Lightfoot.) Our 
Lord anticipates that His disciples wil/ fast. On the duty, design, 
and proper meaning of fasting, see Basil, de Jejunio ii, p. 1—15. 
621. 
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MATTHEW VI. 22—34. YII. 1--3. 


A i e , 
(%.) 2"'O \dyvos Tod cdpards eatw 6 dPOahyds éav ody 6 dPOahpos cov 
an BS 9 a aN Koy Chae / 
dthods 7, Odov 75 Tua Gov hwrtewov eoraur ™ éav dé 6 dfOahpds cov Tovnpos 
> yY an »Y > 5 X\ “ AS 3 \ / 3 AN ‘ 
» ONOV TO TOA Tov TKOTEWOV ETTAL' EL OUY TO ~@s TO EV TOL DKOTOS EGTL, TO 
, , 
OKOTOS TOGOV. 
48 94 0 > A , Q , , x N Q y , \ 
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\ an 
dvvacbe Oca Sovlevew Kat payor. 
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ee ren cerctey Ty Nepe y KaKta curs, | ; 

1 Cor. 4. 3—5. 0 la \ / Y 

Janis 441, 12. VII. (44) !*My xpivere, wa py xpibyre. 
Mark 4. 24. 


b Luke 6. 41, 42. 


KpOynoecbe Kai &v @ pétp@ meTpeite, petpnOnoerar vu. 


2éy @ yap Kpipate Kpivere, 


(22) 3° 7% 88 Bre. 


22. opOadrpods amdovs] “ simplex oculus et purus simplicia intue- 
tur et pura.” “ Lippientes oculi.” says S. Jerome, “ solent lucernas 
videre numerosas.”’? The amdAots dpOaduds, or single eye, is that 
which has only one object, clearly and distinctly reflected on the 
spiritual retina; viz. the glory of God. ‘‘ It does not see double,”’ 
it does not look to serve God and Mammon. Thy body will be 
full of light, if thou hast one object in view, i.e. the glory of God 
seen in the way of obedience to His Law. 

See Bp. Sanderson (Prelect. de Obligat. Conse. ii. § 11, vol. 
iv. p. 31), who observes, that singleness of purpose,—or good in- 
tention, properly so called,—here includes good means not less 
than a good end, and quotes S. Bernard, ‘“ Ut oculus sit simplex, 
duo sunt necessaria, charitas in intentione et in electione veritas.”’ 


“ Him, only him, the hand of God defends 
Whose means are pure and spotless as his ends.” 


24. pauwvG] Mammon, from Syriac wad (mammuna), 
riches ; which appears to be derived from jinm (hamon), abun- 
dance. ‘* Non dixit, qui habet divitias sed qui servit divitiis ; qui 
divitiarum servus est custodit ut servus; qui servitutis excussit 
jugum, distribuit eas ut Dominus.”’ (Jerome.) Cp. Luke xvi. 9. 
11. 13. 

This verse is cited uynmoviKGs Kal mapappaorixas by Clement 
Rom. ii. 6, A€yer 6 Kipios, oddels oikérns Sbvarat Svoi kuptors 
Sovacveiv edy juets OeAwmey kal OcG Sovdcvew kal Mapwva, 
aobupopoy Huty eorTt. Th yap dpedos, édv Tis Toy BAoY KdoMoY 
Kepdhon Thy dé Wuxhy CnuiwOH; eo) BE obTos aidy Kad 6 wéAAwY 
500 exOpo) . .. ov duvdueba T dv Bo pidror civen. 

25. uh pcpyuvare] be not careful; divided about, be not dis- 
tracted by. Our Lord does not forbid provident forethought (cp. 
1 Tim. y. 8), as was imagined by the Enchites, ‘‘ qui volebant 
semper e¥xeoGa et nunquam laborare,” against whom S. Augus- 
tine wrote his book ‘‘ de Opere Monachorum”’ (vi. 797; xi. 446). 
“ Dominus,” says S. Aug., ‘“propter exemplum loculos habuit.” 
But he forbids anxious, restless, and distrustful solicitude about 
earthly things,—and this He does by seven considerations. 1. 
The care which God shows for our life and our bodies (see Chrys. 
and Jerome). 2. For the inferior creatures which exist for our 
sake. 3. Because all our care is vain without God. 4 Froma 
consideration of the flowers and grass which God clothes and 
adorns. 5. Because such solicitude is unchristian and heathenish. 


6. Because God adds every thing necessary to them who seek 
jirst His Kingdom. 7. Because sufficient unto the day is the 
evil thereof. Cp. Phil. iv. 6. 1 Pet. v. 7. 

— Tis Tpopijs] its food. Tod évdduaros, its clothing. 

27. jAutay] age. Perhaps it may here mean term or space 
of human life, compared to a race-course ; and no¢ stature as in 
Luke ii. 52; xix. 3, and so Theophylact. It would be a great 
thing to add a cubit (a foot and a half) to the stature, whereas 
our Lord is here speaking of something that is least, see Luke 
xii..26. No one can add even a cubit’s length to the term of life 
which God gives him. On this use of #Aucia for aye see John 
ix. 2]. 23. Heb. xi. 11, and Wetstein’s note here. 

28. «piva] xplvoy is properly the white lily,—the emblem of the 
Church,—Cant. ii. 1, 2; and also, in a secondary sense, a common 
name for all flowers. xpiva = &v@y KadAlmvoa. (Hesych ) 

29. ZorAouwy] ‘Christus veré scivit Solomenis amictum.”’ 
(Beng.) On this text see also below, Luke xii. 27, 28. 

80. eis KAlBavoy] the kiln, or oven. From lack of timber in 
Palestine, xéptos, yrass, &c. was used as fuel. See above, iii. 10. 

34. pepyuvhoe éavtis] So B, C, G, L, S, V, and other MSS. 
—not T& EauTijs, i. e. to-morrow will be careful about itself; to- 
morrow will bring its own weight of cares: do not forestall them 
to-day. So povri{w with genit. Matth. G. G. § 326. 

— 4 Kaxla] vewatio or erumna, not} movnpla, or malitia. See 
Tertullian c. Marcion. ii. 24. Jerome, Epist. 147, and above, v. 
13. Cp. Gen. xlvii. 9. 

This adage is found in the Talmud Berachot, fol. 9. 2. 
Vorst, de Adag. N. T. p. 806. 

Our Lord adopts and spiritualizes several proverbial sayings 
in succession, which were known to the Jews. (See on verses 2, 
3, 6 of the next Chapter.) In the same manner as in the Lord’s 
Prayer He adopted and spiritualized petitions from the Jewish 
Liturgy (see above, vi. 9). He thus exemplified His own precept 
concerning new wine and new bottles (Matt. ix. 16, 17), and on 
bringing out of the storehouse things new and old (xiii. 52). In 
all these cases He animates the old letter with the new Spirit. 


Cu. VII. 1. Mi pivere] Judge not ye. Quoted by S. Polycarp, 
Philipp. 2, p. 507, who also cites v. 3.10. On this precept, see 
Dr. Barrow’s Sermon xx. vol. i. p. 431. 456. 


2. €v d mwérpw] ey preserves its usual sense here, in what mea- 


MATTHEW VII. 4—14. 
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TEs TO Kappos TO ev TY ddOapneo Tod ddekfod Gov, THy dé &v TO oO SPOalue@ 
Soxdv od Katavoels ; * i} was epeis TH ASEAPO cov, "Ades exBarw Td Kdpdos 


amo Tov dpGaiyov cov: Kal idod 7 Sods ev TO dh0adlna Gov; 


5 e Q 
UTOK LTO, 


exBahe tpatov THv Soxdv ex Tod dd0ahpod cov, Kal TéTe SiaBrébers éexBarewy 


TO Kappos €x TOD 6hOahp0d Tod ddedod cov. 


§2 \ aA \ 9 an \ , e rn 
(=) ° My Sare 76 ayov tots Kvol, pndée Badnre Tods papyapitas vuaov 

» A A \ 2. OA \ 
Eutpoobe TaV Yolpwr, mHTOTE KaTaTATHOWTW avTOds EV TOUS TOT AUTMV, Kal 


- Cae c Las 
otpadevtes pyEwow tpas. 


63 > a A A \ e la 4 X 
(+) 1 °Airetre, kat SoOnoerar piv Lyteire, Kal evpnoete KpoveTe, Kal coh. 21.22. 


3 P e La) 8 
QVvolyNnOETatL URW, 


> (ov ML SS (0 3 5 , A 10 
QuUTOU apTov, LN Nt OV ETLOWOEL QauT@ 3 


4 lal io 
Sdoe aire ; |! * ei 


A \ e re , Ne A es \ A 
Tas yap oO airav hapBaver, Kat 0 CyTav evploKel, Kal TH 
UA b) , ‘ 9 d - > ee € n ” ia) a Ss > , € io 
Kpovovtt avouyjoerau 9°) Tis €otw e& dyav avOpwros, dv édv aitiay oO vids 
Lh SS » 3 
Kal éay tyOdv aityon, pn opw ém- 
e -~ Ney, A , +) XN 5 56 “A 
El OU YpEls TOVNpOl 6vTEs otdaTe Sdmata ayaa OiwdvaL TOLS e Luke 11. 13. 


Mark 11, 24. 
Luke 11. 9. 

John 14, 13. 

& 15.7. & 16. 23, 
James 1. 5, 6. 

1 John 3. 22. 

d Luke 11. 11. 


, Gis , lay € \ Co tEAu cl 5 A > A § , p) ba a 
TEKVOLS ULO?Y, TOT peaddov Oo T2771) P UP@V O EV TOLS OUVPAVOLS WOEL aya a TOL 


AN SEEes, 
QLTOVOLV AUTOV. 


Ss yg yg aA aA WA \ 
(=) ® *Hdvra ovv doa dv Oédnte va Tovdow tpi ot dvOpwror, ovTw Kal 
UMELS TOLELTE AUTOLS* OUTOS yap €oTw 6 vomos Kal ob Tpopynrat. 
S n wn Y A A ce 
(+) 138 HicéhOere Oud THs oTEvnS TUANs, OTL TAaTELA Hh TAH, Kal EUPVY@pos 
4 € Q e > , > \ 3 , XA , °° e >: , PS) - 
600s 7) amdyovoa eis THY amddeLav, Kal Todot ciow ol eloepydpevor Su 
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f Luke 6. 31. 
Tob. 4. 16. 
Matt. 22. 40. 
Rom. 13. 8, 10. 
Gal. 5. 14. 
Pim. 15: 

g Luke 13, 24. 


> la ‘\ ¢€ D \ / ¢€ € \ € b) / 3 ‘\ 4X 
QuT7s;, OTL OTEVY) 1) mudn, KQL TEONYLBEVY 7] 600s y amTayovuo a Eels THV Cony, 


NV o9\7 SEN Cie ein yee? 
KQL diyou €lLO LV OL EVPLOKOVTES QuTyV. 


sure, large or small, or just the contrary. On this adage, which 
is found in the Talmud Sota, cap. i., see Vorst, p. 801. 


8. kdppos] mote. ‘* Festuca, stipula, palea que in oculos facilé 
involat” (@ Lapide) “ opponitur d0x@ trabi.”” This proverb was 
already familiar to the Jews. See Talmud Erachin, c. 2, and 
Baba Bathra, c. 2, and next note. 


6. «vot] to doys. By xtves S. Aug. understands ‘ impugnatores 
veritatis ;’ by xo%por, ‘contemptores.’ Both were among the un- 
clean animals of the Levitical Law (Lev. xi. 1—7); on whose 
moral significance see W. Jones of Nayland, Zoologia Ethica, 
vol. ii. p. 115, ed. 1826. See also his Serm. xxix. on this text. 

This, like most of our Lord’s proverbial sayings, appears to 
have been already current among the Jews. See West. and 
Vorst, de Adag. N. T., p. 780, ed. Lips. 1778, cap. i. of Mifchar 
Happeninim,—‘ Ne projiciatis margaritas coram porcis, et ne 
tradatis sapientiam ei qui ignorat preestantiam ejus.”’ 

As to our Lord’s use of heathen proverbs, see below, on 
Luke v. 39. Acts xxvi. 14. 

— phtwow] rend you. Pearls are like pulse; and the swine 
would be irritated by the casting any thing before them as if 
it were food, when they found that it was not food. Many 
proofs have been given of the savage violence of swine and dogs 
in the East. See Wetstein here, and Winer, R.-W.-B. i. p. 516, 
and ii. p. 438, 

11. iets movnpot) ye, being evil —. Scripture does not commend 
itself to the world by speaking well of it; more wonder is it that 
Scripture has been received by men as God’s word. (Cp. Beng.) 

12. va] On this use of tva see Mark vi. 25; ix. 30. Winer, 
p- 301. It is the va of modern Greek. 

— ovrds éorw 6 vouos kal of mpodita] this is the Law and 
the Prophets, i.e. the sum of the revealed will of God,—which 
among the Jews was known by the name ‘‘The Law and the 
Prophets.’”’ See Luke xvi. 16. Matt. xi. 13; xxii. 40. 


18. EioéAere] Tisch., Lach. read cicéAdare, the Alexandrine 
form. On these and other similar forms the following remarks 
from Valckenaer (Schole, ii. p. 466) deserve attention. ‘ Ob- 
servetur, formulam banc esse Alexandrinam. Pro épvyoy, éra- 
Bov, <ldov, etpov, HAGov, elmoy Alewandrini pronunciabant in 
prima persona %pvya, ®haBa, eida—in tertiis autem personis 
epuyav, tAaBar, eldav, eupay, 7AOuy, eimay. Talia reperientur 
ubiq. in Vers. gr. V. T., nusquam occurrunt apud Scriptores 
yveteres Greecos, nisi quod «laa et eimay Iones quogq. adhibuerunt 
Herodotus et Hippocrates. Legat quis Libros, qui dicuntur, 

- Maccabeorum, reperiet in i. Libro mpoohAbay, cimay, vay, 
egfaeay, alia et plura: nihil horum reperiet in Libro ii. iii. iv. 
cur non ? quia Lid. i. scriptus veteri ista dialecto Alexandrina ; at 

Vox. I, 


Libri ii. iii. iv. unum habent auctorem ab auctore Libri primi 
diversissimum, qui sermonis genere fuit usus elegantissimo, et 
multum dissimili norme scribendi obvie in Libro primo. Ob- 
servetur et Libri secundi initium esse querendum nostris in 
Editt. in medio fere capite ii.; quee precedunt alterius sunt 
generis, itidem Alexandrino more scripta, et malé conflata cum 
libello isto egregio, qui continet nihil aliud, nisi brevem historiam 
rerum a Juda Maccabeo gestarum, quas res Auctor Libri i. non 
tantum nobis enarravit, sed gesta Fratrum Jude, temporumg. 
sequentium.”’ 

14. br: orevh] It is very remarkable that the preponderance 
of Manuscript authority is in favour of tf orev}, which reading is 
found in B**, C, E, G, K, L, M, 8, U, V, A, and many Cursives 
and Versions, and has been adopted by Meyer, Fritz., Arnoldi, 
Tregelles, not by Tisch. ed. 1858, and Alf, who read éte with 
B*, X, and Origen ; and 871 is also supported by S. Cyril, in his 
newly-recovered commentary on St. Luke, p. 351, and p. 461, ed. 
Payne Smith, Oxf. 1859. It is to be observed, that B* has 
ort dé. 

The reading tf seems to be inadmissible. It appears to be 
due to the idiom of a declining and barbarous Grecism, using that 
word as an interjection, as it is explained by Theophyl. and 
Etymol. M. in Wetstein, p. 343, tt kadt, and as is now common 
in the language of modern Greece, according to which, ti orev) 
would mean how narrow! But such an interjectional use is 
without example in the Greek Testament; and the passages cited 
in its behalf from the LXX (2 Sam. vi. 20. Cant. vii. 6) are not 
parallel, because rf is there not used with an adjective, but a 
verb. 

Besides, the reader can hardly fail to feel, that such an ex- 
clamation as ‘How narrow is the gate!’’ is not in harmony with 
the didactic gravity of the subject, and the majestic dignity of the 
Speaker, in the passage before us. 

It is observable also, that those Editors who have admitted 
zl into the text are not agreed as to its sense. See Fritz., 
p. 293. Meyer, p.165. Arnoldi, p. 197. 

The narrowness of the gate appears from various historical 
types of salvation; i.e. Lot and his daughters in Sodom; Noah 
and seven persons in the Flood; Caleb and Joshua in the Wii- 
derness ; and from our Lord’s saying, ‘‘ Many are called, but few 
chosen.”’ (Matt. xx. 16.) 

The gate is strait; let the knowledge of its straitness stimu- 
late our energies, and make us sérive to enter it. See xi. 12. 
Luke xiii. 24. And though the gate is strait, yet wide is the city 
—the heavenly city—to which it leads, orev) ) mbAn, odx 7 
mwéA.s. (Chrys) 

-— thy Gwhv] Observe thy, the life : that which alone deserves 
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to be called life. 
mors.”’ (Beng.) 

15. Wevdorpopytay] false teachers. 
xii. 6. 1 Cor. xi. 4; xiv. 6. Titus i. 12. 

16.’Amd Tv Kaprév] From the fruits of their teaching: not from 
their acts alone, because acts seemingly virtuous are often nothing 
more than the Sheep’s clothing in which the Wolf wraps himself 
in order that he may deceive and devour the Sheep. See Bp. 
Sanderson, Sermon ix. § 31, on 1 Tim. iii. 16, vol. i. p. 244. 
“Non ex foliis neque ex floribus,’”’ says S. Bernard, ep. 107, 
“sed ex fructu arbor bona malave dignoscitur ;”’ and see Water- 
land on the Trinity, chap. v. vol. v. p. 106. 

18. od Sdvara:}] cannot. Christ does not say that a good tree 
cannot become bad (as Jovinian and others inferred), or that man 
has no free agency (see S. Jerome), as the Manichzeans said; but 
that while it is good it produces good fruits, as a consequence and 
proof of its goodness; and it cannot be called good, if it does not 
bring forth good fruit. 

22. ev éxelyn TH Tucpe] in that Day—the Great Day. Mal. 
iii. 17. Luke x. 12; xxi. 34. ‘They will then say to Me.’ 
Observe, having concluded His sermon, He presents Himself as 
our Judge, and describes the Judgment to come. 

— mpoepytetoomey| preached. Seev. 15. Balaam and Caia- 
phas prophesied. Pharaoh and Nebuchadnezzar had revelations 
of the future. Judas worked miracles. Such things are per- 
mitted, for a manifestation of God’s power, for the conviction of 
sinners, and for the edification of others. (S. Jerome.) 

So He said to His disciples, ‘‘ Rejoice not that the spirits are 
subject unto you, but that your names are written in heaven.”’ 
(Luke x. 20.) He teaches us, that faith will not profit us without 
works ; no, nor wiil miracles. Hence St. Paul, ‘‘ If I have faith so 
as to move mountains, and know all mysteries, but have not cha- 
rity, it profiteth me nothing.” (1 Cor. xiii. 2.) Let us then take 
good heed not to work iniquity, and let us not consider ourselves 
disparaged, because we do not work miracles now. We shall be 
none the worse at the day of Judgment on that account, when 
God will not require of us miracles, but holiness. (Chrys.) 

23. 0d. yyw] I never knew you as Mine. 

24. duordow adrév] I will liken, or compare him, see v. 26; 
not I will make him like,—a sense, however, which the word 
also years sometimes in N. T., e.g. Acts xiv. 11. 


“Vita enim presens non est vita, sed potius 


See v. 22, and on Rom. 


25. % Bpoxf] the rain. ‘ Articulus significat pluviam non de- 
futuram.”’ (Beng.) 

“ The rain descended. A prophecy verified in the primitive 
Church, bearing all the brunt of the waves and storms of the 
world, of People, of Tyrants, of friends, of strangers, of the Devil 
himself persecuting her, and venting all the hurricane of his rage 
upon her. She stood firm, because she was built upon the Rock. 
So far from being injured, she was made more glorious by the 
assault.”’ (Chrys.) 

— én) tiv métpay] on the Rock, as distinguished from rv 
&umov (26). See above onv. 1. ‘‘ Mysticé petra est Christus; 
‘Tile edificat in Christo, qui quod audit ab illo facit.’’’? (@ La- 
pide.) 

Christ built His Church upon a Rock, Petra (Matt. xvi. 18), 
and Peter (Petrus) derived his name from this Petra. See Rom. 
ix. 33. 1 Cor. x. 4. 1 Pet. ii. 8. The foundation, which the 
Apostle laid as a Master-builder (1 Cor. iii. 10—16), is the one 
Lord Jesus Curist. On this solid and firm foundation, the 
Church of Christ is built. But all doctrines of Heresy are built 
on the sand, which is unstable, and cannot be consolidated; and 
they are built only to fall. (S. Jerome.) Cp. on Matt. xvi. 18. 

28. Kal éyévero] This Hebraism, so often repeated by the 
Evangelist St. Matthew (see ix. 10; xi. 1; xiii, 53; xix. 1; 
xxvi. 1; cp. Vorst, p. 601), served continually to remind the 
Jewish and Hellenistic reader of the connexion of the Gospel His- 
tory with the narrative of the Old Testament. It would be diffi- 
cult to find any other Books in the World where it occurs in 
the same manner as in the two Testaments. 

29. jy diddoKkwv—ads eLovolay Exwv—ovx ds of Tpapmarets] 
He was teaching them as one having authority, and not as the 
Scribes. 

There were various points of difference between Christ and 
the Scribes ; viz. 

In the sudject of teaching: Christ taught concerning grave 
spiritual matters; the Scribes, on frivolous trifles and superficial 
formalities. (See the Talmud, passim.) 

Christ did what He taught. Not so the Scribes. 

Christ taught with fervour and energy. 

Christ confirmed His teaching by miracles. 

Christ taught as the Divine Law-Giver; the Scribes as only 
doctors of the Law. 


MATTHEW VIII. 1—9. 
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Christ in His teaching sought only the glory of God; the 
Scribes, that of men, and their own. 

Christ gave divine grace to His hearers (if they were hum- 
ble), to receive and do His Word. Not so they. 

Christ’s doctrine was perfect; that of the Scribes erroneous 
and defective. 


Cu. VIII. 1. airG] repeated for greater emphasis and clear- 
ness. See iv. 16; v. 40; xxvi. 71. Mark v.2. Winer, G. G., 
p- 133. 

2. Aerpds] a leper. Our Lord enforces His Sermon by a 
Miracle ; and begins with healing that disease, Leprosy, which was 
regarded by the Jews as almost incurable. Cp. Jahn, § 189. 

Observe also, that there is a moral meaning and dogmatic 
teaching in the Miracles, which the Holy Spirit here records as 
wrought by our Lord after His Sermon on the Mount ; 

Leprosy was to the body what Sin is to the soul. Christ 
heals the Leper by His touch. Human Nature was typified by 
that Leper. He healed us all by His touch. He touched us by 
taking our Nature (see Heb. ii. 16), and thus cleansed us. ‘ The 
blood of Jesus Christ,’’ shed on the Cross, and poured, as it were, 
into our veins, “ cleanseth us from all sin.”’ (1 John i. 7.) 

3. jwaro aitov| He touched the leper. To show that He was 
above the Law, which forbad contact with leprosy (Lev. xiii. 46. 
Num. vy. 2. Tertullian adv. Marcion. iv. 9); and to prove that 
He is the Source of purification even to what is most unclean, 
whether in body or soul. He stretched out His hand and touched 
the leper, to show that He is not subject to the Mosaic law, but 
superior to it. Elisha did not touch Naaman the leper, but con- 
formed to the strictness of the law, and sent him to Jordan to 
wash. But the Lord touches the leper; and thus shows that He 
heals not as a servant, but a Lord; His hand was not rendered 
unclean by touching the leper, but the whole body of the leper 
was cleansed by the touch of that holy hand. (Chrys.) See also 
on ix. 20. 

— Oédrw, KabapicOnt1] I will; be thou cleansed! ‘Volo; 
magna potestas.’’ (Beng.) ‘ Dicit ‘ Volo,’ propter Photinum ”’ 
(who said that Christ was a mere man); ‘‘amperat, propter 
Arium”’ (who denied His equality with the Father); ‘“ tangit, 
propter Manicheum’”’ (who said that Christ had not human flesh, 
but was only a phantom). Ambrose in Luc. v. 12. Thus His 
Miracles refute Heresies; and teach the true Faith. 

“ Prima miracula,”’ says Beng., ‘‘ confestim fecit, ne videretur 
cum labore facere; posteaquam auctoritatem sibi constituerat, 
moram interdum adhibuit salutarem.’’ Cp. Mark viii. 24. 

S. Jerome adduces here a remarkable example of error, 
arising from the exclusive use of the Latin Version, ‘‘ Volo mun- 
dare,” which many of the Latins, he informs us, then interpreted 
as if ‘‘mundare’’ were the active infinitive, instead of the passive 
imperative.—‘‘ J will, be thou clean.’’ Christ says this to prove 
the truth of the leper’s declaration. 

Contrast here the mode of our Lord’s working miracles with 
that of the Apostles. He says, ‘‘I will,’ they say, ‘* Why look 
ye so earnestly on us, as though by our own power or holiness we 
had made this man to walk?’’ And they ascribe the effect to 
Christ alone, His name, through faith in his name, hath made this 
man whole. Acts iii. 12—16. Cp. Acts ix. 34. 

4. under etrys] tell no man. Why was this? 

To give a lesson against vain-glory. To teach humility. 

To avoid giving offence to His enemies by exciting their 
envy and jealousy. To allow them time to examine into the 


evidence of His works and claims. To show them that He had 
no desire to raise a party for Himself, and to set up Himself as a 
rival to them. Not to expose the person healed to persecution as 
a disciple of Christ. 

To wean them from their carnal and earthly notions of the 
Messiah ; and to teach them what the true character of the Mes- 
siah was, viz. one of meekness and suffering as well as of power 
and of glory. 

But yet the miracle was to be made known in an orderly 
manner by an appeal to the Priests who were legally appointed to 
examine the criteria of the case (Lev. xiii. 2; xiv. 2; xv. 29, 
30), and who might thus be satisfied that He was not at variance 
with the Law, but revered and obeyed it. 

And since the Priests were, for the most part, hostile to Jesus, 
their testimony would be of greater value; and if they were can- 
didly disposed, they would thus be led to acknowledge Him to be 
what He professed to be, and what His works proved Him to be. 
And in His gracious tenderness to them, He would give them the 
opportunity of making a spontaneous acknowledgment of His 
Power, instead of having it forced upon them by others. 

The Miracle is now made known to all by the Gospel. 

— cis paptipioy avtois| for a testimony to them that thou art 
really cleansed ; and in order that they may testify to that effect ; 
and recognize me to be the Christ; and (adds Chrys.) for a wit- 
ness against them, if they will not believe,—which Christ foresaw 
would be the case; and as a witness for Me, that I have done my 
part that they should believe. 

5. mpoojrdey avtd ex] The Centurion came by others whom 
he sent. See Luke vii. 3. ‘Non absurdé Mattheus, per alios 
facto accessu Centurionis ad Dominum, compendio dicere voluit, 
accessit ad Kum Centurio.” (Aug. de Cons. Hv. i. 20, and see 
Chrys. here.) And it is common with Hebrew writers especially, 
to speak of a thing as done by him who orders others to do it. 
See Kuin. and xxvii. 26, and below on Acts i. 18. 

This Centurion at Capernaum was a figure and precursor of 
the Gentile World coming to Christ (see v. 11), and received by 
Him (Aug. Serm. 62),—a forerunner of the Centurion at Caesarea, 
Cornelius (Acts x. 1). 

— éxardévrapxos] On the grammatical form of this word, and 
others like it (rarpidpxns, TeTpapxns, oTpaToTeddpxns, XiAlapxos), 
see Winer, p. 58. The MSS. vary between -dpxns and -apxos, 
but -dpyns seems to have the preponderance of authority. “The 
Romans in like manner have sometimes -archus, sometimes 
-arches, sometimes -archa. See the examples in Winer, p. 58. 

6. 6 mais] He does not say dodA0s, but, as in Latin, puer, 
servant. See Luke vii. 3. 

8. ov] Emphatic.—Mei,—humillimi servi Tui, et miseri pec- 
catoris. 

— cimt Adyw] say by word. Do not come thither where my 
servant is; but only speak here, where Thou art. The centurion 
had a just notion of Christ’s power. And our Lord greatly com- 
mended him, whereas Martha, who said, ‘‘ J know whatsoever thou 
shalt ask of God, He will give it Thee’’ (John xi. 22), was re- 
proved, as having spoken amiss; and Christ thus teaches that He 
Himself is the Source of Blessings (Chrys.), which He could not 
be unless He were God. 

9. 5rd etovolay] If I, who am under authority (i.e. of the 
‘tribunus legionis’ and of the ‘imperator’). command and receive 
ready obedience from my soldiers, how much more Thou, Who 
hast no superior! Thou canst command Thy ministers { Diseases, 
the Elements, &c.), and they He obey Thee! 
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10. e@atpace|] He wondered. ‘‘ Who had inspired that faith 
but He Who now admires it? In wondering at it He intimated 
that we ought to admire; He admires for owr good, that we may 
imitate the Centurion’s Faith. Such movements in Christ are not 
signs of perturbation of mind, but are exemplary and hortatory 
to us.”’ (S. Aug., lib. de Genes. c. Manich.) See a similar 
expression Mark vi. 6, e@avuafe 51d Thy amortiay aitoy. He 
wondered because of their unbelief. Not, however, that we are 
to imagine that this wonder was not real. Christ is perfect man, 
and the reality of His human affections, and His reyulation of 
those affections, render Him a perfect example to us.r 

— ovdt ev 7H *Iopand] Christ did not enter the Centurion’s 
house, but his servant was healed by Him, present in majesty, but 
absent in body. So to Israel indeed, and to them alone, He 
showed Himself in the Flesh; but to the Gentiles He was preached 
by others. And then was fulfilled the saying, ‘‘ A people that I 
have not known shall serve Me’? (Ps. xviii. 43). The Jews saw and 
crucified Him ; the Gentiles heard and believed. Cp. Aug. Serm. 62. 

12. of viol t. B.] the children of the kingdom. A Hebraism. 
Cf. on ix. 15. 

— 7d oxéros]| the darkness—that which is indeed such. The 
righteous will be received into the glorious light of the heavenly 
palace, and there be refreshed at the spiritual banquet; but the 
children of the kingdom, those who rely on their carnal descent 
from Abraham, and do not acknowledge Me to be the Son of 
Abraham, in whom all Nations are blessed, they will be excluded 
from the glory of the royal palace, and cast into the outer darkness. 

— 6 kAavOuds kal 6 Bovyuds] the weeping, &c.; that which 
alone deserves the name; being more doleful than any other 
anguish,—both in duration and intensity. “In hac vita dolor 
nondum est dolor.” (Beng.) See the opposition in 4 (wy, vii. 14. 

15. jaro] touched. This was on the Sabbath-day. See Mark 
i. 29. Luke iv. 38; and thus He taught His disciples at first 
privately that it was lawful to do good on the Sabbath. The 
people did not bring the sick till sunset (v. 16), when the Sabbath 
was over. See Mark i. 32. 

— dinndver] she was ministering to Him. By His touch He 
restored her immediately to health and strength. This no 
human physician could have done. After a fever a long convales- 
cence ensues before health returns. But in the case of Christ’s 
miracles, it was with Diseases as with the Sea. After a storm there 
is a swell, before the Seasinks intoacalm. But Christ reduced the 
fury of the Sea by a word to perfect calm, as He did the rage of the 
fever to perfect health. She arose and was ministering to Him, 
thus proving the cure and her own love to its Author; avr@ is the 
reading of the best MSS. Elz. has a’rozs. 

16. ’Owias] ‘scl. Spas, [quod addit Marc. xi. 11.] yevouévns, 
vesperi, Marc. 1. 32. addit: dre édu 6 HAtos, sed éorépa est Hebr. 
any, et de omni tempore pomeridiano adhibetur. Duas fuisse 


Hebreeis vesperas docent loci Exod. xii. 6. Levit. xxiii. 5. Matt. 
xiv. 15; una fuit ab hora rx, nostra pomeridiana tertia, usque ad 
horam sextam, altera ab hora nostra sexta, usque ad noctis prin- 
cipium, dWla devrépa, que etiam simpliciter dia et éomépa dice- 
batur.”” Kuin. 

— toddovs] many. See how, as it were, with a single word the 
Evangelists sail over a sea of miracles! And that it might not 
seem incredible that so large a number should be healed in so 
short a time, the Evangelist introduces the Prophet Isaiah wit- 
nessing that so it should be in the time of the Messiah. Chrys. 

17. daws wAnpw6h | in order that it might be fulfilled. From 
this citation of Isa. liii. 4 compared with 1 Pet. ii. 24, it appears 
that some of the prophecies of the Old Testament have a double 
sense,— physical and spiritual; and that the Holy Spirit in the 
New Testament has enabled us to see new lights, which otherwise 
would be only partially discerned, in those Prophecies. Cp. 
Surenhus. p. 222, and notes above on ii. 15. 23. 

— abe—éBaoracey] He Himself (and no one else) took, &c. 
and carried. ‘‘AauBdvew respondet Hebr. xwi, quod, ut bap, 
cui h. 1. respondet Bacrd(ew, non tantum notat, ferre, perferre, 
sed etiam depellere, auferre, tollere, ut h. 1. v. 40. xv. 26. v. 
Exod. xxxiv. 7. Levit. x. 12—17. Numb. xiv. 8, ubi Alexandrini 
habent a&paipety' verbum Baord¢ew hoc modo occurrit etiam Joh. 
xx 15.” (Kuin.) Thus Christ is our Vicarious Proxy, and our 
all-sufficient Propitiation, and Satisfaction. See xx. 28. On atpwy 
in a similar sense see on John i. 29. 

19. cis] one, ‘unus e multis.’ Cp. Winer, p. 106, and see xxi. 
19, curjy play. 

— &orovbjow] I will follow. This Scribe saw the crowds 
following Christ on account of His miracles, and appears to have 
hoped for some worldly advantage from Him. This man’s temper 
is to be inferred not so much from his own words as from our 
Lord’s answer to them. Christ read his heart, and replied to it. 
You think perhaps that you will derive some worldly advantage 
from following Me; but do you not see that I have no resting- 
place, no, not even so much as the birds of the air ? 

Observe here generally, that the disposition of those whose 
conversations with Christ are recorded in the Gospel, may often 
be ascertained from His replies to them, rather than from their 
words to Him. He did not answer their words, but their ‘hough/s. 
(S. ae who refers to Matt. xii. 47. Luke vii. 22. John i. 47; 
Vilewae 

20. Ai dAdmexes] The fowes. Our Lord would not draw any to 
Himself by promises of worldly ease. ‘Servus Christi nihil 
preter Christum habet,” says S. Jerome, ad Heliodor. i.; and we 
may add ‘‘ nihil ave.” But, says Aug., “ pauci amant Christum 
propter Christum.”’ 

— 65€ Vids Tod avOpdrov] the Son of Man. The article 6 
denotes that He is the Son of Man kar’ etox}v, He who being 
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above all has taken on Him man’s nature—the second Adam. A 
proper name (applied by Daniel vii. 13 to the Messiah. See on 
Matt. xvi. 13), which Christ applies to Himself (cp. Lightfoot, i. 
537) when He speaks of His own Incarnation and its consequences. 
“ Commendat nobis,” says S. Aug., de Cons, Evang. ii. 1, “ quid 
misericorditer dignatus sit esse pro nobis; et velut mysterium 
commendans admirabilis imcarnationis suze nomen hoc sepius 
auribus nostris insinuat.’”” 

22. Aéyet| So B,C; not elrev. There seems to be a contrast 
between the elev of these persons and the Aéye: of our Lord ; 
see vy. 19. 21. 

— *AxorotOe: por] Follow thou Me. “ Hoc dixit ei,” says S. 
Ambrose (on Luke ix. 60), ‘‘ cujus patrem jam sciebat mortuum.”’ 
The person here described was a disciple (v.21), one to whom 
Christ had already said, ‘ Follow Me.’”’ (Luke ix. 59.) Our 
Lord, when He had called him, knew what would happen to his 
father; and our Lord, by precept and example, taught filial love 
and obedience (Luke ii. 51. Matt. xv. 6), and yet He here says, 
“ Follow Me.’’ ence we may be sure that no duty to the parent 
was infringed by obeying Christ. But, as S. Ambrose says (lib. 
vii. in Luc. ix. 59), ‘‘ Paterni funeris sepultura prohibetur, ut 
intelligas humana posthabenda divinis.”’ Our Lord shows the 
vast importance and paramount duty of following Him imme- 
diately, alone, and with the whole heart, by contrasting with this 
duty, and subordinating to it, the natural desire and obligation of 
burying the dead (see Tobit xii. 12), and especially a dead parent. 
Hence Chrys. here, ‘‘ You may say, was it not unnatural in a son 
not to bury his father? Yes; if he was absent from indifference. 
But Jesus forbade him to go, in order to show, that nothing, not 
even the most important work of natural duty and affection, is so 
momentous as care for the kingdom of heaven; and nothing, how- 
ever urgent, should cause us to be guilty of a moment’s delay in 
providing first for that. What earthly concern could be more 
necessary than to bury a father? a work too which might be 
dispatched speedily.—And yet the answer is, ‘ Let the dead bury 
their dead. Follow thou Me.’ If, then, it is not safe to spend 
even so liltle time as is requisite for the burial of a parent, to the 
neglect of spiritual things, how guilty shall we be, if we allow 
slight and trivial matters to withdraw us, who are Christ’s disciples, 
from His service! (Luke ix. 62.) But rather let us endeavour, 
with Christ’s aid, to raise those who are spiritually dead and buried, 
from the death of sin to a life of righteousness, as He raised La- 
zarus from the tomb; and then we shall be His disciples indeed.” 

The strength of Abraham’s faith was tried and proved by the 
command to slay his son. The strength of this man’s faith was 
tried by the answer given to his request, “ Suffer me first to bury 
my father.” 

See also below, xii. 46—50, where our Lord illustrates in His 
own conduct to His mother what He teaches here. And see the 
comment of S. Augustine on Luke ix. 59; and cp. Luke xiv. 26. 

— pes Tovs vexpovs| Suffer those who have not been called 
by Me, who are as yet dead (John v. 25) in trespasses and sins ; 
who have not risen ¢o life in Me,—suffer them to bury their dead. 

The words suffer the dead to bury their own dead have a 
double meaning. 

They signify. Suffer those who are as yet spiritually dead, to 
bury their own relations who are naturally dead. Do not be un- 
easy about thy father’s burial; there are enough besides thee to 
attend to that; and thus the word vexpovs has a double seuse. Cp. 
John vy. 25 - 28; xi. 25, 26. 

And, secondly, they have a general moral sense, Suffer men 
who are dead in trespasses and sins, to attend to the concerns 
of this lower world, which is a mere body of death. (Rom. vii. 
24.) Suffer men, who are spiritually dead, to be thus engrossed 
in their dead works—in their perpetual funerals. But I am The 
Resurrection and the Life; therefore follow thou Me: and “go 


| 


thou and preach the Gospel” (Luke ix. 60); preach it to them 
who are dead, and so raise them from that which is indeed death,— 
raise them from the grave of the soul, instead of following others 
to that of the body. Our Lord does not mean that the burial of’ 
the dead is not a good and necessary work (see on Acts viii. 2) ; 
but what be intends to say is, that the most pious act of ministra- 
tion to the body, even of a deceased parent, is to be forborne 
by a son, when Christ calls him to His service, and if it would 
interfere with obedience to His command; and thus He shows 
the paramount importance of that service, and the primary duty 
of obedience to Him. 

23. 7d mAoioy] the ship. Observe 7d. Cp. v. 18. “ Jesus habe- 
bat scholam ambulantem.” (Bengel.) This ship, which carried 
Christ, and in which He taught,—sometimes near shore, where the 
people stood; sometimes in calm, sometimes in storm,—was a 
beautiful emblem of the Church sailing over the waters of this 
world on her voyage to the harbour of Eternity. 

24. ceicpos wéyas] a great storm. He permitted the storm 
to arise, to try the faith of His disciples, and in order that by 
quelling it He might prove His Divine power. 

— éxdfeud<e] was sleeping. He fell asleep to exercise the faith 
of His disciples, et &pa év meipaopots axAdvanrol eiot (Theophyl. in 
Luce. viii. 23). He fell asleep, as Man; when He was about to 
command the wind and the waves, as God. 

He thus combined, as usual, a proof of His Manhood with 
the evidence that He was now about to give of His Godhead, so 
that they might never think of the one without being reminded of 
the other. See on John xi. 35. 

He was sleeping. We have a type of this action in Jonas, 
who slept when the others were in peril, and was awakened and 
rescued those who were labouring in the storm, by the mysterious 
action of his own self-sacrifice. (Jerome.) The Church is a ship, 
and bears passengers of different sorts, and is tossed by the winds 
and waves of this world. Christ invites all to this ship. A storm 
arises ; the sea is agitated; those who are on board fear; Christ is 
awakened ; He rebukes the disciples, because they have little faith, 
and calms the storm. Those Churches are in danger of being 
wrecked, where the Word of God is not awake; where Christ is 
slumbering in us by reason of our sleep. But where faith 
watches, there is no fear of wreck from the powers of this world. 
S. Hilary. 

25. cdcov] save us. A mark of truth,—the Evangelists describe 
their own weaknesses. They were ambitious, and timorous, and 
ignorant, before the day of Pentecost. The Holy Ghost changed 
their hearts. 

26. Ti detAot eore, dAvydmiato1,] Why are ye fearful, O ye of 
little faith? They had some faith, for they came to Christ ; but 
it was a weak faith, for they awoke Him. They did not wait 
patiently, relying on the power and love of Him whose disciples 
they were, and who had led them into the storm. 

They did not yet understand that while He slept as man, 
yet, as God, He neither slumbers nor sleeps. 

Why are ye so fearful, O ye of little faith ? By these words 
He censures all irregular ways of endeavouring to extricate our- 
selves from difficulties. Such irregular methods argue lack of 
faith. They are acts of irreverence,—like that of the disciples 
disturbing Christ in His slumber. If the times are such, that we 
can neither row nor sail in the vessel of the Church, we must 
wait patiently in the ship, till He arises and calms the storm. 
Then the words apply, ‘‘In quietness and confidence shall be 
your strength”’ (Isa. xxx. 15); and “Their strength is to sit 
still” (xxx. 7); and “Stand still and see the salvation of the 
Lord ”’ (Exod. xiv. 13). 

2%. oi t%vOpwro] The sailors, not disciples. Some allege 
(Meyer, 184) that this is at variance with Mark iy. 41. Luke viii, 
25, as if the remark might not have been made by many. 
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28. TepyeonvGv] This seems to be the true reading here, 
called Tadapnvay by St. Mark v. 1, and St. Luke viii. 26; who 
mention only one deemoniac, ‘* quia ille nobilior et famosior,”’ says 
S. Aug., de Cons. Ev. ii. 24. So Chrys. These circumstantial 
differences (not contradictions) show independence of knowledge, 
and are evidences of truth. See further on Mark v. 2. Luke 
viii. 31. 

The reading in the text (Tepyeonv@v) is authorized by very 
strong MS. testimony. Gadara is mentioned by Josephus as the 
principal town of Persea, and as a Greek city (hence the swine. 
Bell. Jud. iv. 8, 3. Ant. xiii. 13, 3; xvii. 13), and as sixty stadia 
from Tiberias. (Joseph. vit. 65.) Cp. Stanley on Palestine, 373. 

Gerasa is mentioned by the same writer as on the eastern 
frontier of Persea, and is called a city of Arabia by Origen. Cp. 
Joseph. Bell. Jud. ii. 3, 3; iv. 9, 1. 

Gergesa is mentioned by Origen (in Johan. tom. iv. vol. i. 
239, Lomm.) as near the Lake of Tiberias, and as the scene 
of the Miracle. 

He speaks of the reading T'epacnvéy as a common one in the 
MSS. which he had seen, and appears to prefer Tepyeonvay on 
the ground of local tradition: and he mentions Tadapnvaéy as 
found in some few MSS. 

See Bloomfield, Excursus, p. 890, for some interesting topo- 
graphical details. Probably the miracle took place on the confines, 
between the districts of Gadara and Gergesa; and some of the 
masters of the swine may have belonged to Gadara and some to 
Gergesa. The mention of both, as well as other circumstantial 
variations, bespeak independent knowledge in the Evangelists. 
Tregelles (p. 192) prefers Tadapnyav in St. Matt., and Tepacnvav 
in St, Luke and St. Mark. 

29. Ti jutx ad col] See on John ii. 4. 

— mpd katpod] before the season, i.e, before the day of Judg- 
ment. 

The present text affords much light on the question concern- 
ing the present condition of Evil Spirits. 

It is a popular opinion—one adopted even by Milton in the 
Paradise Lost (ii. v. 115—20; iii. 200—210)—that the Devils 
are already in Hell. 

But this notion is erroneous. 

As yet the Evil Spirit has great liverty and power in the 
world. He is called in Scripture, the Prince of this world; the 
God of this world; the Prince of the power of the air. (John 
xiv. 30. 2 Cor. iv. 4. Eph. ii. 2; vi. 12. 1 Pet. v. 8.) 

But when the kaipds, or season of Judgment, is come, he will 
be cast into the Lake of Fire (Matt. xxv. 41. Rey. xx. 10), and 
there he will be tormented, BacavicOjoeTa (Rev. xx. 10). 

Cp. Aug. de Civ. Dei, viii. 23. Joseph Mede, Discourse ivy. 
p. 23—25, and Luke viii. 31, and the note below on Eph. ii. 2. 

80. xolpwy] swine; which, being unclean, it was not lawful for 
Jews to keep. (Lightfoot.) 

81. émitpeyoy] permit. ‘Nec in porcorum gregem diaboli 
legio habuit potestatem, nisi eam de Deo impetrasset ; tantum 
abest ut in oves Dei habeat.”’ Tertullian (de fuga, 2). 

32. Spunce maou 7 avédn] the whole herd rushed. How | 


» 


many dzmons were cast out from this one man by Christ, since 
they were able to fill this herd of swine, and drive them down 
into the deep! See here a visible proof of the power and fierce- 
ness of Satan and his associate fiends, who will hurry all those 
that admit them into their hearts, with furious impetuosity 
into the gulf of the Lake—the Lake of Fire. If the contem- 
plation of this awful spectacle can save a single soul from ever- 
lasting death, let no one question the merciful design of this stu- 
pendous miracle, by which the devils themselves are made minis- 
terial to the display of Christ’s power, and to the publication of a 
warning against their own deadly designs. 

34. mapexdrcoay brws wetaBH] they besought him to depart. 
An example of servile fear. Contrast the case of the Samaritans 
and the consequences (John iv. 40). Fear is the beginning of 
wisdom (Prov. ix. 10), but perfect dove casteth out fear (1 John 
iv. 18), ; 


Cu. IX. 1. 7d rAotov] the ship. See viii. 23. 

— idlay rédAw] his own city. Capernaum. iv. 13. Mark ii. 1. 

2. thy mtorw abtév] their faith, as shown by the circum- 
stances mentioned by St. Mark, ii. 3, 4. Luke vy. 17—20. 

— Odpoet, Téxvov, &péwvTat] adewvTat = adeivrat. Luke vii. 
47, 48. 1 Johnii. 12, Thy sins have been already forgiven thee. 
The Work precedes the Word ; an evidence of Love and Power in 
the Agent and Speaker; réxvov, son, a word of condescension and 
love, suggesting that Our Lord saw the operation of faith in the 
paralytic himself, who, with his shattered frame, would not have 
consented to be borne to the roof, unless he had believed that 
Christ was able to heal him. 

Whosoever hath, to him ghall be given, and he shall have 
more abundance (xiii. 12). The paralytic came with faith for 
bodily health, and he receives a greater gift,—health of the sod, 
and bodily health also. 

3. BrAaconue?] he blasphemeth, usurps the prerogative of God. 
See below, xxvi. 65. 

4. iddv 6 *Incots Tas evOuuhoets] when Jesus saw their 
thoughts. The Pharisees accused Him of blasphemy because He 
forgave sin, for God only can do that. But He proved Himself 
God; for He showed that He knew their thoughts. God alone 
reads the heart (Jer. xvii. 10; xx. 12); and by healing the body, 
He who sees the soul proves that He is able to heal the soul. By 
the same power as that with which I read your thoughts, I have 
healed his soul. (Cp. Jerome here.) And so by what was visible 
He manifested what was invisible. The Pharisees perhaps thought 
Him a deceiver, because He professed to act upon what was invi- 
sible, the soul, and did no¢ act upon what was visible, the body. 
Therefore He heals the body which they could see, in order 
that all may know that He can heal the soul which they cannot 
see. 

At the same time He thus teaches, that the cause of disease 
is sin, and that when that is destroyed, the body will enjoy 
angelic health and beauty. 
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— ‘Ivatl ducts evOupetobe movnpd] Why do you blaspheme 
in your hearts, by accusing Me of Blasphemy? From the very 
fact of My claiming power to forgive sins, you ought to have 
inferred that I possess it. For I have already proved My Divine 
Power and My Divine Truth by many Miracles. See the pre- 
ceding Chapter, which is full of them. 

Why, therefore, do you harbour evil thoughts in your hearts ? 
Wicked thoughts they are, for they are directed against Him 
Who claims power, and has proved that He has power, to do 
what is even a greater work than the restoration of health, viz. to 
JSorgive sins ;—they are directed against Him Who is God. 

5. rh ydp eorw eixorérepov] for which is easier? It is easier 
to heal the body than the soul; and therefore I have proceeded 
to do what is the more difficult work of the two, i.e. to heal the 
soul. I have forgiven his sins. But you do not believe that I 
can do that. You even accuse Me of blasphemy for professing to 
do it: but you are guilty of blasphemy while you accuse Me of it. 
And therefore, va <idq7r<, in order that you may know that I can 
do it, I will do what is more easy, but is visible to you. I will 
give health to the body, that you may know by this outward sign 
that the inward act has been done. By that which you see,— 
namely, that the paralytic is enabled by My power to carry the 
burden on which his body lay, you shall be convinced that the 
weight of his sins has been taken off by Me from his soul. 

Hence S. Athanasius demonstrates the Divinity of Christ, 
Adv. Arian. iil. 4, p. 438. 

6. efovotay exer 6 Lids Tod avOpdmrov én) ris ys] the Son 
of Man hath authority on earth to forgive sins. Christ forgives 
sins not only as God, by His Omnipotence, but as Son of Man; 
because He has united man’s nature to His own, and in that 
nature has fulfilled the law, and perfected obedience, and so 
merited to receive all power on earth (Matt. xxviii. 18) in that 
nature ; which power He now exercises as Mediator, and will 
continue to exercise, till all enemies (Satan, Sin, and all their 
powers and adherents) are put under His Feet. As Son of Man 
He ever exercises this power of forgiving sin on earth, by means 
of the Word and Sacraments, and by the Ministry of Reconcilia- 
tion (2 Cor. v. 18, 19), and by whatever appertains to what is 
called “the Power of the Keys.’’ ‘ Per eos dimittit (Dominus) 
peccata,”’ says S. Ambrose on Luke v. 20, “ quibus dimittendi 
tribuit potestatem.” See Bp. Andrewes, Sermon ix. vol. iii. 
p. 263. 277—279. 

Besides, by saying that sins are forgiven ‘‘ upon earth,’’ our 
Lord reminds us that after death there is no more place for re- 
pentance and forgiveness, for then the door will be shut. (Theo- 
phyl. on Luke y. 24.) 

— Eyepels dpoy ood Thy KAiyny] Arise and take up thy bed 
and go to thine house. Were was a visible sign of invisible grace. 
He who restored health to the body, and gave a public proof of 
the restoration by enabling him to carry that whereon he lay 
bed-ridden, thus proved manifestly to all, that He had by His word 
raised him from that sick-bed of sin on which he lay, a paralytic 
in soul. He thus gave visible evidence of His power to work in- 
visible cures; i.e. to give birth and health to the soul by His 
divine power, working in and by the means of grace. “ Surge, 
excuss4 paralysi, et, ut id probes toti populo, porta lectum tuum, 
ut jam curatus 4 Me portes eum, qui te paralyticum paulo ante 
portavit.” (@ Lap.) Rise, and carry that, which has hitherto 
carried thee ; cov is emphatic here, and is so placed in the sentence. 

Paralysis is a type of that spiritual state of bed-ridden inca- 


pacity and impotence which is called acedia (akndia), and is a 
proper subject of mercy and aid from others, and can only be 
cured by being carried and laid at the feet of Christ, Who alone 
can enable the soul to vise and carry its bed. Rom. vii. 24. 

“Observe, that the couch of the Paralytic, which before was 
the proof of his sickness, was now made the proof of his cure.’ 
(Chrysolog.) The sin which once carried us when sick, is to be 
carried by us when we are restored to health, and thus it will be 
proved that Christ has indeed said to us, “‘ Thy sins are forgiven 
thee.’” When the drunkard becomes an example of temperance, 
and the libertine becomes a pattern of holiness, he carries the bed 
on which he once lay; and he proves the power and love of his 
Saviour. 

9. reAdviov] the receipt of custom. Probably at or near Ca- 
pernaum, where he collected port-duties and customs from those 
who traversed the lake. 

— MarOaiov] Matthew ; i. q. mm (Mattiyah), i.e. donum Dei, 
ig. Gr. Oed5wpos. See Mark ii. 14. See the wisdom of the 
Apostle. He does not disguise his former life, as a publican, but 
calls himself by the name which he afterwards bore (Matthew), 
whereas the other Evangelists veil it with his other name, Levi 
(Mark ii. 14. Luke v. 27). (Jerome.) 

In a like spirit, in the Apostolic catalogue he calls himself 
Matthew the publican,—which they do not; thus he identifies 
himself with the Matthew here called by Christ, and named Levi 
by the two other Evangelists. See on x. 3. 

Hence it is clear, that Levi and Matthew are not (as some 
suppose) two different persons, but two different names of the 
same person. The difficulty which some have imagined in the 
mention of Matthew here without any note of his oneness with 
Levi, and in the mention of Levi by the other two Evangelists 
without any note of his oneness with Matthew, will disappear be- 
fore the moral considerations stated above, combined with the re- 
flection that all the Gospels were dictated by one Spirit, and form 
one whole, of which the component parts mutually il/ustrate one 
another. 

That mode of Interpretation which severs one Gospel from 
another, can never lead to any good result. 

Some Sceptics (Porphyry and Julian) objected, that it was 
irrational for a man to rise and quit his calling immediately at 
the bidding of another. But many miracles had been wrought 
by Christ, and had been seen by the Apostles before they be- 
lieved. And the radiance and majesty of the hidden Deity beam- 
ing in our Lord’s countenance might easily draw many even on 
the first aspect ; for if there is so much power in the magnet and 
in amber to attract objects to them, how much more could the 
Lord of All draw to Himself whom He would! (Jerome.) 

Observe, our Lord calls him from the receipt of custom, that 
is, from the midst of his worldly business, as He called Saul 
in the heat of persecution. A signal proof of divine power. 
(Chrys.) 

10. 77 oilg] the house. St. Matthew's house. Observe his 
modesty. He does not mention that this was his own house, and 
that he made a Sox} meydAn, great feast for Christ (as St. Luke 
relates, v. 29, cp. Mark ii. 15); whence it appears that he left 
much to follow Christ. But of this he says nothing. 

12. Od xpelay] It is not a shame, but a glory, for a Physician 
to be surrounded by the sick. He is not contaminated by their 
sickness, but heals it, Who, therefore, is the true Physician ? 
You, or Christ? Al/ men are morally diseased, and need the 
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Physician of Souls (see Isa. liii. 4—7); and therefore the sense 
of these words seems to be, “‘ they who imagine themselves to be 
well, as ye Pharisees do, have no need, feel no want of, have no 
desire for, My healing care,—non Me egetis; but they who are 
sick, i. e. are sensible of their sins.’”” See note on next verse and 
on Luke xv. 7, od xpelay Exovct weravolas. The words ob xpelav 
Zyovow, signifying, do not feel the want, are used precisely in 
this way by the LXX in Prov. xviii. 2, 0d ypelay x1 coptas 
evdens ppevar. 

18. ropevdévres udibere] You who have come here to teach the 
Law, go and learn it. 

—”Edcov] Mercy. Hos. vi. 6 101m (chesed), which you Pha- 
risees limit to external acts, of almsgiving, to the body ; but it is 
an affection of the heart, showing itself generally in acts of mercy 
and tenderness and love both to body and soul. Tisch. and Lach- 
mann prefer cos, the neuter form, and so Winer, p. 62; but 
many MSS. have the masculine in Matt. xii. 7; xxili. 23. Titus 
iii. 5; and in the LXX, whence these words are quoted, the mas- 
culine is often found. 

— Kal ov bvolay] and not sacrifice; i.e. mercy rather than 
sacrifice ; and so, that sacrifice is a vain abomination without it. 
A Hebrew use of the negative, in order to bring out more forcibly 
the need and value of the one thing, which is contrasted with, and 
preferred to, another, good in itself, and even prescribed by God, 
as sacrifice was. Cp. 1] Sam. viii. 7. Prov. viii. 10. Jer. vii. 22. 
Joel ii. 18. John vi. 27. Luke xiv. 12. 26. Heb. viii. 11. 1 Cor. 
i. 17. ‘Comparativus sepé ita circumscribitur, ut alterum et 
quidem inferius ex duobus comparatis negetur, alterum affirmetur, 
cui excellentia tribuenda est.’”’ See Glass. Phil. Sacra, p. 468 
(lib. iii. tract. v.). Winer, p> 439, and cp. on | Cor. xv. 10. 

On this text, as expressive of the true genius of Christianity, 
see Bp. Butler’s Analogy, pt. ii. chap. i., near the end. 

— ov yap AAPov Kadéoot BSixatovs] I came not to call those 
who think themselves righteous, but those who confess themselves 
sinners, to repentance. So codol and cuyertol, those who think 
themselves wise. (Matt. xi. 25. Luke x. 21. 1 Cor.i.19. See 
also on Luke vii. 48.) 

It is a rule of frequent use in sacred criticism, that ‘ opinio 
hominum sepé pro re ipsa ponitur” (Glass. Phil. S. p. 699, e. g.), 
as here, they who in their own opinion are dixator, are called 
dixaot. Thus St. Paul, 1 Cor. i. 21, speaks of the ‘foolishness 
of preaching,’ i.e. of what was accounted foolishness by men. Cp. 
Gal. i. 6. See also a similar use of verbs, Mark vi. 48. 

This text is cited by Clem. Rom. ii. 2, thus: 6 8¢ efrey 871 
TOAAG Ta Téxva THS éphuov (Isa. liv. 1). “Erépadé Tpady 
A€yet, ‘0d yap FAPov—GuaprwAods,’ whence it appears that the 
writer regarded the Gospel of St. Matthew as Scripture no less 
than Isaiah. 

14. of uabnTal Iwdvvov] the disciples of John. St. Luke says 
(v. 33) the Pharisees. Some Critics (De Wette, Meyer) have 
alleged that therefore one of the two Evangelists is wrong. But 
Mark (ii. 18) teaches us that both are right. An important lesson. 
What, if we had a fifth Hvangelist? The few seeming discre- 
pancies in the Four would then perhaps disappear. But they are 


left to try our Faith. The Fifth Gospel will be the Coming of 
Christ. 

15. of viol tod vuudpdvos] the sons of the bridechamber. 
mnt 23 (beney hachathunnah). The Hebrew 33 (en), son, is 
often used for a friend, disciple, follower, inhabitant, &c. So viol 
Baotrelas, Matt. viii. 12; viol tod aiévos rovTou, Luke xvi. 8; xx. 
34; of viol juev, Matt. xii. 27. (Cp. Zech. ix. 13, and see Vorst, 
de Hebr. cap. xxiv., and below, Matt. xxili. 15, and on Luke x. 6. 
John xvii. 12.) Our Lord answers St. John’s disciples by an 
allusion to their Master’s words (John iii. 29), “‘ He that hath the 
bride is the bridegroom, but the friend of the bridegroom (i. e. 
their Master, John) rejoiceth to hear the bridegroom’s voice.” 

By His Incarnation the Son of God has married our nature, 
and espoused to Himself a Church, and He therefore calls Himself 
the Bridegroom, cp. xxv. 1; and as long as He was present in 
His body on earth the children of the bridechamber could not 
fast ; but now that He is gone away into heaven, they must fast 
till He returns, and the Marriage of the Lamb and of the Bride 
is come (Rev. xix. 7), and then they will no more fast, but cele- 
brate an eternal festival. 

16. paxovs a&yvapov] newly woven cloth; and before it has 
been dressed and dyed by the fuller; ‘ panni rudis,’ ‘impexi,’ 
‘impoliti.? St. Luke, v. 36, has ériBAnua iuarlov Kkavod. 

17. doxods madaots] ‘utres veteres,’ leather skins that are 
old ; used as bottles. See Josh. ix. 4. 13. 

“Utres veteres, Phariszei; novi, discipuli; vinum, Evan- 
gelium.’’ (Beng.) ‘‘ My disciples have not yet been made new 
by the Holy Spirit, and I must deal with them accordingly. (John 
xvii. 12.) I must not commit too much to them which is not 
fitted to their as yet imperfect condition. He thus bequeaths a 
law to His own disciples, that when they make converts they should 
treat them with gentleness.”’ (Cirys.) See also Jerome here. 

18. ciceAOdv] SoC, D, H, M, X, and some Cursives and Ver- 
sions. Others éA@dv or cfs éAP@dv. There is a force in the pre- 
position efs. Our Lord was sitting at meat in St. Matthew’s 
house (v. 10). The &pxwy entered the house in quest of Him; 
and our Lord rose up (v.19) from table, to go with him, and heal 
his daughter. 

20. Kal td0d, yuvh] See further on Mark y. 26. “ Statuam 
hujus mulieris et Domini eam sanantis sno evo mansisse narrat 
Huseb. vii. 18.”’ (Beng.) 

According to Eusebius (1. c.) the woman on whom the miracle 
was wrought was a native of Cesarea Philippi (Paneas), where 
are springs of the Jordan, and she erected a statue in honour of 
the Saviour her Benefactor there, and of herself kneeling before 
Him as a suppliant. 

— iyvaro] she touched. According to the law of Moses 
(Lev. xv. 19), whoever touched a woman with an issue of blood 
was unclean. She touches Christ to be made clean. And our 
Lord said, “ Daughter, thy faith hath made (not will make, but 
hath already made) thee clean.” (Jerome.) Compare the case of 
the leper, viii. 3. 

— Tod kpacrédov] the fringe. 
served that law also. 
viii. 45, 
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23. abAntds| players on the flute, Concerning hired mourners 
among the Jews see Eccles. xii, 5. Jerem. ix. 17. Amos 
v. 16. 

24. ob yap arébave] sheis not dead, but sleepeth. See Theophyl. 
on Luke viii. 52. ‘‘ He says this because He was about to awake 
her, as from a sleep ;”’ for death is only a sleep when Christ calls 
and says “ Arise.” Cp. John xi. 11. Surely this is far better 
Criticism, than that of some later Interpreters, who say that the 
damsel had only fallen into a trance; a supposition which is con- 
tradicted by St. Luke viii. 55, “ her spirit came again.”’ It is 
well said by Bengel, ‘non mortua est; Deo enim vivunt omnes 
mortui. (Luc. xx. 36.) Et puella ob resuscitationem mox futuram 
enumeranda erat dormientibus.’”’” See therefore here, not only a 
miracle, but a prophecy; i.e. a twofold proof of divine power. 

25. nyépOn 7d kopdcioy] the damsel arose. Among the numerous 
examples of dead persons raised to life by Christ, the following are 
mentioned in the Gospels :-—— 

The daughter of Jairus here; dead, but not carried out of 
the house. (Cp. Mark v. 22. Luke viii. 41.) 

The widow’s son at Nain; dead, and being carried to the 
grave. (Luke vii. 11.) 

Lazarus ; dead, and buried, (John xi. 39.) 

Lastly, Himself. 

These appear to be mentioned in order to show Christ’s power 
over death in every form. ‘They may also remind us, that He has 
provided means in His Church for reviving the soul in every stage 
of spiritual mortality by His Divine Virtue acting in and by those 
means; see on Luke viii. 54. Cp. John v. 25. Eph. ii. 1. 5, 6. 
It is observable that He connects this power with His own Re- 
surrection. See John xx. 22—24., 

On the difference of Christ’s demeanour in the cases above 
specified, see on Luke viii. 54. 

30. eveBpyhoato| He sternly charged them. See Mark i. 43; 
xiv. 5. John xi. 33. He rebuked them, because they had low 
notions of the Messiah’s Kingdom, and thought that He would 
aspire to worldly fame and glory. See on viii. 4, 

Vou. I, 


81. of dé eerAOovTes Siephuicay] they went forth and noised 
abroad His fame. True glory is not to be obtained by court- 
ing it, but by declining it. Sequentem fugit, fugientem sequitur. 

85. xa tas Kkéuas] Not only the towns but the villages, in 
order that men may learn not to despise what is little and lowly ; 
and not seek to preach the Word in large cities only, but take 
care also to sow the seed of the Gospel in small hamlets. Theophy/. 
(in Mare. v. 16.) 

36. éorAayxvicbn] was moved with compassion. onddyxva. 
is the word by which the LXX render on (rachamim), mise- 
ricordia, Prov. xii. 10, which. is connected with oT) (venter), 
whence probably the word omAdyxva was suggested to the LXX. 
Cp. Gen. xliii. 830. 1 Kings iii. 26; and see the excellent remarks 
of Vorstius, de Hebr. N. T., p. 35—37. 

This use of omAayxviCouat and omAdyxva is limited to the 
LXX and N. T. It bespeaks the connexion between them, and 
their separation from other compositions. The singular intima- 
tions of Mercy in the Bible may well have a language of their own. 

— eppiupévor] cast down like weary persons, exhausted, and 
lying helpless on the road. 

37. Oepicuds] By the word harvest He connects the Gospel 
with the Law, which was the seed-¢ime. An argument against 
the Marcionites and Manicheans, who would sever the one from 
the other, and set the one against the other. The seed was sown 
in hope of the harvest, and there would have been no harvest 
without the seed. See John iv. 38. 

38. d<HOnTe] pray ye. ‘Vide quanti sint preces!”” (Beng.) 

—éxBdan] send forth. The Hebrew m2 and wy3 not only signifies 
ejicere but emittere. See Matt. xiii. 52. Marki. 12. Luke x. 35. 
John x. 4. Matt. x. 34, Badciv eipnynv: and perhaps there may 
be some reference to the divine impulse of the Haly Ghost which 
constrains men unwilling and unable of themselves to labour in so 
great a work, and makes them feel and say, Ve mihi, si non evan- 
gelizavero { 1 Cor, ix. 16. ; 
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Cu. X. 1. wey adrois] He gave to them. Mark the dif- 
ference between Christ and all others who exercised miraculous 
power. Christ is the Author of it, others are recipients; He the 
Source, they only streams and channels of grace. 

— eovolay mvevudrwr] authority over spirits. 
objecti.’ See on Luke vi. 12. 

2. dddexa amoordAwy] of the Twelve Apostles. See Mark iii. 16. 
Luke vi. 14; and ep. on Actsi. 13. The number Twelve (3 x4) in 
Scripture seems to be significant of perfection and universality. 
“« Hi sunt operarii,” says Aug. in Ps. lix., “‘ qui mittendi erant et 
quadrati orbis partes ad fidem Trinitatis vocaturi.”” The sym- 
bolical meaning of Numbers in Holy Scripture deserves more 
study and attention than it has received in recent times. ‘‘ God 
doeth all things in nwmber and measure and weight.” (Wisdom 
xi. 20.) From an induction of particulars it would appear that 
3 is an arithmetical Symbol of what is Divine, and 4 of what is 
Created. 3+ 4 =7 is the union of the Two; hence signifying 
Rest, a Sabbath; 3 x 4 = 12 is the blending and indwelling of 
what is Divine with what is created: e.g. as in Israel, the people 
of God: and in the heavenly Jerusalem, Rev. xxi. 14 (cp. Bahr, 
Symbolik i. 201, and Arnoldi here). 

The Twelve Apostles were regarded by the ancient Church 
as typified by the Twelve Sons of Israel (cp. Matt. xix. 28, and 
Maldonat. here), the Twelve wells at Elim (Exod. xv. 27. See 
S. Jerome, xlii.), and perhaps by the Twelve Stones of the Urim 
and Thummim on the breastplate of the High Priest, the type of 
Christ (Exod. xxviii. 15—21); the Twelve Loaves of shewbread ; 
the Twelve Spies of the promised land, the type of heaven; the 
Twelve Stones taken from the bed of Jordan. See Bp. Pearson 
on the Creed, Art. ii. p. 145. Joshua, or Jesus, the Son of Nun, 
begins his office at the banks of Jordan, where Christ is baptized, 
and enters upon the public exercise of His prophetical office. He 
chooseth there twelve men out of the people to carry Twelve 
stones over with them, as our Jesus thence began to choose His 
Twelve Apostles, those foundation stones in the Church of God, 
whose names are in the twelve foundations of the wall of the 
holy city, the new Jerusalem (Rev. xxi. 14). 

They seem also to be represented by the Twelve Stars in the 
crown of the Woman in the Wilderness, who typifies the Church 
on Earth (Rev. xii. 1). It is supposed by some (e. g. &@ Lapide) 
that the twelve precious stones in the High Priest’s breastplate 
(Exod. xxviii. 15—21), are similar to those mentioned as the 
twelve @euéAroe Alor of the Church glorified, in Rev. xxi. 19, 20. 
See above on iii. 9, and below on xvi. 18. 

These duodenary types of the Apostolic body are irreconcileable 
with the notion of @ Supremacy in any one of the Twelve. See 
below on xvi. 18. 

— admootérwy] Apostles. The word drécrodos is used by the 
LXX for my) (sheluah), (Lightfoot,) which does not signify a 
messenger simply, but one who executes the office of him by whom 
he is sent. 

— mperos Siuwy] first Simon. St. Peter is always first in all 
the catalogues of the Apostles; as Judas is always last ; and (says 
Aug.) “‘ As Stephen was first among the Deacons.” (See on Acts 
vi. 5.) Cp. Gen, xlvi. 8, mpwrdroKos ‘PovBhv.—The twelve Apostles 
are the twelve Patriarchs of the Spiritual Israel, and the relation 
of St. Peter to the other Apostles appears to be similar to that of 
Reuben to his brethren : a relation of primacy, not of supremacy. 
He was “ primus inter pares, non summus supra inferiores.”’ 

Suppose, for argument’s sake, that this privilege of primacy 
was to descend to the successors of St. Peter; and suppose also 
that the Bishops of Rome are St. Peter’s successors,—yet, as 
Reuben the firstborn was deprived of his birthright because he 
went up to his father’s bed (Gen. xlix. 4. 1 Chron. v. 1), so, if 
the Bishop of Rome puts himself in the place of Christ, as if he 
were husband of Christ’s Spouse the Church, he forfeits what- 
ever privilege may belong to him on the ground of his: supposed 
succession to St. Peter. See Barrow on the Pope’s Supremacy, 
vol. iv. p. 204, ‘‘ Christ is the One Spouse of the Church, which 
title, one would think, the Bishop of Rome might leave peculiar 
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to our Lord, there being no Vice-husbands ; yet hath he been 
bold ever to claim that, as may be seen in the Constitutions of 
Pope Gregory X., in one of their general Synods.” Sext. Decret. 
i. tit. vi. c. 3. 

Christ calls Judas ‘the son of perdition’ (John xvii. 12). 
And there is a Power which sits in the Christian Church, and is 
called in Scripture ‘the son of Perdition’ (2 Thess. ii. 2—4). 
And if he, who calls himself the successor of St. Peter, the first 
of the Apostles, imitates that Power, then it may be, that in him 
may be verified the saying, ‘‘he that exalteth himself shall be 
abased :’’ “and many that are first shall be last ;’’ and he that 
claims to be a Peter may prove to be a Judas. 

— ’Avipéas 6 Gdedods] Andrew his brother. 
brothers to be apostles see on iv. 18. 

8. BapOoAcuaios] Bartholomew, froma (bar), filius, and »2>m 
(tolmay), supposed by some to be the same as Plolemy (see Winer, 
R.-W.-B. p. 140, note), and Bartholomew is thought by some to be 
the same as Nathanael of Cana in Galilee, which is Winer’s opinion. 
See also R. Nelson on St. Barthol.’s Festival. Cp. Lightfoot, 
Hor. Hebr. p. 325, and further on John i. 46, and Mintert, 
Lexicon in v. In this case the relation of the name Nathanael to 
Bartholomew would be the same as Simon to Barjona. 

— Owpas] Thomas, oxn (teom), i. q. Gr. didvuos, geminus, ‘ a 
twin.’ John xi. 16; xx, 24, and Lightfoot in loc. 

— 6 reAdyns] the publican. Observe St. Mattbew’s humility 
in preserving this title, which is no¢ added to his name by the other 
Evangelists; and also in putting himself after St. Thomas. (Je- 
rome.) Cp. Mark iii. 18. Luke vi. 15, and see above, ix. 9. 

This addition (6 reAdyns) is also a confirmation of the 
genuineness of St. Matthew’s Gospel; and it is an argument that 
this Gospel in its Greek form is from St. Matthew himself. It 
well became the charity of others (e.g. of St. Mark and St. Luke) 
not to add this appellation (a publican) to a brother’s name; and 
it also well became the humility and thankfulness of the Apostle 
and Evangelist St. Matthew himself, to add it, in evidence of his 
Master’s love and condescension to himself, and as an encourage- 
ment to others. 

— ’Adroatov] Alpheus. Probably the same as KAedras, Luke 
xxiv. 18. See Papias, Galland. i. p. 319; Minfert, in v.:-the 
Tin 50 (halephay) being hardened into a K, as nob (pesah, pesek), 
whence mdoaxa, the passover. Cp. below on xii. 46, and Routh, 
R. S. i. 16. 207. 215. 219. 255. 260, 261. 279, 280; he is called 
the father of Symeon, and the brother of Joseph (Euseé. iii. 11). 
Mill, Diss. ii. 236, 237. Patrit. ii. p. 44. Arnoldi on xii. 47. 

— @addaios] Thaddeus. Probably the same name as Judas ; 
from iT (hodah), laudavit, and by this name, as well as by his 
name Lebbeus (from 1), leb, heart), Jude, the brother of James, 
was distinguished from Judas the traitor. Cp. Routh, R.S. ii. 26. 
Dr. Mill, Diss. ii. p. 251. 

Another derivation is from 1m (tad, qu. Angl. teat), mamma. 
See Buxtorf, Lex. Talm. p. 2565. 

4. Kavavirns] or Kavavaios, as it is in B, C, D, L, and Vulg. 
Not ‘Canaanite,’ nor ‘Cananite,’ but, as St. Luke renders it, 
Zndwrhs (Luke vi. 15), from »3) (kanna), ‘a zealot,’ cf. Ps. Ixix. 
9, i. e. a person zealous for the glory of God. Cf. Jerome in Caten. 
Aur. in Mare. iii. 18. 

On the character of the (mAwra) in this age, see Joseph. B. 
J. iv. 6, 3, and Wetstein and Hammond here. If Simon was one 
of that class, he had much to unlearn, like Saul, in the School of 
Christ. 

— “Ioxapiérns] Iscariot, from ws (ish, vir) and np (Keryoth) 
a city of Juda. Jos. xv. 25. See Gloss and Remig. on xxvi. 14. 

— 6 mapadots] A mild word for mpodods. “ Eligitur et Judas,” 
says S. Ambrose, on Luke vi. 16, “non per imprudentiam, sed 
per providentiam. Quanta est veritas quam nec adversarius Mi- 
nister infirmat! Christus voluit deseri, ut tuo socio desertus 
moderate feras.’” And by this choice of Judas He showed an ex- 
ample of toleration; and that His Word and Sacraments “ be 
effectual because of Christ’s institution and promise, although they 
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be ministered by evil men”? (Art. XXVI.). Cf. Greg. Nazianz. p. 
712, and note on Acts viii. 36, and cp. on Acts vi. 5, the case of 
Nicolas the Deacon. 

5. Todtovs tovs Sédexa] Of these twelve, half the number 
consisted of three pairs of brothers. See above, iv. 18. 

— 6ddy ebvav)] way to the Gentiles. (Meyer.) See iv. 15. 
It was not till after His Crucifixion by the Jews, and His Resur- 
rection, that our Lord said, ‘ Go and teach all nations.’ He sends 
His Apostles first to the Jews, that they might not plead, that they 
rejected Him because He sent His disciples to the Gentiles and 
Samaritans. (Jerome.) 

8. Swpcdy Sére] freely give. A warning against simony. 
Greg. (Mor. in Ey. i. 4.) ‘ Gratia vocatur quia gratis datur.” 
(Aug.) 

9. M} xthonobe] Do not procure. By this charge he frees them 

from suspicion of avarice; and He would relieve them from all 
worldly anxiety, and teach them to devote themselves wholly to 
the preaching of the Word; next He would prove to them His 
own power: and therefore He afterwards asked them, When I 
sent you without purse and scrip and shoes lacked ye any thing ? 
(Luke xxii. 35.) For He intended to send them forth as teachers 
of the world, to live the life of Angels without secular distractions. 
He also gave this charge, in order to teach others the duty of 
maintaining the Ministers of the Gospel (for the labourer is worthy 
of his hire); and therefore maintenance is a debt due to the 
teachers from the taught. (Chrys.) 

Hence the Apostle says, ‘ Let him that is taught in the word 
communicate unto him that teacheth, in all good things’ (Gal. vi. 
6); and that they who sow spiritual things to others should reap 
their carnal things (1 Cor. ix. 11). (Jerome.) 

— xpvoiv—xarkdy] A climax. Not gold or silver,—no, nor 
even copper. 

10. undé 800 xiTGvas] nor two tunics, which were sometimes 
worn, especially by travellers,—one an upper x:T®v, the other an 
under one, for warmth. Winer, R.-W. i. p. 662. 

— pndé strodipata] nor shoes; but He allows cavddda 
(Mark vi. 9), soleas, i. e. coverings merely for the sole of the foot, 
and fastened with iudyres, or thongs across the instep. Cp. Acts 
xii. 8, brddnoa TA cavddAld cov. 

— pode paBdous] nor yet staves. This is the reading of 13 
uncial and 150 cursive MSS., and is received by Tisch. for Elz. 
pb. pdBdov. St. Mark (vi. 8) has tva pndev alpwow cis bddv et ph 
pdBdov pdvoy. St. Luke (ix. 3) has wire paBdous. The sense is 
the same in all. The Apostles are to go as they are; they are 
not to procure any thing: ‘ne minimam quidem rem’ (Ang. de 
Cons. Hv. ii. 30); not even so light and common a thing as a 
staff, which was, as it were, nothing (see Gen. xxxii. 10, ‘‘ with my 
staff I passed over this Jordan’’). They among them who have 
no staff are not to purchase one (uh KTrhonobe). They among 
them who have one may take it (atpewv), but nothing more. They 
are to depend on the power and love of Christ, and on that 


alone. 
If all of them were to go without a pdR8os at all, our Lord 


would probably have specified the S¢85os particularly in the ques- 
tion which He afterwards put to His Apostles, ‘‘ When I sent 
you forth,’ &c. See Luke xxii. 35. 

A spiritual significance has also been elicited from these 
words by ancient expositors. Take no purse; for, we are to have 
no venal affections in the discharge of our Ministerial office. Our 
Apostleship is not to be made a trade. Take no scrip ; for, we must 
leave behind us all anxiety about worldly things. Take not two 
tunics—it is enough to have put on Christ once, and let us not 
seek any other robe (such as heresy or Judaism) but Him. Take 
no shoes; as it was said to Moses, ‘“ Put thy shoes from off 
thy feet. for the place whereon thou standest is holy ground” 
(Exod. iii. 5. Acts vil. 33). Nora staf; for Christ is “the Rod 
of Jesse” (Isa. xi. 1), and His Rod and Staff comfort us (Ps, xxiii. 
4). Hilary. 

18. 7 eipqyn buGv] your peace. Therefore Prayers and Bene- 
dictions are not in vain, though they may not take effect in behalf 
of those for whom they are designed ; they redound to the good 
of him who offers them, and return with a blessing into his bosom. 
(Ps. xxxv. 13.) 

On the use of Benedictions in the Church of God, see Num. 
vi. 22. Deut. xxi. 5. Luke x. 5. Hooker, V. xxv. 2; V. lxx. I, 
and Ixvi. 1. 

15. dvexrdtepov] more tolerable. Hence it appears, that in 
the world to come, there will be different degrees of punishment, 
as well as different degrees of bliss and glory. In the words of 
Hooker (App. bk. v. p. 571), ‘‘ Degrees in wickedness will have 
answerable degrees in the weight of their endless punishment.’ 
See above, v. 19; below, xi. 22. 24; xxiii. 15, and Luke xii. 47, 48, 
and the notes below on 1 Cor. iii. 15; 2 Cor. ix. 6. S. Jerome 
c. Jovinian., and Bp. Bull’s Sermon on that subject, Serm. vii. 
vol. i. p. 168. 

16. mpdBara ev ju. AvKwy] sheep in the midst of wolves. He 
thus prophesies what they will have to encounter; and He will 
prove his own power, when the sheep overcome the wolves, and 
not only are not destroyed though in the midst of wolves, but 
change the wolves into sheep. This they were to do, though they 
were but twelve in number, and though the world was filled with 
wolves. Let us thence learn, that as long as we are Christ’s sheep 
we shall conquer, although many thousand wolves rage about us ; 
but when we begin to be wolves we shall be destroyed; for we 
lose the aid of the Shepherd Who came not to feed the wolves, 
but the sheep. Chrys. 

This is quoted from memory by Clemens R. ii. 5, who adds 
some words, probably from oral tradition. Aéyet 6 Kipios, oea0e 
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— ylverde] become. 

— Boers—mepictepat] ae pO See Gen. iii. 13 viii. 
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appeared as a dove. And we may learn something from the 
Tempter (cp. Luke xvi. 8). as well as from the Holy Spirit. 

It is said that the serpent shows his wisdom in guarding his 
head, whatever other part of his body is struck. So let us be 
ready to sacrifice any thing but our faith; and let us guard our 
head, Christ. (Hilary, S. Jerome.) ‘ Et Serpens deponit tunicam 
veterem ut novus exultet.”” (Aug. Serm. 64.) The innocence of 
the Dove is shown in likeness to the Holy Ghost. (S. Jerome.) 


19. ti AaAnoere] On this use of ti for 9, and 3, 71, see Mark 


vi. 36. Luke xvii. 8. Winer, p. 152. 
20. of Aadodyres] ‘‘Similis usus articuli in Joh. vi. 63.” 
(Beng.) 


— Grd Td Tivedua] but the Holy Ghost. An argument for 
the Inspiration of the Writers of the New Testament. If He 
was in them, when speaking to-a few, surely He did not desert 
them when writing for the world. See John xiv. 26. 

21. yovets] accus. for yovdas, cp. Winer, p. 60. So ypaumarets 
xxiii. 34. 

23. pedyere] flee. It was a question discussed in early times, 
whether flight was allowable in time of persecution. See above, 
ii. 13. Tertullian (de fuga in persecutione) argues that our 
Lord’s permission was only temporary; but this is contravened 
by S. Jerome (Catal. Script. in Tertullian.). See also Nazian. 
(Orat. i. in Julian.), and the excellent directions on the subject 
in S. Athanasius (Apolog. de fuga sua, p. 258—266 ; cp. a Lapide). 

The answer seems to be given in our Lord’s words: ‘‘ The 
hireling fleeth because he is a hireling, and careth not for the sheep.” 
(John x. 13.) ‘The good shepherd giveth his life for his sheep.” 
(John x. 11.) If a person has a flock committed to his care, and 
that flock will be scattered or torn by wolves, if he flies,—then he 
must not fly. See S. Aug. Ep. 218 ad Honorat. ii. 1260—2. 
Cp. Acts viii. 1; ix. 25; xiv. 6; xv. 38. 2 Tim. iv. 10. The 
question may be illustrated from the history of Polyearp, Martyr. 
pp. 593—600, and of Archbishop Laud, whom Grotius advised to 
escape (see Pocock’s Life, p. 83, ed. 1816). 

— Thy %rAAny] the other, the next,—showing that there will 
always be some other to fly to. 

— rérets TOD "Iopaha, ews dy ZAOn] the cities of Israel, until 


In a primary sense, you will not have 
completed your missionary work in Judea before I come to judge 
Jerusalem. Cp. Acts viii: 1. (Jerome.) 

In a secondary and larger sense,—the Missionary Work of 
the Church for the spzritual Israel will not cease till the Second 
Coming of Christ. Cp. Matt. xxiv. 14. 

There is a successive series of ‘ Comings of Christ,’ all pre- 
paratory to, and consummated in, the Great Coming. Cp. on 
xvi. 28. : 

25. BeeA(eBovA] Beelzebul. The Deity of the Ekronites was 
called by them a)3y>ya (Baal-zebub), ‘ Lord of flies,’ i. gq. Oeds 
dmduvios or wvlaypos (2 Kings i. 2); and this name was in ridicule 
and contempt changed by the Israelites to S33 >ya (Baal-zebel), 
‘ Dominus stercoris,’ and thence applied to the Prince of the Devils. 
Lightfoot ad loc. Goodwin, Moses and Aaron iv. 3. Jahn, 
Archeol. § 408, p. 566, ed. Vienn. 1814, interprets it ‘ Deus 
habitaculi ;’ but see Winer in v. 

Hitherto our Lord has given precepts to His Apostles for the 
discharge of their duty. 

He now supplies motives, viz. : 

His own example. 

God will display the truth of the Gospel and His own glory 
even by means of those who persecute them. 

God is more to be feared than man. 

God cares for the least of his own; 

And He will give them reward and honour in the presence of 
the Holy Angels. 

27. em) r&v Swudtrwy] On the roofs,—flat (cp. Acts x. 9), 
used for public proclamations (Isa. xv. 3. Jer. xix. 13; xlviii. 38), 
and other similar purposes. See on Luke v. 19, and the passages 
quoted in Jahn, Archeol. § 34. Winer, R.-W.-B. v. ‘ Dach.’ 

29. ¢v—od meceitai] You may buy two sparrows for a small 
coin, and yet not one of the two will fall without God’s notice 
and will. No bodily change or chance is to be feared by those 
who are Christ’s, since even our hairs are all numbered by Him 
Who preserves us. (Hilary.) 

32. év éuol] in Me. Something more than ‘confess Me.’ éy 
shows the ground on which the confession rests. Cp. Luke 
xii. 8. 
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34. Mh voulonre bt: HAOov] Think not that I came to send 
Peace. This may appear paradoxical and at variance with the 
Angels’ song (Luke ii. 14). But our Lord’s design was to edu- 
cate His disciples by hard sayings, says Chrys., who-adds, “ No 
one should be able to say that He had flattered them by soft 
speeches. He would display all the evils they might expect to 
see. Here was a proof of His power, in that they who heard 
these things from Him received Him as their Lord, and were able 
to convert others.” 

Christ was no cause of the miseries He predicted as conse- 
quent on His coming; but the wickedness of men was. And yet 
as the manner of Scripture is, He speaks of Himself as doing 
these things. So it is said, ‘‘ He gave them eyes that they should 
not see”’ (Hzek. xii. 2. John xii. 40). Lest they should expect 
perfection in this world, He describes the result of His coming, 
viz. strifes, schisms, seditions, controversies, wars—the conse- 
quence of man’s sin and the devil’s malice. Chrys. See below on 
xviii. 7. Though the Song of the Angels was ‘ Peace on earth’ 
(Luke ii. 14), yet in the same chapter we read that He was set 
Sor the fall as well as the rising of many (Luke ii. 34). His 
Gospel is a savour of death to some and of life to others (2 Cor. 
ii. 16). He is a stone of stumbling to the disobedient as well as 
precious to them that believe (1 Pet. ii. 7, 8). This is the con- 
demnation, that Light is come into the world, and men loved 
darkness rather than light, because their deeds were evil (John 
lii. 19). 

Sf. wad] emphatic; thrice repeated in this place. 

38. AauBdver Thy oTavpdy avTod] adtod, his cross, as I shall 
carry My cross. Every one has his own cross to carry ; as crimi- 
nals did, when led to crucifixion. 

Our Lord thus prophesies the manner of His own death— 
crucifixion. See below, xx. 19. 

He knew what He would do, and what He would suffer ; and 
this is ever to be borne in mind in interpreting His words. They 
must be explained from a consideration of His Divine Prescience. 
He has all things before Him in a moment of time. Often, if 
viewed merely with regard to what was known only to His dis- 
ciples on the occasion when they were uttered, they will seem 
dim and obscure. Time explained them; and the Holy Ghost 
enabled them to understand them (see John xii. 16). If we 
forget this, we shall often miss their true meaning. See on John 
iii. 22, and at the end of that chapter ; and John vi. 53, 54. 

39. ‘O cipdy] Not ‘he that findeth,’ but he that ‘ hath found,’ 
or gained—i.e. he that hath made every provision for his worldly 
comfort, and so appears to have gained the treasure of which he 
was in quest—his life—he shall Jose it; and he who has sacrificed 
his life for Christ shall gain it for Sees evploxw is used thus 
Rom. iy. 1. Cp. Luke xii. 19, 20. 


41. cis Bvoua mpophrov] i.e. ‘qua, quatenus, est propheta.’ 


beh. 14, 3. 
c Gen. 49. 10. 


b Nop d , 3 , 5) lal , \ ¥ A A 4 ‘ 
dé Iwavvyns axovoas ev TH SeopaTnpio TO <p TOU ee Num, 24.17, 


Dan. 9. 24. 
EP O[LEVOS, 77 ETEPOV John 6, 14. 


(Vorst, Heb. 740.) But cis +d dvoua is more forcible than év 
T@ ovouart. It signifies an inward movement of dove to, and, as 
it were, identification with, the prophet (see xviii. 20), and conse- 
quently a reception of his message into the soul. He who re- 
ceives a minister of Christ, because he is such, and with love and 
adhesion to Christ, the True Prophet (as distinguished from men, 
who are only His instruments), shall partake in the reward pro- 
mised to those ‘‘ who turn many to righteousness ”’ (Dan. xii. 3). 

The prophet to be received may be an unworthy person—a 
Judas. Our Lord, foreseeing this, says that the office is to be 
regarded, and not the person; and that yow will not lose your 
reward, if you receive a prophet, though he who is received is un- 
worthy. (Jerome, Hilary. Cp. Article XX VII.) Receive him in 
the Name of a Prophet; not for the sake of any secular pre- 
eminence or any worldly consideration, but because he is a pro- 
phet sent by Me, and authorized by Me to dispense to you My 
Word and Sacraments, and whatever he may be personally, yet 
if you receive what he brings to you from Me, you will receive a 
prophet’s reward. 

— 6 dexduevos Sikaov] pry (lsaddik), i.e. any good and 
holy man, though not a preacher of Christ. See Matt. xiii. 17, 
modo) mpop7rat ka Sika. Greg. M. (Hom. in Ev. i. 20) thus 
illustrates this; ‘‘etsi fructum ulmus non habet, vitem tamen cum 
fructibus portans, heec ipsa sua efficit quod bené sustentat aliena.”’ 
The Elm, though barren, helps the Vine, which it supports, to 
bear fruit. 

42. eva tev miKpGy] puxpds, i. gq. ywz (katon), little, a disciple, 
as distinguished from 1) (rab), great, a master, Cp. xviii. 6. 10. 

This is the third case here mentioned—whoever does the 
least act of kindness to one of the least of my disciples, in My 
name, and because he is my disciple—shall not lose his reward. 


Cu. XI. 2. ev 7G Secuwrnptw] in the prison. Probably Ma- 
cheerus, on the southern frontier of Perea. Joseph. Ant. xiv. d. 
2; xviii. 5. Bell. Jud. i. 8. 2; iii. 3.3. Cp. used. i. 11. 

— 7& &pya] the Miracles. Cp. Luke vii. 18. 

— Xpiorod] ‘‘Opportuné scribit Christ2, non Jesu, quia 7a 
épya eum esse Messiam probant.” Calmet. 

— réupas did THY walnray] dia B, C, D, P, Z, A, dvo, H, 
F, G, K, L, M, 8, U, V, X (Biz.); but it is more likely that dic 
should have been altered by copyists into dvo than dvo into did. 

Many modern expositors have supposed that St. John, now a 
prisoner, wavered in faith, and put this question in doubt. But 
this notion is altogether alien from the tenour of the narrative, and 
irreconcileable with the words of Christ (see on v. 7), and at vari- 
ance with the expositions of the Ancient Church. See Chrys. here. 
Aug, Serm. Ixvi. Jerome here, and iv. 188. Hilary. Greg. hom, 
in Ey. vi. and S. Basil Seleuc. p. 179. Ambrose in Luc. vii. 

Meyer, indeed, who adopts the modern notion (p. 216, 217), 
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refers to Tertullian adv. Marcion. iv. 5 (cf. de Bapt. c. 10) for 
that opinion; but the sense of that passage is ambiguous. The 
following ancient testimonies may suffice ; 

John does not put this question from ignorance, for he 
himself had proclaimed Christ to be the Lamb of God. But as 
our Lord asked concerning the body of Lazarus, ‘Where have ye 
laid him ?’ (John xi. 34,) in order that they who answered the 
question might, by their own answer, be led to faith, so John, 
now.about to be slain by Herod, sends his disciples to Jesus, in 
order that by this occasion they who were jealous of the fame of 
Jesus (ch. ix. 14. John iii. 26), might see His mighty works and 
believe in Him, and that while their Master asked the question by 
them, they might hear the truth for themselves.. Jerome. 

S. Ambrose says well on Luke vii. 19, ‘‘ Misit discipulos suos 
ad Christum Johannes, ut supplementum scientie consequantur, 
quia plenitudo Legis Christus est.’’ See also Theophyl. on Luke 
vii. 18. 

John had no doubts concerning Christ. In the Baptist, the 
Law is as it were in prison; its work is now done, and it sends 
its disciples to the Gospel, in order that they who do not believe, 
may see the proofs of its own sayings in the works of Christ. 
And St. John thus provides for the faith of his disciples by send- 
ing them to see Christ’s miracles, by which they would be con- 
vinced that his own testimony to Christ was true, and that they 
were not ‘to look for another.”’ (Hilary.) Our Lord refers to 
His own miracles, v. 4, and does not give a direct answer to the 
express question of St. John, but to the silent scruples of his 
messengers, whom He warns by the words ‘‘ Blessed is he who is 
not offended in Me.”’ If these words had been applicable to St. 
John, as some imagine, how could our Lord have given such an 
eulogy of St. John as He immediately proceeds to do? Jerome. 

The design of this mission and history was to show the 
nature of St. John’s own office, viz. that it was temporary, transi- 
tory, and manuductory to Christ ; and to declare also the nature 
of the Evidences on which Christianity rests, viz. the mighty 
works of Christ. 

Our Lord gives the clue to this, the true interpretation of the 
passage, when He says to the Jews (John v. 33), ‘‘ Ye sent unto 
John and he bare witness unto the truth; but I receive not My 
witness (riv japtuptay) from man: he was indeed that burning 
and shining lamp (6 Avxvos, not Td gas), which I kindled in the 
world, and ye were willing for a season to rejoice in his light; but 
the witness which I have is a greater witness than that of John; 
the Works which My Father has given Me to finish,— the Works 
themselves that 1am now doing, they bear witness of Me, that 
the Father hath sent Me.’”’ Cp. also John x. 37, 38. 

We find (Luke vii. 18, 19) that St. John’s disciples had 
come to him in the prison and-spoken to him of Christ’s miracles. 
It was no questioning or dowdt in his own mind, but it was the 
announcement of these miracles which was the occasion of his 
sending to Jesus. And it was providentially ordered, that at the 
very time when John’s messengers arrived, our Lord was engaged 
in working those miracles by which He showed His divine mis- 
sion, and fulfilled the prophecies concerning the Messiah. See 
Luke vii. 21 and Isa. xxxv. 5; lxi. J. 

Christ put it into the heart of John in prison to send to 
Him, and to send at this very time, in order to show more clearly 
the true ground of belief in Christ. St. John the Baptist—the 
greatest of those who had been born of. women—the divinely- 
appointed precursor and herald of Christ—comes, in the person 
of his disciples, to Christ—to Christ working the works of the 
Messiah. And now ‘his joy is fulfilled.” He sits at Christ's 
feet, and hears His word. The Adxvos comes to the das; the 
gwvh BoSytos comes to the eternal Adyos; the mpddpopos comes 
to the ‘Odds ; the Khpvt comes to the Kpirys; the twinklings of 
the pwopédpos, or morning star, are lost in the full effulgence of 
the Divine “HAwos,—the ’AvatoA) ap thyovs,—the risen Sun of 
Righteousness. 

John had said of Christ, “He must increase, but I must 
decrease’’ (John iii. 30), i.e. my light must wane and vanish, 
being absorbed in His. ' Thus he finishes his mission, by bringing 
all men, as far as he is able, with his last breath to Christ. And 


thus in this history we see a Divine Sermon on the Evidences of 
Christianity. The groundwork of our faith is in the Works of 
Curist. There is the foundation of our belief. Hence St. John 
the Evangelist says at the close of the last Gospel (John xx. 
30), “Many other signs truly did Jesus in the presence of 
His Disciples which are not written in this book; but these 
are written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the Christ the 
Son of God, and that believing ye might have life through His 
name.” 

And if it be asked, why we believe that the Gospels, in which 
these works are recorded, are true, we may reply,— Because these 
Works are described as having been performed in the presence 
and on the persons of multitudes of people; and because the 
Gospels were published in the age and country wherein those 
works are affirmed in them to have been done; and because the 
Gospels, which describe those wonderful Works, were received as 
true Histories, in that and other countries, by the Church of Christ, 
which gladly suffered persecution for receiving them as true, 
and because they were at length received as true by that very 
Power which persecuted the Church for receiving them—the Em- 
pire of Rome; and because they have been so received even to 
this day ; and because the more they are examined, the more they 
prove themselves to be true. 

The sending of his disciples to Jesus was the crowning act of 
St. John’s ministry. He thus guarded against a schism between 
his own disciples and those of Jesus ; he bequeathed his disciples 
to Christ ; he had prepared the way for Christ in the Desert ; he 
now prepares it in the Prison; and the happy result of this mis- 
sion is intimated in those touching words, ‘‘ His disciples took up 
the body of John and buried it, and came and told Jesus.” (Matt. 
xiv. 12.) 

3. 6 épxduevos] the Coming One, xin (Habba), i.e. the Mes- 
siah, whose Coming was expected from the beginning. Gen. xlix. 
10. See particularly Ps. cxviii. 26, ‘‘ Blessed is He that cometh.” 
Cp. Isa. xxxv. 4. Mal. iii. 1. John vi. 14; xi. 27. Heb. x. 37. 
1 John v. 6. Cp. ix. 39; xii. 46. See Vorst de Hebr. p. 713. 

— Tpocdox@uev] may we, should we look for —? the conjunc- 
tive mood. 

4. amayyelAare] Eng. Version, ‘ show John again.’ It is 
hardly necessary to remark, that ‘again’ does not here mean ‘a 
second time,’ but it represents the preposition, ad, and dmrayyel- 
Aare means ‘Go back and report to him.’ He does not refer 
them to His own words, nor to those of His disciples and the 
people ; but to the testimony of their own senses, ‘Go and report 
to John what ye, his disciples, hear with your own ears, and see 
with your own eyes,’ viz. My works. There is your answer. 

5. tupdof] Our Lord here repeats the substance, and not the 
precise words, of several prophecies concerning the Messiah; to 
which he adds a caution derived from another prophecy foretelling 
that to some He would be a rock of offence. (Isa. viii. 14.) 

On this mode of dealing with prophecy see Surenhus. 
p. 227. The same may be said of the prophecy of Malachi iii. 1, 
quoted by our Lord v. 10. 

It is to be remembered generally, that our Lord as the 
Great Prophet held in His hand the ‘‘ Key of the House of 
David” (Isa. xxii. 22. Rev. iii. 7); the “ Key of Knowledge” 
(Luke xi. 52): one use of which was to unlock Prophecy ; and 
therefore in quoting the prophecies He often inserts words, or 
modifies them, in order to make their sense more plain to- the 
hearer. 

7. mopevowevwy] as they departed. He would not praise John 
in the presence of John’s disciples, lest he should be suspected of 
flattery and collusion,—He waited till their departure. See Luke 
vii. 24. 

— Ti étnadere ;} What went ye out for to see? Our Lord had 
answered the question of St. John’s disciples by an appeal to their 
own senses. He now replies to the thoughts of the multitude 
concerning John,—thoughts suggested by the sownd of John’s 
message, of which they did not penetrate the sense, as He did, 
who had inspired John by His Holy Spirit to send the message 
at this time, and who reads John’s heart. He now replies to the 
present thoughts of the multitude by an appeal to their own 
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former acts. He first tells them what John is not, and then what 
he is, 
What went ye out into the wilderness to see? Not a reed, 
planted in the morass of a weak and watery faith, and quivering 
in the wind of doubt. Not a Reed—but a Rock. Not a man of 
soft and effeminate disposition. No; for he preached in the wil- 
derness ; and when he went into a King’s house, it was not in 
soft clothing, but in the hairy garb of an Elias; it was not to 
mingle in the splendours of the Court, but constantly to speak 
the truth, and boldly to rebuke vice; for which he is now in 
prison, and about to die. 
It may be necessary to confirm this exposition from ancient 
authorities. ‘‘ He replies to the thoughts of the crowd. They 
might imagine from St. John’s message, and the words in which 
it was delivered, that the Baptist wavered in his faith, and that 
his imprisonment had shaken his constancy. Our Lord, there- 
fore, reminds them of what John was, how he had acted, and how 
they themselves had behaved to him. What went ye out for to 
see? Not an inconstant and vacillating man. Not a reed shaken 
by the wind. But a man of inflexible resolution and invincible 
courage. What went ye out into the wilderness to see? Not a 
man of effeminate temper. Not a sycophant who would flatter 
any for hope of gain. No; his rigorous fare, his simple garb, 
the very piace in which you found him, refute this notion. If he 
had been such, he would have been in the court, and not in the 
desert. But what went ye out for to see? a Prophet; yea, I say 
unto you, and more than a Prophet. And then He refers to their 
own Scripture for the true character and office of John.” Chrysos., 
Hilary, Jerome (ad Algasiam, p. 188), Ambrose in Luc. viii. 23. 
The following is from S. Greg..M. Homil. p. 1454. ‘ Arundo 
vento agitata Johannes non erat, quem A statiis sui rectitudine 
nulla vocum varietas inflectebat. Discamus ergo arundines non 
esse. Solidemus animum inter auras linguarum positum; stet 
inflexibilis status mentis; non nos prospera elevent, non nos ad- 
versa perturbent; ut qui in solicitudine fidei figimur, nequaquam 
rerum transeuntium mutabilitate moveamur.” 
VW. ode eyhyeptar—puel(wy] there hath not arisen a greater 
than John the Baptist. The greatness of John as compared 
with those who preceded him was seen in various particulars ; 
He was sanctified in the womb, and there prophesied of 
Christ, by leaping for joy ; 
He inaugurated the Baptism of Repentance, and he baptized 
Christ ; 
He announced the Advent of the kingdom of heaven ; 
He proclaimed Christ already come as the Bridegroom, the 
Lamb of God, the future Judge ; 
_ He was typified by Hlias, one of the greatest of the old Pro- 
hets ; 

: He was ‘‘ plus Propheta, nam Hum quem precurrendo pro- 

phetaverat, ostendendo monstrabat.”” (Greg. M.1.c. Cp. @ La- 
ide. 

: a ev yevyntots yuvaikav]| in. those who are born of women: 


as distinguished from those who are born again of Water and the 


Holy Ghost. John iii. 5. Titus iii. 5. Of those who were born 
by the natural birth, none was greater than John the Baptist, 
who was the forerunner of Him, Who is the Second Adam; and 
by virtue of Whose Incarnation, and of their Incorporation with 
Him, those. who come after John in time are born spiritually, 
and so are greater than John. 

— 6 8 uuixpérepos] He that is least among Christians who 
have been born of God (Johni. 13; iii. 3—8), and have seen 
Christ fully set forth in His crucifixion and ascension, and have 
received the graces thence ensuing, and felt the fulness of the 
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blessings vouchsafed by God in the Kingdom of Heaven, or Chris- 
tian Church ; for (as Maldonat. says) ‘ minimum maximi majus 
est maximo minimi.” 

And by reason of the greatness of these gifts, they who are 
less than John, are yet; by being in the Kingdom of Heaven fully 
opened, greater (quoad statum) than John the Baptist, who saw 
these things as yet future. (Cp. Matt. xiii. 16. Luke x. 23.) 
And see how this saying was fulfilled and explained in the graces 
poured on those who had been baptized by John, and afterwards 
received the full outpouring of the gift of the Holy Ghost, when 
they were baptized in the name of Christ, and were confirmed by 
the laying on of the hands of him who calls himself the east of 
the Apostles,—St. Paul (Acts xix. 6); and they—being born anew 
of the Holy Ghost—became greater than John, who was the 
greatest of the prophets, and of all who had been born of women. 

The phrase 6 psxpdétepos is understood by some of the Fa- 
thers to mean Christ Himself (Chrys., Macar. (p. 170), Aug., 
Hilary, Theophyl., and also by Estius, Fritzsche, Arnoldt) ; 
and this interpretation so commended is not lightly to be set 
aside. Cp. John i. 15. 27.30. ‘He that cometh after Me (in 
time) is preferred before Me.”’ (Matt. iii. 11.) 

And there is something in favour of this interpretation in the 
words otk eytyeptar mel(wy ev trols yevynrots yuvalkay, i.e. 
in those who have been begotten by human fathers from women ; 
which Christ was not. 

No one has appeared among those springing from human 
parents greater than John the Baptist. But do not suppose that 
he is greater than Iam. Iam not yevynrds yuvairdy, but Ocod, 
and though after him in the Gospel (because he is my precursor), 
yet I am greater than he; and so puxpdtepos, and yet elder; 
greater, wel(wy, and yet less. Rom. ix. 12. 

On the whole, it may well be supposed, that both the mean- 
ings here given, were in the mind of Christ when He spoke these 
words. Cp. on Rom. xii. 19. | 

12. Bid€erar] suffers violence; Bialws kparetra (Hesych.), and 
cannot be entered except by those who sirive for entrance (vii. 
13, 14. Luke xiii, 24). 8. Ambrose, in Luc. xi. 5, ‘Vim faci- 
mus Domino, non compellendo, sed flendo; non provocando in- 
juriis, sed lacrymis exorando. O beata violentia, &c. Heec sunt 
arma fidei nostre,’’ and Greg. M. ‘ Joannes qui poenitentiam 
peccatoribus indixit (qua vitam eternam percipiunt) quid aliud 
quam regno ccelorum fieri violentiam docuit? Ergo hereditatem 
justorum rapiamus per poenitentiam,’’ and by earnest prayer, 
“Heec Deo grata vis est,” Tertullian (Apol. 30). Hence Christ 
says (Luke xiii. 24), dywviGeade eciocdOciv dia THs oT eV AS TUANS. 

13. €ws "Iwdvvov] until John. Cp. Luke xvi. 16. The emphatic 
word is they prophesied, i.e. as concerning something future : 
i. e. they prophesied of Me and My kingdom. But now He that 
was to come is come. Hence the dignity and blessedness of 
John, who was chosen to proclaim His coming. ‘ Usque ad 
Johannem Lex ; ab eo Evangelium.’ Cp. Athanas. de Incarn. xl. 

14. ci Oérere SétacOau}| if ye are willing to receive it. Our 
Lord knew that they looked for Elias in person, and therefore He 
endeavours to correct their error. So the Angel had said to 
Zacharias, the father of the Baptist (Luke i. 17), that John would 
come in the power and spirit of Elias, i.e. not in his person : and 
St. John had denied that he was Elias (John i, 21). See below 
on Matt. xvii. 10, 11. 

16. ‘Ouota moudlois] Like to children. A Hebrew adage (see 
Vorst, p. 813). By the children many interpreters understand 
the Baptist and our Lord. But this seems harsh. The yeved 
itself is said to be*duola madiors; and the querulous murmur of 
the children, complaining that others would not humour them in 
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their fickle caprices, is compared to the discontented censorious- 
ness of that generation of the Jews, particularly of the Pharisees, 
who could not be pleased with any of God’s dispensations, and 
rejected John and Christ, as they had done the Prophets before 
them. The sense therefore is, Ye are like a troop of wayward 
children, who go on with their own game, at one time gay, at 
another grave, and give no heed to any one else, and expect that 
every one should conform to them. You were angry with John, 
because he would not dance to your piping; and with Me, be- 
cause [ will not weep to your dirge. John censured your licen- 
tiousness, I rebuke your hypocrisy; you vilify both, and “ re- 
ject the good counsel of God,’’ who has devised a variety of means 
for your salvation. (Luke vii. 30.) 

19. Kal (adversative, as Hebr. 4, vau, and yet) édicaOn] Sixata 
eroyladn. (Huthym.) 

These wayward children cannot be pleased; but all who are 
really wise children of God, although they may be called babes by 
those who think themselves wise men, approve all the methods, 
however various, of Divine Wisdom, and profit by them, and 
press into the kingdom of heaven. Cp. Luke vii. 29, of reAGvau 
édikalwoay Toy Ocdy, Banrticbevtes Td Baaricua lwdvvov. 

The wisdom of God is aptly called moAumotxiAos by St. Paul, 
Ephes. iii. 10, and this its property was shown in the diverse 
characters of the missions of John and Christ both tending to 
the same end. 

21. Xopativ] Chorazin. Near the Sea of Galilee, about two 
miles from Capernaum. (Jerome.) It is observable that the 
very names of these cities denounced by our Lord have perished ; 
and that their precise site is unknown. Cp. Rodinson on Palest. 
iii. 294. 

— Byboaiddy] Bethsaida, i.g. “m3 (beyth), domus, et xpy 
(isayada), piscatio, venatio ;” the town of St. Peter, Andrew, and 
Philip, a very appropriate name for those who were to become 
“ fishers of men.” 

Our Lord had worked very many miracles in Chorazin and 
Bethsaida; and yet there is no mention in the Gospels of any 
miracle performed by Him there. How much is recorded, and 
yet how much is left unnoticed by them! John xxi. 25. 

Chorazin and Bethsaida were on the Sea of Galilee. 
He compares them with Tyre and Sidon,—maritime cities. 

— dy perevdnoav] would have repented. Hence, and from v. 
23, it is proved, that our Lord’s knowledge extended to contin- 
gencies, i. e. to what would have happened, if something else had 
happened. See 1 Sam. xxiii. 10—13, concerning what would 
have happened, if David had gone to Keilah. 

22. TIAny Aéyw] On this text, see the Treatise of S. Athanas. 
pp. 82—86. 

23. Kapapvaotu] Capernaum. “ Beatior quam Chorazin (pre- 
sentia Christi), sed ex peccato infelicior ; ideo cum Sodomis con- 
fertur, non Tyro.”’ (Bengel.) 


Hence 


25. ’Efomoaoyoduat] I glorify Thee. I signify my entire ac- 
quiescence in Thy doings, and thank Thee for them. The LXX 
use this word for mim (hodhah), ‘“ laudavit, celebravit, glorifi- 
cavit.” Cp. Luke ii. 38. 2 Sam. xxii. 50. _ Vorst de Hebr. p. 173. 

Some interpreters suppose that this verse is to be interpreted 
as if it were dmoxpt Was amexdAvwas, i.e. “ quum abdidisses ab 
illis revelasses his” (see Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 505, and compare 
Rom. vi. 17), but this seems to be a distortion of the words. The 
sense is, I acquiesce in all Thy dispensations, and praise Thee for 
them. 

Our Lord does not say, that God denied means of salvation 
to any; but He thanks Him, because He has revealed to the 
Apostles what He has hidden from the Pharisees (Jerome), and 
thus punishes pride and rewards meckness. He thus teaches the 
proud, that if they will become humble they will be able to see the 
wondrous things of God’s law, and so escape the punishment due 
to pride, and receive the blessings promised to the meek (cp. 
Rom. vi. 17). He recognizes God as Supreme Ruler over all, 
and blesses Him in al/ His ways, whether of judgment or of 
mercy, and therefore He adds, o¥tws éyéveto evdoxia tumpoabéy 
cov. He thus teaches us to submit our will and judgment to 
God’s will and judgment in all things, and to say, ‘“‘O Lord God 
Almighty, true and righteous are thy judgments.”” (Rev. xvi. 7.) 
“Great and marvellous are thy works, Lord God Almighty ; just 
and true are thy ways, Thou King of Nations.” (Rom. xi. 22. 
Rev. xv. 3; xix. 2.) 

— copay k.o.} Those who think themselves wise. Cp. on 
ix. 13, and 1 Cor. i. 20. Aug. (Serm. Ixvii. and Ixviii.) ‘nomine 
sapientium et prudentium superbos intelligi ipse exposuit.”’ 

— vnyttos] babes. Those whom the world calls such, and 
who are vfmiot TH karly. 1 Cor. xiv. 20. 

26. 6 Marjp] On this use of the nominative see Matt. xxvii. 
29, xatpe, 6 BaotAevs. Like viii. 54, } mats eyeipe. xii. 32, wh 
poBod 7d piKpdy moruvlov. Luke xviii. 11. Winer, p. 164. 

27. obd& roy Tlarépa] Hence it was argued by some, that the 
God who was revealed in the Old Test. before the Incarnation, is 
not the God of the Gospel. For a refutation of this heresy, see 
Tren. iv. 6, who shows that ail Divine Revelations are from God, 
through Christ, the Word of Ged. (Cp. xiii. 52.) 

28. Acire| “‘ Come all: not this man or that man, but all, all 
that labour and are heavy laden, all that are in distress, and in 
sin. Come, not that I may condemn you, but release you: come, 
because I desire your salvation ; and I will give you rest. Come, 
take My yoke, and bear My burden; and be not fearful, when 
you hear of a yoke, for it is easy ; nor of a burden, for it is light. 
But how is this compatible with what He said before, ‘ Strait 
is the gate, and narrow is the way, which leadeth to life?’ (Matt. 
vii. 14.) Because strait it is, if we are lukewarm and listless ; but 
if we obey Christ’s precepts, and follow His example, the yoke 
becomes easy. And how are we to do this? By meekness. And 
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therefore our Lord begins His divine Sermon, Blessed are the 
poor in spirit (Matt. v. 3), thus you will find rest for your soul. 
Hence St. Paul calls his own afflictions a light burden (2 Cor. iv. 
17. Cp. Rom. viii. 18. 35), and on the other hand, no yoke so 
hard, no burden so heavy as that of sin.’’ Cp. Zech. v. 7, 8. 
(Chrys.) See also Bp. Sanderson, iii. 366. 

29, 30. roy Cuydv ov] My yoke. Christ here speaks of His 
yoke and of His burden (gopriov). A metaphor from cattle 
ploughing and carrying—an emblem of Christian life —especially 
the ministerial. Isa. xxxii. 20. Ecclus. vi. 24, 25, and see on 
Acts xxvi. 14. Christ has a yoke and a burden for all, but it is 
very different from the yoke and burden of the Law, Acts xv. 10. 
Gal. vy. 1, and much more does it differ from the yoke and burden 
of Sin. Rom. vi. 17. 2 Pet. ii. 19. Bis yoke is easy and His 
burden is light. 

This invitation of Christ was followed by a remarkable 
result, See on Luke vii. 37. 

30. Cuyds xpnotos—optlov édrappdv] Cp. Isa. x. 27, “ The 
yoke shall be taken away, because of the anointing.’”’ The Fathers 
compare the yoke of Christ to a bird’s plumage, which is indeed a 
weight to it, but enables it to soar to the sky. ‘‘ Hee sarcina,”’ 
says Aug. (Ser. xxiv. de Verb. Apostoli), ‘‘ non est pondus onerati, 
sed ala volaturi.”’ 


Cu. XII. 1. tots odBBacr] on the sabbath; the cdBBatov dev- 
Tepompwroy, a great Sabbath (Luke vi. 1), and therefore the argu- 
ment of our Lord on this occasion applies @ fortiori to ordinary 
sabbaths. 

— tiAdew otdxvas] to pluck ears, which it was lawful for 
any one to do on an ordinary day. See Deut. xxiii. 25. The 
Pharisees do not blame the disciples for the act, but for doing it 
on the Sabbath. 

8. rl émoinoe Aavid| what David did. When he fled from 
Saul to Abimelech, the priest, at Nob, a city of the priests (1 Sam. 
xxi. 6). 

4. Sone Ths mpobecews| the shewbread. The ‘ duodecim 
panes propositionis,’ a Hebraism, n2qa7 oT) (lehem hammare- 
ceth), i.e. ‘panes ordinis,’ from their being set on the Holy 
Table in the Tabernacle before God, and sometimes called om) 

yp (lehem happanyim), “ the loaves of the faces,’’ rendered 
by the LXX (Exod. xxv. 30), évdémio, as being always ‘in con- 
spectu Dei,” and therefore holy (1 Sam. xxi. 6), whence incense 
was placed on them (Levit. xxiv. 7); an offering made afresh 
every Sabbath to God in the name of the twelve tribes, and an 
acknowledgment that they derived their sustenance in body and 
soul from Him whose eye was ever upon them. 

— ci ph] See on Luke iv. 26. 

5. fepets] the Priests, who ought to be most zealous for the 
Law. (Bengel.) 

— BeBnaodo1] they profane, by various works necessary for 
the sacrificial ritual of the Temple. Hence it was a maxim of 
the Jews “in templo non esse Sabbatum.” 

6. icpod weiCov] If the service of the temple justifies the priests 
in doing servile works on the Sabbath, I, who am greater than the 


Vox. I. 


temple and give sanctity to it, can authorize My disciples to do 
what they are now doing on the Sabbath Day. Christ had not 
interfered to prevent His disciples from plucking the corn on the 
Sabbath, to assuage their hunger. Therefore ¢heir act was His ; 
and in censuring them the Pharisees had blamed Him, the Lord 
of the Sabbath. 

7. €reov 0éAw] I will have Mercy. See above, ix. 13. The 
Sabbath was made for man (Mark ii. 27), and I who am the Son 
of Man, the Second Adam, the Lord of the New Creation, am 
the Lord and Master of the Sabbath. 

8. 6 ids Tod dvOpmmov] the Son of Man. Because I also am 
the Son of God, therefore I am the Giver of the Law. And he 
who gives a law can dispense withit. This is another assertion of 
Christ’s Divinity. 

No one else is called in the Gospel the Son of Man but Jesus, 
says Titus Bostrensis on Luke vi. 5. And He is called so by 
Himself alone. Jesus calls Himself Son of Man, because, being 
Son of God, He vouchsafed to become Son of Man in a singular 
manner for our salvation. 

The following is an exposition of the argument by Jerome 
and other ancient Interpreters : 

You break the Sabbath in the temple by slaying victims, and 
by offering them on the wood heaped up on the altar; and you 
circumcise children on the Sabbath days, and so (according to 
your own allegations) break the law of the Sabbath, in your desire 
to keep another law. But the laws of God never contradict each 
other. (Jerome.) Observe the circumstances here :—the place, 
the temple ;—the persons, the priests ;—the time, the Sabbath ;— 
the act itself, they profune; and this they do, not from any special 
necessity, as David; but habitually, every Sabbath, and yet they 
are guiltless, And if they are blameless, much more are those 
innocent, who are with Me, the Lord of the Sabbath. 

In St. Mark the argument rests on a common principle of 
humanity. The Sabbath was made for Man. But here He 
speaks of Himself, the Lord of the Temple; the Truth and not 
the Type. He who gave the law of the Sabbath explains its 
meaning. He teaches them that it was not merely prohibitory, 
requiring them to abstain from evil, but preceptive also, com- 
manding to do good. And therefore He refers them to the prac- 
tice of the priests, and to God’s own saying in their Scriptures, ‘ I 
will have mercy and not sacrifice’ (Hos. vi. 6. Micah vi. 8). 
Thus He gave additional life to the Law. For the season was 
now come in which they were to be trained by a higher discipline. 
(Chrys.) 

He calls Himself the Son of Man, and His meaning is—He 
whom ye suppose to be a mere man, is God, the Lord of the 
Sabbath, and has power to change the law, because He gave it. 
(Remig.) 

He calls Himself the Lord of the Sabbath,—a prophetic in- 
timation cleared up by the event, that the Law of the Sabbath 
would be changed, as it has now been under the Gospel, not by 
any alteration in the proportion of time due to God, but in the 
position of the day; by the transfer of it from the seventh day 
of the week to the first, in memory of the Resurrection of the 
Son of Man, and by its receiving anew name, Kupiarh, the Lord’s 
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Day, in honour of Him who is the Képios rod oaBBdrov, the Lord 
of the Sabbath. 


10. thy xeipa] his hand. St. Luke adds (vi. 6) that it was 
his right hand; and that the persons who watched Him were the 
Scribes and Pharisees, in order to accuse Him (vi. 7). 

Il. apéBarov ev] ‘ey, cujus jactura non magna.” (Beng.) 
You to preserve your property, though it be only a single sheep, 
profane the Sabbath, according to your own sense of the terms ; 
and yet you charge Me with profaning it, when I restore health to 
your brother; which I do with much less labour than you can 
draw a single sheep from a pit. (Jerome.) 

You are evil interpreters of the Law, who say that I ought to 
rest from good deeds on the Sabbath. In the Sabbath of Eternity 
we shall rest from evil, but our Sabbath itself will be in doing good. 

' — Béd0vvov] a pit dug for water. Luke xiv. 5, ppéap. 

18. dmexatectdén] was restored. He does not say ‘as it was 
before,” but &s 7 %AAn. See on Acts i. 6. 

17. drws TANpwOH Td fnOév] in order that it might be fulfilled 
which was spoken. A remarkable specimen of the manner in 
which the Holy Spirit, speaking by the Evangelists, deals with the 
Prophecies of the Old Testament in order to interpret them.— 
brws TAnpwOh 7d Hndev is the form used by the Evangelist when 
this process of Divine Exposition is performed. It is, as it were, 
the title of an Evangelical Targum or Paraphrase. On this 
formula see above, i. 22; ii. 15. 17. 23; iv. 14; viii. 17. 

The elucidation of the prophecy (Isa. xlii. 1), as explained 
by our Lord, is as follows. For the Hebrew »y1y (abedi), ‘my 
servant,’ He does not say 6 SovAds ov, but 6 mats pov, where 
mats offers a double sense, servant and son. (Cp. on Acts iii. 13. 
26; iv. 27. 30.) And it is one of the felicitous circumstances 
(may not they be called providential?) which mark the formation 
of the LXX Version, that in this prophecy concerning Christ it 
was enabled to use a word (mais) which might suggest the double 
sense of the word, pre-eminently significant of Christ, in Whom 
were united the obedience of the servant and the dearness of the 
Son. (Cp. Heb. iii. 5, 6.) Again, where the Hebrew is ja-yony 
(ethmak-bo), ‘ I will lay hold on him, in order to support him’ (see 
Ps. Ixiii. 8, especially Ps. lxxxix.2], Isa. xli. 10), He says dv 
jpérioa, ‘whom I laid hold on or chose, My delight.’ 

And for pawn yNa Dy (ad yasim ba-arets mashpat) in 


Isa. xlii. 4, ‘ till He establish justice on the Earth,’ He says, ews 
dy éxBaadn eis vixos thy Kplow, ‘till He bring forth judgment to 
victory,’ so that no further conflict will remain, i. e. His judgment 
will not only be true, but victorious. 

In v. 21, He says ka) 7 dvduari, and in His Name, for inns 
(ulethoratho), and for His Law, which would have given an unin- 
telligible sense to a Gentile unacquainted with the old covenant. 

The next modification €6vn for oO» (iyim), islands, was 
almost a necessary modification, inasmuch as yijoo1, islands, though 
a literal rendering, would not to a Greek or Gentile ear have the 
sense of €0vn, Gentiles, which it had to the Hebrews familiar with 
the Old Testament (e.g. Gen. x. 5. See Mede’s Hssay, p. 272). 

Thus the Holy Ghost speaking by the Evangelist vindicates 
our Lord from the cavils of the Pharisees, as described in this 
chapter, and shows that His meek and pacific, and yet wise and 
victorious conduct in dealing with His enemies, corresponded with 
that predicted of the Messiah in the Old Testament. He also 
teaches those who required to be taught, that the prophet is there 
speaking of the Messiah, as indeed the Chaldee paraphrast under- 
stood him to do. 

From this passage and others we perceive the reasons why 
the Evangelists did not always cite the LXX Version of the Old 
Testament, nor yet always give a literal version of their own. 
Their purpose was to give the sense which was in the mind of the 
Spirit when He wrote the Prophecies. And since the Prophecies 
had been spoken in times long past, and to a single people, and 
since the Evangelical Interpretations of the Hebrew Prophecies 
were designed for all ages and nations of the world, therefore 
to accomplish their purpose of conveying the sense, it was neces- 
sary for them often to give a paraphrase rather than a version of 
them. In fact, the mode in which the ancient Prophecies are 
explained in the New Testament, displays a perfect exemplification 
of the critical rule, 


“Nec verbum verbo curabis reddere fidus 
Interpres.” 

20. KdAauoy] “ Qui peccatori non porrigit manum, nec portat 
onus fratris, quassatum calamum confringit; qui scintillam fidei 
contemnit in parvulis, linum extinguit fumigans.’”’ Jerome. 

23. Miri] Not nonne, but num, and so John viii, 22. 

24. BecACeBovA] See above, x. 25. 


MATTHEW XII. 26—32. 48 


cera. * Kal ei 6 Saravas rov Yaravav éxBdddr«eu, ep’ éavtdv euepioOn wads 
obv orabyoetar 7 Bacideia abtod ; 7% Kal ei éyo &v BeehleBovd exBadrdo ra 
Sayudvia, ot viol tpyav & tin ékBdddovor; Sid TodTo abtol bpaov ecovras 
kpirai. Ei 8é &y mvedpari Ocod éyd éxBddrdo 7a Saipdvra, dpa epbacer ed’ 


e a e , la! an 
vuas » Bactireta Tod Ocod. 


Lal nm v4 nw 
%°H was Sivaral tis eloeNOety Els THY OiKiay TOU 


> A \ \ , A \ an > /, 

toxXupov, Kal TA oKe’n adTov Siapmdcat, édv py) TpaTOY Sion Tov tayxupOD ; 
XN , x bh 72 A an lal \ 

Kal TOTE THY OlKlay avTOV Siaprace. 9 ‘O pr dv peT euov Kar euod éoTt, Kal 


e 


6 \ , > 3 la) / 123 
HN ovvayev pet €uod cKopTite. (=z 


) "Aud todto héyw dylv, 


TACO | Mark 3. 29. 
Luke 12. 10. 


e hd Ni an la 
apaptia kat Pracdnpuia apeOyoerar Tos avOparrois: 7 O€ TOV TIvevparos Bdac- 1 Job >. 16. 


“4 lal , 
dypia ov ahePyoerar trois avOpdmos. Kat ds édy ely Néyov Kata Tov 


 & 10. 26, 


iC: - tN la > , 3 ? lal + 
Tiod tod avOpadrov, apeOyjoerar aita bs 8 dv eltmyn Kata Tod [Ivedpatos Tov 


27. of viol iuav] your sons. Hence it has been inferred, that 
some among the Jews were able to cast out devils. This is the 
more modern interpretation, and Acts xix. 18, 14, is quoted in 
behalf of it; but this does not seem conclusive; for there the 
devils were victorious. 

Some of the Fathers affirm that by the words “your sons ’’ 
our Lord here means the Apostles ; 

Observe His mildness. He did not say, By whom do My 
Apostles cast them out? but By whom do your sons ?—in order 
that they might be brought to the same mind with the Apostles, 
whom He calls their sons. For the Apostles had received power 
from Him to cast out devils (Matt. x. 1), and it does not appear 
that the Jews had brought any such charge against them. And 
the Apostles were taken from among the Jews, and yet they lis- 
tened to Christ and owned Him as their Master; therefore “ they 
shall be your judges,’ i.e. condemn you of inconsistency, and 
unbelief, end of envy and malice against Me. (Chrys., Hilary.) 

The Pharisees ascribed the works of God to the power of the 
Devil. Our Lord does not answer their words, but their thoughts, 
in order that even thus they might be constrained to acknowledge 
the power of Him to be Divine, who saw the secrets of their hearts. 
And He asks this question, ‘‘ By whom do your sons cast them 
out? ’’—your sons, the Ayostles, concerning whom He said (xix. 
28), ‘‘ Ye shall sit on thrones judging the twelve tribes of Israel.”’ 
(Jerome.) 

28. Ei éyé] ‘If I by the Spirit of God,’ or, as it is in St. 
Luke, ‘If I by the finger of God,’—that finger which the Magicians 
of Egypt acknowledged (Exod. viii. 19), and by which the law was 
written. Exod. xxiv. 12; xxxi. 18. Deut. ix. 10. (Jerome.) 

— epbacev] came upon you with an idea of surprise; an Hel- 
lenistic use of the word, preserved in modern Greece. See Koray, 
“Arakra, iil. 646. 

Observe His gentleness and love. He would attract them to 
Himself. Why do you cavil at the blessings which are now 
offered to you? Why resist God’s gracious designs for your 
salvation? Rather you ought to rejoice because the kingdom of 
God is come to you; and because I am present, to give you the 
blessings preannounced by the Prophets, and because your ghostly 
enemy Satan is now cast out by Me. (Chrys.) 

29. Tod isxupod] the strong man. We ought not to think 
ourselves secure. Our ghostly enemy is called the strong man 
even by his conqueror, and he is the ‘Prince of this world,” 
which lieth in wickedness. (John xii. 31. Eph. ii. 2.) The 
Tempter was bound by Christ at the Temptation, when he was 
called Satan by Christ, —‘ Get thee hence, Satan ’’ (Matt. iv. 10) ; 
and Christ entered his house and spoiled his goods,—that is, 
rescued us men from his grasp, and subdued us to Himself, and 
made us fit for Himself. ‘“ Vasa ejus et domus nos eramus.” 
fren. iii. 8.1. Hilary. Cp. Cyril on Luke, p. 373. 

On the use of the word cxevos in this sense see note below 
on 1 Thess. iv. 4. 

80. ‘O um dv wer Euod] Observe w}, not od (Winer, p. 428). 
Tf a man is neutral, and is not in heart with Me in My conflict 
with Satan, he will be treated by Me as an enemy; and whosoever 
does not gather with Me,—that is, labour with Me in the spiritual 
harvest for the salvation of souls, scatters the ears of corn which 
he ought to bind into sheaves to be housed in My barn. This is 
to be compared with Mark ix. 40. Luke ix. 50. 

This is another answer to the objection of the Jews. Satan 
is on one side, I on the other. He rebels against God; I invite 
all men to him. He holds men captive, I release them. He 
preaches idolatry, I the worship of the one true God. He tempts 
to sin, I lead to virtue. (Jerome, Chrys.) How then can I be 
thought to work with him and he with Me? We is not with Me, 
and therefore is against Me. He gathereth not with Me, and 
therefore scattereth. 


He says, indeed, in another place, “‘ He that is not against us is 
for us’ (Mark ix. 40. Luke ix. 50), but these two sayings are not 
contrary. Here He is speaking of one opposed to Him in heart 
and hand; but there He is speaking of one who was with them in 
spirit though not in person ; for he cast out devils in Christ’s name. 

Concerning the bounds of unity, the true placing of them 
importeth exceedingly. There appear to be two extremes. For 
to certain zealots all speech of pacification is odious. ‘Is it 
peace, Jehu? What hast thou to do with peace? turn thee be- 
hind me.’’ Peace is not the matter, but following the party. 
Contrariwise, certain Laodiceans, and lukewarm persons, think 
they may accommodate points of religion by middle ways, and 
taking part of both, and witty reconcilements ; as if they would 
make an arbitrement between God and man. Both these extremes 
are to be avoided; which will be done, if the league of Christians, 
penned by our Saviour Himself, were, in the two cross clauses 
thereof, soundly and plainly expounded: “he that is not with us 
is against us ;’’ and again, ‘‘ he that is not against us is with us :’’ 
that is, if the points fundamental, and of substance, in religion, 
were truly discerned and distinguished from points not merely of 
faith, but of opinion, order, or good intention. Lord Bacon 
(Essays ; on Unity in Religion). 

81. Tvedpuaros BAachnuia] blasphemy against the Holy Ghost. 
Cp. Matt. x. 1, ééovola mvevpdrwy. 1 Cor. ix. 12, eEovota tuar. 

It is observable, that both in St. Matthew here (xii. 31, 32), 
and in St. Mark (iii. 28, 29), our Lord says, ‘sin and blasphemy ’ 
in the first member of the sentence, but only speaks of BAacpnyte. 
in the latter member of the sentence, as irremissible. The question, 
therefore, which has been argued by Divines (see a Lapide here 
and Olshausen, and Professor Browne on Article XVI.) concerning 
sin against the Holy Ghost, may perhaps be properly reduced, as 
far as connected with this place, to an inquiry concerning the 
nature of Blasphemy against the Holy Ghost ; 

The Blasphemy against the Holy Ghost, of which our Lord 
here speaks, is that which ascribes to Beelzebub the Prince of the 
Devils, and enemy of God and Man, works done by the Spirit of 
God for the salvation of man and the glory of God. They who 
sin thus (says Athanasius) refer the work of God to the Devil ; 
they judge God to be the Devil; and the true God to have nothing 
more in His works than the Evil Spirit. -Athanas. ad Serapion. 
§ 50. Cp. St. Mark iii. 30. So Jerome, Chrysostom, Ambrose, 
and others interpret the passage. 

Again, Blasphemy against the Holy Ghost is greater than 
blasphemy against Christ as man, because the Holy Ghost did not 
take the nature of man; and Christ as man is inferior to the 
Holy Ghost. Athanas. contra Arian. p. 358; iv. pp. 561—567. 

From this passage it is rightly inferred, that the Holy Ghost 
is a Person, and that He is God. Sce S. Cyril in Caten. on Luke 
xii. 10, and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. viii. 

— ox abePhoera] i.e. is very unlikely to obtain forgiveness. 
Not that it never can. See Aug. Retract. i. 19, “de nullo quamvis 
pessimo in hdc vita desperandum est ;’’ and Ambrose, de Poenit. 
ii. 4. But inasmuch as it grieves the Holy Ghost, and provokes 
Him to withdraw His grace from the soul and leave it to itself, it 
is almost a suicidal act; and it is impossible, humanly speaking, 
to renew such an one to repentance. Heb. vi 4—8. But with 
God nothing is impossible. (Matt. xix. 26. Mark x. 27.) Cp. 
Aug. Serm. lxxi. de Serm. in Monte i. 22, and see the note on 
Mark vi. 5. 

82. xatd Tod Tiod Tr. &vOpdrov] He, who speaks a word against 
the Son of Man, being offended by My outward appearance, seeing 
that I am supposed to be the carpenter’s son, and to have James 
and Joses and Judas for My brethren, he may be forgiven ; Mh 
he who sees My mighty works, and reviles Me who am the Word . 
of God, and says that the works of the Holy Spirit, working by 
Me, are the works of Beelzebub, has no forgiveness. (Jerome.) 
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— ovre év TH méAAovTi] nor in the world to come. Some 
have hence inferred that sins not forgiven in this world may be 
forgiven in another. But this inference contradicts the general 
teaching of Scripture. (See Luke xvi. 26, and note. John ix. 4. 
Heb. iii. 13; ix. 27.) The Gloss on this passage says, ‘‘ hence is 
refuted the heresy of Origen, who said, that after many ages all 
sinners should obtain pardon ;’ and St. Mark says (ch. iii. 29), 
ovk €xet &heow eis Tv aidva. The phrase taken together signi- 
fies nunquam, and is a flebraism found in the Talmud. See 
Vorstius de Hebr. p. 42, just as ev 76 ald Toit» nal ev TG 
MéAAovTi, Eph. i. 21, is a Hebraism for semper. 

It is observable that the Hebrew obiv (olam), according as 
it is used with certain pronouns, signifies both ‘this world’ and 
‘eternity.’ Hence the similar use of aiwy in the N. Test., i.e 
6 aidy obros, this present world, 6 aidy éxetvos, that world which 
is to eome; eis Toy aidva, for the world, the future world, that 
which is kur’ étoxyy the world, for which we ought to prepare ; 
eis Tovs aidvas, for the ages, i.e. for all ages; hence aids, 
everlasting. See Matt. xxv. 46. 

83. movnoate| make, reckon. See on John viii. 53, and 2 Cor. 
v.21. Judicate, agnoscite, fatemini; etrate. (Euthym.) It is 
a rule often applicable to the diction of the N. Test., “ verba quee 
Sacere significant agnitionem facti significare.’”’ Cp. Glass, Phil. 
Sacr. p. 370. 

Since a good tree bringeth forth good fruit, and a corrupt 
tree bringeth forth evil fruit (Matt. vii. 17), and since a tree is 
known by its fruits, therefore either (o:joate) recognize Me as 
good, and thence infer that My works also are good; or, if you 
will not do this, prove Me to be evil, and therefore My works 
evil; for a tree is known by its fruits. But, since the fruits I bring 
forth are good, and you cannot deny this, therefore I cannot be 
evil. Therefore own Me as such, confess Me as the Son of God. 
You charge Me with working by means of Beelzebub, and 
thus you show yourselves to be children of the Evil One. You 
yourselves are yevyjuara éxidvv, the brood of the Old Serpent, 
how therefore can you speak what is good? No wonder, there- 
fore, that you, being the children of the devil, revile the Son of 
God, and regard Him as an agent of the Evil One. 

He thence is led to describe the punishment of evil words. 

35. éxBddAex movnpd| casts forth evil things; ‘as a fountain 
doth its waters by natural and easy ebullition.”” Dr. Barrow, 
Sermons on the Government of the Tongue, i. p. 286, where are 
some excellent remarks on this Text. 

36. pijua dpydv] an idle word. dpyds here is not simply 
otiosus, as a person at leisure,—much less as a person who enjoys 
seasonable leisure in order that he may work,—but as one who 
will not work, when he ought to work (‘qui opus detrectat’), 
&-epyds, see on Luke xiii. 7, yijv xat-apye?. Cp. 2 Pet. i. 8, odk 
Gpyovs ovdé akdpmous, and Hph. v. 11. 

“ Otiosum verbum,’’ says Jerome, ‘‘ est quod sine utilitate 
et loquentis dicitur et audientis, si omissis seriis de rebus frivolis 
loquamur ;”’ and therefore a person is guilty of phuara apy, who 
omits to use speech for its proper purpose of edification to men 
and of glory to God, and abuses the best member that he has 
(Ps. cviii. ]) in uttering words of levity, impurity, or outrage 
against God, and calumny against man. How much more one 
who disseminates them by the public press ! 

— amodécove1 rep) avtod Adyov] This anomaly of Syntax, 


found sometimes in classical authors (Matth. Gr. Gr. §§ 310. 
562), is of frequent occurrence in Hebrew (Gen. ii. 17. Exod. 
xxxii. 1. Ezek. xxxiii. 2. John xvii. 2. Acts x. 38), and is very 
useful in order to bring out the prominent idea (here pjua apydv) 
at the beginning of the sentence. 

Here it may be observed generally, that most of the anoma- 
lies of language in the New Testament, which at first may offend 
the taste of the classical reader, are Hebraisms consecrated by 
use in the Old Testament, and are doubtless designed to remind 
him of the connexion of the New Testament with the Old, and 
to show that both Testaments are distinct from other books, and 
are from One and the same Hand. And they are admirably con- 
trived to facilitate the grouping of ideas, and for presenting them 
in the best form and with the brightest colouring to the reader. 
They may indeed be called solecisms, when measured by the 
standards of human Philology; but they are above those stan- 
dards, and are to be referred to the rules of another and higher 
Grammar—the Grammar of Inspiration. 

38. onuciov] a sign, from heaven (see xvi. 1. Mark viii. 11); 
such as was given under Moses by the pillar of cloud, the thun- 
ders at Sinai, the manna in the wilderness, or in fire as by Elias, 
or with thunder as under Samuel. They require a sign,—as if 
the miracles they had seen were no signs. (Jerome.) Well may 
He say éi-(77 €7, seeks in addition. 

39. worxarts] adulterous; because it had forsaken God and 
joined itself to others in spiritual harlotry. (Jerome.) 

— onucioy od S00qceTa] no sign shall be given; none in an- 
swer to their demands and to gratify their curiosity (cp. Herod’s 
case, Luke xxiii. 8); and that sign, which shall be given, shall 
not be from heaven, but from the grave, and will not persuade 
them to believe, but condemn their unbelief. 

But did not Christ give other onueta? Yes; but not to the 
curiosity of a wicked and adulterous generation. See Mark yi. 5. 
Luke xxiii. 8. 

But was the resurrection (typified by Jonah) given in answer 
to a challenge from that generation? Yes. See xxvii. 40. Mark 
xv. 29. John ii. 20, 2 

— "Iwva tod mpophrov| of Jonas the prophet. Jonah was a 
sign of Christ,—In preaching before and after His Resurrection. 
In offering himself to death to appease the storm and save the 
ship—an argument for the Atonement. In his burial and resur- 
rection after three days. On the parallel between Jesus and 
Jonas, see Cyril MMieros. Catech, xiv. p. 213. 

40. tpets hucpas nol tpe?s vdKTas] three days and three nights. 
Our Blessed Lord sometimes speaks of His own Resurrection as to 
take place on the third day (cp. Matt. xvi. 21; xvii. 23; xx. 19. 
Mark x. 34. Luke xviii. 33; xxiv. 7); and sometimes as to take 
place after three days (Matt. xxvi. 61; xxvii. 63. Mark viii. 31). 
These periods therefore are coincident. This is explained from 
the Jewish mode of reckoning time, according to which any por- 
tion, however short, of the period of twenty-four hours was rec- 
koned as a vux@7jmepov. See below, xvii. 1, and Hieron., Theo- 
phyl., Aug., and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. v. pp. 488. 
492, and the notes. 

Something like the notion derived from this text, and propa- 
gated by some in our own days, that our Lord was crucified on a 
Thursday, and therefore the observance of Good Friday is un- 
scriptural, was broached and exploded in ancient times. See 
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Bp. Pearson, p. 488; &@ Lapide in loc. The following is from 
Kuin. ‘ Duas tantum noctes, et unum diem Jesus in sepulcro 
fuit; sed Hebrei qui noctem diei initium constituebant, duas 
noctes cum partibus primi ac tertii diei tres dies atque tres noctes 
vocabant, tempus incompletum pro completo habebant; et in 
omnibus fere linguis, pars diei, mensis, anni, dies, mensis, annus 
per synecdochen dici solet. Sic etiam 1 Sam. xxx. 12, tres dies 
et noctes, v. 13, explicatur usque ad diem tertium ; add. 2 Chron. 
x. 5, coll. vy. 12. Gen. xiii. 17, 18. Deut. xiv. 28, coll. xxvi. 12. 
Vide Relandi Antiquitates Hebr. iv. 20. Hanc vero fuisse Ju- 
dzorum loquendi consuetudinem, et hic ipse locus noster docet, 
et exinde quoque patet quod, ut probe Relandus |. h. monuit, 
nunquam Apostolis controversia mota est de spatio hoc dierum 
trium et noctium quo se Jesus in sepulchro commoraturum esse 
preedixerat.”’ 

““T have treated more fully,” says S. Jerome, ‘‘ on this pas- 
sage in my comment on the Prophet Jonah: I will now only 
say, that this is to be explained by a figure of speech called synec- 
doche, by which a part is put for the whole; not that our Lord 
was three whole days and three nights in the grave, but part of 
Friday, part of Sunday, and the whole of Saturday are reckoned 
as three days.”” 

The days of Christ’s absence from His disciples were short- 
ened in mercy to them as far as was consistent with the fulfilment 
of the prophecy. 

Observe the great use of the Gospel in confirming the Old 
Testament. Our Lord here refers to the wonderful history of 
Jonah, swallowed and disgorged by the fish. He treats it as a 
true history, to be understood in its plain sense, and expounds the 
meaning of it, hitherto unrevealed, viz. that it was not only a his- 
tory, but also a mystery ; a prophecy, a typical representation of 
Himself,—of His own wonderful Death, Burial, and Resurrec- 
tion. 

Thus the History of Jonah is proved to be true, by the testi- 
mony of Him who is the Truth. 

Compare the testimony of the Holy Ghost, speaking by the 
Apostle St. Peter, confirming the marvellous history of Balaam 
and the ass, in its plain, literal, and grammatical sense. (2 Pet. 
ii. 15.) 

By this specimen of exposition, Our Blessed Lord delivers a 
divine Protest against the scepticism of modern days, which denies 
the verity of the miracles of the Old Testament ; and against the 
Rationalism which attempts to explain them away. 

He also suggests to all readers of the Old Testament the 
belief, that whatever they may now find there difficult to be 
understood, will one day be explained, and perhaps be seen to be 
prophetic and typical of the greatest mysteries of the Gospel; and 
that in the mean time it is an exercise of their Faith, and a trial 
of their humility,—a divinely appointed instrument of their moral 
probation. And it is because such histories as those of Jonah 
and Balaam are stiange and marvellous, that they are the best 
tests of the strength of our faith. 

— xapdla tis ys] Jonah’s soul as well as body was év 77 
kotrle, rod Khrovs (Jonah ii. 1). Therefore the kapdia vhs may 
be what St. Paul calls ra katdrepa ris yijs (Eph. iv. 9. 1 Pet. 
iii. 19. See the passages of the Fathers, quoted by Bp. Pearson, 
Art. v. pp. 443—450), and this appears to be spoken of our 
Lord’s human soul descending into Sheol or Hades. 

41. *Iwva] On this form of the genitive in @ from nom. as 
see Winer, § 8, p. 57. In the N. T. we have other similar geni- 
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tives, KAwra, Srepava, Knpa, Satava, “Eradpa; also from as 
unaccentuated, “Avvo, Kaidpa, "Apéra, BapydBa. 

42. BaciAicoa Nérov] Observe the absence of the article. 
See i. 1. 

— Tepdtwv rijs vis] Hebr. yaym nigp or ‘Day (aphsey or ket- 
soth haarets), Ps. ii. 8; lxv. 8, and passim. ; 

43. “Oray 5& 7d akdOaproy mvcdua K.7.A.) But when the un- 
clean spirit has gone out of the man who was possessed by it. 
What is the connexion here? Our Lord is declaring the danger- 
ous condition of that generation of the Jewish people, in conse- 
quence of their neglect and abuse of those especial spiritual privi- 
leges, which He Himself, by His Incarnation and Ministry, was 
now offering to them. He compares their state to that of one 
who has been liberated from demoniacal possession. They had 
been freed from Satan by Moses and the Prophets: and now 
Christ is come to perfect and secure their moral and spiritual 
emancipation. But as one who has been liberated by God’s 
goodness from the Devil, and afterwards having tasted both the 
bitterness of bondage and the sweets of liberty, lapses into a 
worse state, if he does not watch and keep his spiritual house 
against the return of the Evil Spirit, so their state will be one of 
greater shame and misery, even in proportion to their present 
spiritual privileges. See on Luke xi. 24, and compare the declara- 
tion of St. Paul, Heb. vi. 4—8. 

— avbdpev térwy] dry places; the opposite of Paradise, and 
striking witnesses of man’s sin, which is the cause of physical as 
well as moral wildness and desolation. Cp. Rom. viii. 19—22. 

44. oixdv wou] my house. ‘ Suum putat; e&AGov, quasi non 
ejectus.”” (Beng.) 

— edplone cxordCovra] he finds it empty, swept, and gar- 
nished, like an untenanted lodging, ready to be let to the first 
comer. ‘ Vacuam Deo, Deique gratia, ideoque aptam ut fiat 
domus Diaboli, nam Nihil agere est male agere.” 

45. O8tws erro TH yeved T.] The Evil Spirit had been cast 
out of the Jewish Nation when they received the Law; and he 
walked in the wilderness of heathenism. But the Heathen were 
now about to believe in God; and the Devil would be cast out of 
them. And now he was returning to assail the Jews, and the last 
state of that Nation is worse than the first ; for they are now beset 
by a larger number of evil spirits, when they blaspheme Christ in 
their synagogues, and so they are in a worse condition than when 
they were in Egypt itself, before the Law. Accordingly the cala- 
mities which befell the Jews under Vespasian and Titus, were far 
more grievous than any in Egypt, or Babylon, or under Antiochus. 
(Jerome.) Here is a warning to those who speak softly of Judaism 
as it is now. We must pray for the Jews, and even the more fer- 
vently, because Christ has taught us to abhor Judaism. 

46. of ddeApot] his brethren. Compare xiii. 55, where his 
brethren are called James and Joses and Simon and Judas, and 
these were sons of a Mary. See xxvii. 56. Some of the ancients 
imagined that these were children of Joseph by a former mar- 
riage. (Huseb. ii. 1.) But the more probable opinion is that they 
were consobrini, or cousins of Christ (Huseb. Hist. iti. 11); sons 
of the Mary who was the sister of the Blessed Virgin and wife of 
Cleophas or Alpheus. See x. 3. John xix. 25. Jerome, ad loc., 
who calls them ‘“ Mariz liberos, materteree Domini, que esse dici- 
tur mater Jacobi et Josephi et Jude.’”’ See also Bp. Pearson on 
the Creed, Art. iii. pp. 330—33%3, and Dr. W. H. Mill’s Disser- 
tations, ii. pp. 221—290. 

The following important fragment on the four Maries is 
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from Papias, scholar of St. John (ap. Routh, Reliq. Sacr. i. p. 16, 
ex Cod. MS. Bibl. Bodl. 2397). 

“i, Maria, mater Domini. ii. Maria, Cleophze sive Alphei 
uxor, que fuit mater Jacobi Episcopi et Apostoli, et Simonis et 
Thadei et cujusdam Joseph. iii. Maria Salome, uxor Zebedei, 
mater Joannis Evangelistee et Jacobi (confer Matt. xxvii. 56, et 
Mare. xv. 40 et xvi. 1). iv. Maria Magdalena. (We may add v. 
Mary of Bethany.) 

‘<Tstee quatuor in evangelio reperiuntur. . Jacobus et Judas 
et Joseph filii erant materteree Domini. Jacobus quoque et 
Joannes alterius materteree Domini fuerunt filii. Maria Jacobi 
Minoris et Joseph mater, uxor Alphei soror fuit Marie, matris 
Domini, quam Cleophe Joannes nominat (xix. 25), vel a patre 
vel a gentilitatis familia vel alid causa. Maria Salome vel a viro, 
vel & vico, dicitur: hanc eandem Cleophe quidam dicunt, quod 
duos viros habuerit.’’ 

48. Tis éorw i whtnp pov;] Who is my mother ? 
spernit matrem, sed anteponit Patrem.” (Bengel.) 

“Qui Christi frater est credendo, mater efticitur predicando; 
quasi enim parit eum quem in corde audientis infuderit ; et si per 
ejus vocem amor Domini in proximi mente generatur.”” (Greg. M. 
Moral. in Evang. iii. p. 1445.) 

His mother was perhaps moved by a spirit of vaineglory, and 
came to draw Him from preaching; to display to the multitude 
the power she had over One who could work so great miracles. 
(Theophylact on Mark iii. 32.) Hear what He says, because 
His mother and His brethren were eager to show that they were 
related to Him, and were vain-glorious on that account. (S. Chrys. 
on ch. viii. 20.) Hence we learn that, without holiness, it would 
have been of no benefit even to have borne Christ in the womb, 
and to bring forth that Wonderful Offspring. 

He uttered these words (says Chrys.) not as if He were 
ashamed of His Mother, or denied her to be His Mother, but to 
show that her maternity was of no benefit to her unless she did 
her duty. And what she now attempted to do was an effect of 
exceeding vain-glory. For she desired to show the people that 
she had power and authority over her Son. Observe her folly— 
andvowwy. (Chrys) 

Such comments show, what would have been the opinion of 
S. Chrysostom and the Church in his age, on the dogma now 
enforced by the Church of Rome as an article of faith; viz. that 
the Blessed Virgin was exempt from original and actual sin. 

Observe then her folly and theirs, for when they ought to 
have come in and listened with the multitude to Christ, and if 
they were not willing to do this, to await the conclusion of His 
Discourse, and then to address Him, they call Him out, and do 
this in the presence of all, betraying excessive ambition, and wish- 
ing to show that they can command Him. (Chrys.) 

There is but one true nobility, that of obedience to God. 
This is greater than that of the Virgin’s relationship to Christ. 
Therefore when a woman in the crowd exclaimed, ‘ Blessed is the 
womb that bare Thee and the paps that Thou hast sucked ; He did 
not say, She is not My Mother, but if she desires to be blessed, 
let her do the will of God; He said, yea, rather, blessed are they 
that hear the word of God, and keep it”’ (St. Luke xi. 27). Chrys. 

See also S. Aug. (in Joan. Tract. x.), ‘Mater mea, quam 
appellatis felicem, inde felix est, quia verbum Dei audit, non quia 
in illa Verbum caro factum est, sed quia custodit ipsum verbum 
Dei, per quod facta est, et quod in illa caro tactum est,” 

How many women have blessed that Holy Virgin and her 
womb, and have desired to be such a mother as she was! What 
hinders them? Christ has made for us a wide way to this happi- 
ness: and not only women, but men may tread it; the way of 
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Obedience, this is it which makes such a mother—not the throes 
of parturition. (Chrys.) 


Cu. XIII. 3. & mapaBodais] in parables. Hebr. own 
(meshalim), from root 9w (mashal), to compare, make like. See 
Ps. xlix. 12. Isaiah xiv. 10; xlvi. 5. From the frequent use of 
comparisons in short pithy sayings among the Orientals (see the 
Talmud, passim, Cod. Berachoth, Cod. Schabbath, &c.), the word 
mashal often signifies some sententious adage, apophthegm, or 
speech (aivos, &méAoyos),—and therefore Balaam’s prophecy is so 
called, Numb. xxiii. 18; xxiv. 15. Cp. Isa. xiv. 4. 2 Chron. vii. 
20; and Job’s speech, xxvii. |. 

The word tapaBoaAy had been applied by the LXX to the 
Proverbs of Solomon (1 Kings iv. 32, eAdAnoe TpioxiAlas Tapa- 
Bodds); but the Proverbs are inscribed mapoiuia:, which is a more 
general term. See John xvi. 25. Vorst de Hebr. p. 140, and 
Glass. Philol. Sacr. pp. 217 —224. 914, and Notes on the Parables 
by the Very Rev. R. C. Trench, D.D., Lond. 1853, fifth edition, 
and Olshausen’s note here, who refers with commendation to 
Unger’s work, De Parabolarum Jesu Natura et Interpretatione, 
Lips. 1828. A List of works on the Parables will be found in 
Dean Trench’s excellent volume, pp. 520—523. For some rules 
in interpreting them see xx. 2—10, and for some topographical 
illlustrations of them see Stan/ey, Palest., p. 409—23. 

This chapter may be described as containing a Divine Treatise 
on the Church Militant here on earth. The Parables in it form a 
whole, representing the true nature of the BaciAcia tov Ocod, i.e. 
of the Christian Church, as far as it is visible. ; 

That of the Sower (v.3), explained by Christ Himself (Matt. 
xiii. 18. Mark iv. 14. Luke viii. 11), exhibits Christ going forth 
to sow the Seed of the Word, and the various reception of the 
same divine seed by various persons, according to their disposition 
and tempers, and their resistance or non-resistance to the tempta- 
tions of the World, the Flesh, and the Devil; and it brings out the 
doctrine that we must take heed how we hear (Luke viii. 10), and 
must receive with meekness the engrafted Word. (James i. 21.) 

That of the Tares and Wheat (v. 24) accounts for the exist- 
ence of Evil in this world, and declares that it is not from God, 
at the same time that it assures us of God’s perfect goodness, and 
of His desire and design, short of compulsion, that the whole 
world should be saved; for as our Lord declares, ‘‘ the Field is the 
World,’’—that is, in His Will and design the Church is coexten- 
sive with the World. It assures us also of the preservation of 
the Good, and of the continuance of the Church Visible unto the 
End; and of the future, full, and final Victory of Good over Evil, 
and the everlasting reward of Virtue, and eternal punishment of 
Sin, 

It therefore warns us not to be staggered and perplexed by 
the temporary triumphs of Evil, of Heresy and Schism in the 
Church, and of Vice in the World. It inculcates the duties of 
Faith, Stedfastness, Patience, Forbearance, Courage, Hope, and 
Love; and of maintaining Unity in the Church, and of endeavour- 
ing to reclaim the erring, and to overcome the evil with good. 

That of the Grain of Mustard-seed (v.31) is prophetic of the 
growth of the Gospel from very small beginnings throughout the 
whole world, and of the reception of Gentile Nations beneath its 
shadow, as birds of the air flock to, and nestle in, the branches of 
atree. And it calls attention to the marvellous and continued 
Propagation of the Gospel, as indicating that it is from God, and 
will ever be protected by His Omnipotence and Love. 

That of the Leaven (v. 33) calls attention to human agency, 
—especially to that of the Chuwreh,—symbolized by the woman 
employed as God’s chosen instrument in this divine work of 
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evangelization; and it reminds all members of the Church of their 
missionary duties. 

These Parables being prophetic, are designed to afford evi- 
dence of the truth of Christianity; and they bave given, and will 
ever continue to give, such evidence, by their gradual accomplish- 
ment in the diffusion of the Gospel of Christ. 

The Parable of the Treasure found in the field (v. 44), inti- 
mates that God, of His own accord, discovers the truth to persons 
engaged in doing their duty, 7/ they have such dispositions as would 
lead them to sell all for the truth’s sake. : 

The Parable of the Pearl (v. 45) indicates, that if men seek 
for truth, with a readiness to sell all for it, they will certainly 
find it. 

Both these Parables inculcate the duty of forming and cherish- 
ing such a temper as would dispose us to purchase Truth at any 
cost, and not to sell it at any price. 

The Parable of the Draw-net (v. 47) intimates the use which 
God makes of the Fishers of men, to draw the Net of the Gospel 
through the sea of this world; and it teaches, that in this Net— 
i.e. in the Church Visible on Earth—there are, and ever will be, 
some of every kind, bad fish mingled with good; but that at last 
the Net will be drawn ¢o shore; and then, at the end of the world, 
a severance will be made for ever of the good from the bad, and 
some will be saved and others lost. 

The last (or seventh Parable), that of the Net, like the 
Seventh Seal and the Seventh Trumpet in the Apocalypse, declares 
the final consummation of all things. See Alewander Knox, Re- 
mains, i. p. 425, where are some excellent remarks on these para- 
bles. Cp. Aug. Quest. in Matth. i. lO—16. 

It teaches that the present mixed state of the Visible Church 
will continue to the end; that the Missionary work of the Church 
will also continue to the end; that the Net of Evangelical Preach- 
ing will be drawn through the whole Sea of the World; and that 
there is a Judgment to come. 

These truths—inculcating the Christian duties of charity, 
patience, zeal, faith, hope, and watchfulness, are summed up in 
the last parable, as being of special importance and requiring con- 
tinual attention. 

It is observable, that all these Parables of our Lord, concern- 
ing the Kingdom of Heaven, are declaratory rather of the condition 
of the Church in its present mixed and imperfect state on earth, 
than of its fudure condition in heaven, when it will be cleansed from 
all taint and blemish; i.e. they teach us to lay very great stress 
on the performance of present duty, in order to future glory. 

— "Idob é&jAGev] See Clem. Rom. § 24, p. 101. 

— éomelpwy] The Sower. On the use of the definite article 
in parables describing an ideal person, whose character forms the 
principal subject of the picture, see Winer, p.97. Cp 6 moiuny 
6 kaAds, Jobn x. 11. 


8. edld0v| was bringing forth. Observe the contrast of the 
imperfect tense in this case, with the aorists in the other cases. 

9. O exw dra dxovew] He that hath ears to hear, let him hear. 
A solemn saying, showing man’s great proneness to inattention, 
and the absolute necessity of attention to Christ’s words, and there- 
fore often repeated by our Lord on earth and even from heaven, 
after His ascension, See Matt. xi. 15; xiii. 43; and Rev. ii. 7, 
‘“‘ He that hath an ear,” &c. Rev. ii. 11. 17. 29; iii. 6. 13. 22. 

ll. ipiv Séd0Ta] to you it is given. Faith, therefore, and know- 
ledge are God’s gifts to be sought by prayer. Thus we see the 
ignorance and folly of the wise, i. e. of those who deem themselves 
so, such as Scribes and Pharisees, and all who are hke them; and 
hence Christ spake in parables, which would be intelligible to all 
who pray for grace to understand them, but not to those who 
despise Him and esteem themselves; and thus the Parables were 
designed as a moral trial and visible manifestation of men’s tempers, 
whether they are fit for the Kingdom of Heaven, which these 
Parables describe. 

— pvotnpia] mysteries. pvorhpioy either from Gr. utw, to shut ; 
or (as Casaubon and others suppose) from Hebr. sn59 (mistar), 
from root 1nd (sathar), to hide; hence something which is 
involved, or concealed, or symbolized by something external, as the 
soul in the body,—a sacramentum. 

12. odie Exer] he has not. For a person is not supposed to have, 
if he does not use what he has. God intends that His gifts should 
be xphyara as well as krhuara. 

14. 7 mpopnrela “Hoatov] the prophecy of Isaiah. Isa. vi. 9. 
The verbs are imperative in the original, here they are future (as 
also Acts xxviii. 26). This deserves notice, as explaining this 
and other similar prophecies, where the sin of man seems to be 
represented as due to the will of God. Wherever this appears to 
be the case, the true explanation is,—that sin, which God does 
not prevent, and is permitted by Him, is a penalty and chastise- 
ment of the sinner. In this sense, God is said to choose men’s 
delusions, Isa. \xvi. 4, and their own dackslidings are said to 
reprove them, Jer. ii. 19. 

The Holy Spirit here teaches us how these prophecies are to 
be understood, viz. as Divine declarations of the future; and He 
confirms the LXX interpretation, who had already rendered them 
in this way, and whose words He adopts here literatim. 

By employing here and in other places the LXX, and in not 
doing so always (see above, xii. 18), He shows that the sense given 
in the former cases is a correct and clear sense; and in the latter 
cases He intimates, that though it may be a correct sense, yet it 
is not so clear as is desirable for those (i.e. for the Gentiles as well 
as Jews) to whom the Gospels are delivered, and for whom they 
were written. 

15. éxdupucay] they closed their eyes. ‘ Ergo Deus eos sanare 
voluerat.” (Beng.) 
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f Mark 4. 14, &c. 
Luke 8. 11, &c. 


g Isa. 58. 2, 
John 5. 35. 


h ch, 3. 12. 


MATTHEW XIII. 18—30. 
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19. odros] this is he that has been sown. It is observable, 
that all the Evangelists use the maseuline gender here, i. e. they 
consider the person as sown ; that is, the seed is not responsible 
for the use made of the seed; but the person who receives the 
seed is responsible, and is therefore identified with it: the seed 
passes into him, is moulded up with him, and assumes his nature ; 
it loses, as it were, its own gender and number, and takes his. 
See Mark iv. 16. 18, of omeipduevor, and Luke viii. 13, of ém 
TET PAS. 

24. wapéOnxev] he propounded ; literally, he set before them— 
as spiritual food. 

25. Ci¢dvia] zizania. ‘Talmudici nominant, ot (zonim),’ a 
degenerate wheat, and which may also be reclaimed into wheat. 
See Tractat. Kilaim, I. Halach. 1 (Melchior apud Mintert in »v.), 
“ penus seminis quod tritici erat non absimile, verum degenerabat.”’ 
Latin Lolium temulentum. Virg.Georg.i. 154. Fr. ywroie. Cp. 
Winer, Lex. sub v. Lolch, oder Tollkorn. See also Dean Trench 
on the Parables, p. 91. 

26. eépdvn Ta (iCdvia] The Tares were apparent. This, com- 
bined with v. 30, supplies an answer to those who say that heretics 
may be destroyed by force, if they are known to be such. (Chrys.) 
Aug. Qu. in Matt. qu. 2. In such a case, if they remain obstinate, 


they are indeed to be separated by the wholesome exercise of 


Church Discipline from Communion with the Church in holy offices 
(see Matt. xviii. 17. 1 Cor.v.5.9. Article XXXIII.), and there- 
fore this parable gives no countenance to the Hrastian theory that 
all Church power consists merely in persuasion. Cp. Hammond 
on the Power of the Keys, i. p. 429. Bp. Sanderson, Preelect. 
vii. 29. Archd. Pott on Christian Sovereignty, p. 24. 

On the other hand, they are not to be eradicated from the 
soil, because, through the frailty of human judgment, what may 
seem to be (i(dvia, may not be (i¢dvia; and wheat may be 
rooted up as tares; and because what are now degenerate wheat, 
may one day become good wheat, and be gathered as such into the 
garner of heaven. (Cp. Jerome here.) 

80. &pere cuvavédverOar| let them grow together. For an- 
cient expositions of doctrine to be derived from this Parable, and 
also from that of the Draw-net; with which we may compare the 
words of the Baptist concerning the Chaff and the Wheat, Matt. 
iii. 12, Luke iii. 17, which were generally associated by the Fa- 
thers with these parables ; and the doctrinal and practical instruc- 
tion deduced from them ; see the language of S. Augustine, in his 
works against the Donatists, particularly in vol. ix. ed. Benedict. 
See also his Sermons, e. g. Ixxxviii. 21, 22, p. 687. Some passages 
are quoted in Theophilus Anglicanus, part i. ch. ii., e.g. as fol- 
lows :—S. Aug. iv. 497 (addressing the Donatists), says, ‘‘ Tolera 


et zizania, si triticum es; tolera paleam, si triticum es; tolera 
pisces malos inter retia, si piscis bonus es. Quare ante tempus 
ventilationis avolasti? Quare ante tempus messis frumenta eradi- 
casti tecum ? quare, antequam ad littus venires, retia disrupisti ?”’ 
—And v. 129, “‘ Geme in area, ut gaudeas in horreo.”’ 

Again, Epist. cv. 16, ‘‘Quos corrigere non valemus, etiamsi 
necessitas cogit pro salute ceeterorum ut Dei Sacramenta nobiscum 
communicent, peccatis tamen eorum non communicemus, quod 
non fit nisi consentiendo et favendo. Sic enim eos in isto mundo, 
in quo Keclesia catholica per omnes gentes diffunditur, quam 
agrum suum Dominus dicit, tanquam zizania inter triticum, vel 
in hac unitatis area tanquam paleam permixtam frumento, vel 
intra retia verbi et sacramenti tanquam malos pisces cum bonis in- 
clusos, usque ad tempus messis aut ventilationis aut littoris tole- 
ramus, ne propter illos eradicemus et triticum, aut grana nuda 
ante tempus de area separata, non in horreum mittenda purgemus, 
sed volatilibus colligenda projiciamus ; aut disruptis per schismata 
retibus, dum quasi malos pisces cavemus, in mare pernicios 
libertatis exeamus.” 

S. Cyprian, de Unit. Eccles. p. 111, ‘Nemo existimet bonos 
Ecclesia posse discedere. Triticum non rapit ventus; inanes 
palee tempestate jactantur.’’ And Epist. liv. p. 99: ‘ Etsi vi- 
dentur in Ecclesia esse zizania, non tamen impediri debet aut 
fides aut caritas nostra, ut, quoniam zizania esse in Ecclesia cer- 
nimus, ipsi de Ecclesia recedamus. Nobis tantummodo laboran- 
dum est ut frumentum esse possimus, ut, cum coeperit frumentum 
Dominicis horreis condi, fructum pro opere nostro et labore capi- 
anus.” 

Among English Divines we may refer to the words of Hooker, 
iii. 1. 8 and 10, “‘ Our Saviour compareth His Church unto a field, 
where tares manifestly known and seen by all men do grow in- 
termingled with good corn, and even so shall continue till the full 
consummation of the world. God hath ever, and ever shall have, 
some Church Visible upon earth. The Church of Christ which 
was from the beginning, is, and continueth unto the end. Of 
which Church all parts have not been always equally sincere and 
sound.” 

And, again, Ixvi. 6, “The (Visible) Church of God (on 
earth) (i.e. as far as it is an object for the sense and judgment of 
man) may contain them which are not indeed His, yet (by reason 
of their outward profession of Christ) must be reputed His by us, 
that know not their inward thoughts.” 

“‘ For to this, and no other purpose, are meant those Para- 
bles which our Saviour in the Gospel hath, concerning mixture of 
Vice with Virtue, Light with Darkness, Truth with Error, as well 
openly known and seen as cunningly cloaked.”’ 


MATTHEW XIII. 31—43. 49 


nw 5 ww a A La 
Oepurpov €p@ Tots Gepiorais, SvddéEate mpOTov 7a Cildvia, Kal SHoate avra 
> - la la 
eis S€omas mpds Td KaTakadaa adta, Tov dé otrov Guvaydyere eis THY dro- 
OyKnv ov. 
LEN Bethe \ , > a , e Lp > \\ e . : 
(=) Adhynv tapaBodjy trapéOnkev aitois héywv, “Opota éeotiv ny Bacr- i Mark 4.0. 


an 


if? A > lal Di: , a y an 
deta Tey ovpavav KdKKM owaTews, dv hKaBav avOpwros eaTEpEY EV TO AYPO 
2, aA , lal Y lat 
26 puKpdtepoy pev eot. TavTov TaV oTEpudtov, OTav Se avénOy, 
A aA , 9 A lo 
peclov Tov Layavev €otl, Kat yiverau d&dpor, wore €\Oety Ta meTEWa TOU 


3 lal 
QuTOv* 


oupavov Kal KaTaaKyvour €v Tots KNAOOLS AUTO. 

Cy) ®*"Adyv rapaBodyy eadnoev avrotst ‘Opoia éeoriv 4 Bacidela Tay x Luke 13, 20 
ovpavav Ciun, jv NaBodtoa yur7) évéxpuibev eis GXevpou odta Tpia, Ews oF 
€LyjzdOy odov. 

(7) * Tatra mdvra éhdédnoe 6 "Inoods &v tapaBodais Tots dydous, Kal 


vi 
1 omws mypwlh 7d pynbev did Tod iP. 78.2 


Xopis mapaBodns ovk éddder avTots, 
mpopytov héyovtos, “AvotE&w év mapaBodals TO oTdpa pov epevéopau 
KEKpupmeva ato KaTaBodns KdopOoV. 

(Cx) * Tére adets Tods dydous HOev cis THY oikiav 6 Incods: Kal tpooHOov 
avT@ ot pabytai avtov héyovtes, Spdcov july Tiv TtapaBohjyy trav Lilaviov 


wn =) lal ¢ \ ky lal 
Tov aypov. * °O dé dmoxpilels eirev adtots, ‘O oTeipav Td Kahov oméeppa 


»~ ec e nw 
eotw 6 Tlos Tov avOpadtrou: 38 ™ 6 


nh 
6 oe aypos €oTw 6 Kdcpos’ TO dé KahOv m Gen. 3.15. 


John 8. 44. 


ify ia) 2 > e cr NN lal 
oTeppa ovToi elow ol viol THs Bacireias: Ta Sé Cildvia cio ob viol Tod Acts 18. 10. 
v. . * 


TIovnpov 


, an Sal , 3 e \ \ y+ /, > 
ovvTé \eva TOV QALWYOS EOTLY® OL de Oepirrat ayyehot elo uw, 


SS 
29° 6 dé €yOpos 6 o7eipas adta eotw 6 AitBoros: 6 dé Gepuop.ds » Rev. 14. 14, 
0 


: el 3. 13. 
40 Dowep obv 


hie x , X \ - yY » PY A , ~ 
ovdhéyera TA Cilavia, Kal Tupl KaTaKaleTaL, OUTWS EOTAL EV TH TUVTENELA TOU 


41 3 


an , Ale aN A BY , N 3 , 3 lal Q 
ai@vos tovtov: *! dmoarehet 6 Lids Tov avOpadrov Todvs dyyédous adTov, Kal 
Le > lan Ze > lal , ‘ ba , \ \ n 
audr\éEovow é€x THs Bacrreias ad’Tov mavTa Ta oKdvdada, Kal TOvs ToLODYTAS 


Thy avoptiar, 
x \ € S A ° / 
khavOyos kal 6 Bpvypos Tov dddvtar. 
4 3 al 7 la) \ EAN 
nduos ev TH Bacwdela Tov IIatpos avtov. 


So Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ix., ‘‘ Within the notion 
of the Church (Visible on Earth) are comprehended good and bad, 
being both jexternally called. For the kingdom of heaven is like 
unto a Field, in which wheat and tares grow together unto the 
harvest ; like unto a Net that was cast into the sea, and gathered 
of every kind; like unto a Floor, in which is laid up wheat and 
chaff. I conclude, therefore, as the ancient Catholics did against 
the Donatists, that within the Church, in the public profession 
and external Communion thereof, are contained persons truly good 
and sanctified, and hereafter saved; and, together with them, 
other persons, hereafter to be damned.”’ See also Bp. Beveridge 
and Professor Browne, on Article XXVI. 

81. ciwdrews] The Talmudic Sn (chardel or chardio), 
Mischna Schabb. 20, 2. The Rabbis speak of it as a tree, Sinapis 
nigra. See Linnean Transact. xxii. p. 450. Billerbeck, Flora 
Classica, p. 172. Winer, Lex. v. Senf. 

83. Ciun] ‘fermentum,’ from (éw, ‘ferveo,’ sour dough. Hebr. 
yor (chamets), so called from its acid and fermenting quality, 
whence it had been employed figuratively in the Old Testament 
(Hosea vii. 4) for what diffuses itself. 

— odra tpia] od¢rov=Hebr. nyd (seath), 4 of an ephah. 

— ews of eCuudOn drov] till the whole ephah (the same size 
as the Bath) of the world was Jeavened. ‘‘ Sanctificatur enim per 
Ecclesiz velut quoddam fermentantis officium Scripturarumque 
doctrinam.” (S. Ambrose, on Luke xiii, 21.) The indicative 
€(ui60n (not subjunctive (vuw07) shows that the whole world 
will be leavened. 

35. tod mpophtov] the Prophet. Ps. lxxviii. 2, attributed to 
Asaph. St. Matthew here follows the LXX in the former part 
of the quotation, but in the latter DyQ>y nivT nya (abbia chi- 
doth minnikedem), where the LXX have p0éytoua mpoBAnuara 
ém &pxfjs, he has paraphrastically, but more strongly and ex- 
pressively, épedéouat (a word properly applied to Him who is the 
Fountain of living waters) kexpuypéva amd karaBorjs Kdopov. 
See Surenhus. pp. 245, 246. 
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This is a difficult passage. If we examine the lxxviiith Psalm, 
we find it to be a History of the Ancient Church in the Wilder- 
ness. And it commences with the solemn appeal, “ Hear My 
Law, O My People,” words only appropriate in the mouth of 
God. And in the second verse historical records are called para- 
bles and dark sayings (chidoth), piercing words, avrtkevtpa. 

The solution of these questions seems to be given by the 
Holy Spirit in the present passage applying those words to Christ. 
Christ speaks by Asaph. Christ calls on His people to hear His 
own Law. And the historical records of the Ancient Church are 
dark sayings, for they are tuo. edayyeAiov. As St. Paul shows 
(1 Cor. x. 11), they are figures of us who are Christians; they 
are symbols of our Sacraments ; they are not only true Histories, 
but Prophetical Parables in action. As far as the People of Israel 
was a Son of God, it was a Type of Christ: hence the Holy 
Spirit applies to Christ a passage of Hosea spoken of Israel, 
““Out of Egypt have I called my Son.’”’ See above, ii. 15. In 
this respect, also, their history is parabolical, and is so treated 
by the Holy Spirit in the Gospel. 

Viewed in this light the historical records of the Old Testa- 
ment, describing the events in the wilderness, are something more 
than true narratives; they are also Prophecies and Types, and 
belong to the same system of Divine Teaching as the spoken Para- 
bles of this chapter; and therefore the same words may be applied 
to both, “I will open my mouth in Parables.” 

41. robs dyyédous aitod] His Angels, the Angels belonging 
to Christ. He is therefore God. 

— oxdvdara] offensiones, mpookdupara, oKa(w, elaudico, Hebr. 
wa, offendiculum, a cause of stumbling and of sin. And cxay- 
dadt(w, to cause to stumble or sin. See 1 Cor. i. 23; viii. 13. 
Rom. xiv. 13. 21. For an excellent account of these words, see 
Vorst de Hebr. pp. 87—101. 

43. rére] then the righteous shall shine forth as the sun; like 
Christ. Rey. i. 16. 
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44—52. @noavpod] treasure. Christ is the treasure hid in the 
field; He is hid in the field of Holy Scripture, where He is pre- 
signified by types and parables. (Jren. iv. 26.) On these para- 
bles see the Hom. of Greg. M. in Evang. xi. p. 1473. 

46. mérpare] has sold—without a moment’s delay. 

49. dopiotc1] On the contracted form of the future (apopid) 
in New Testament, see Winer, p.69. So perord, Acts vii. 43. 
yvwpiovat, Col. iv. 9. Cp. Matt. iii, 12; xii.21; xxv. 32. Luke 
i. 48, for other examples. 

52. ypaumareds—rawd Kal madad] <A scribe, iD (sopher) 
(Vorst de Hebr. p. 83), a teacher (copds), connected with 15D 
(sepher), a book, i.e. an interpreter of the sacred Volume. Christ 
is the Divine Teacher, the heavenly Scribe, who brings out of His 
own treasure things new and old, in order to enrich the world 
with holy wisdom; and every skilful Teacher of His religion must 
imitate Him in this respect. 

Christ in His Parables, Precepts, and Prayers, did not disdain 
to avail Himself of what was already received in the world. He 
built His religion on the foundation of the Old Testament, and 
also on the primeval basis of man’s original constitution and 
nature rightly understood. (See Bp. Butler’s Sermons on Human 
Nature.) And He teaches His Apostles and Ministers not to 
reject any thing that is true, and therefore of God; but to avail 
themselves of what is old, in teaching what is new, and, by teach- 
ing what is new, to confirm what is old; to show that the Gospel 
is not contrary to the Law, and that both are from One and the 
Same Source (cp. Jren. iv. 9), in harmony with Nature (see Iren. 
iv. 13), and that One and the same God is Author of them all. 
God the Father is the Original of all; and God the Son, the 
Eternal Logos, Who manifests the Father by Creation and by 
Revelation,—Who made the World and Who Governs it,—is the 
Dispenser and Controller of all. 

The necessity of this precept has been shown in the history 
of the Marcionite and Manichzan controversy (see Tertullian, 
adv. Marcion. p. 365, and 8. Aug., Works against the Manicheeans, 
in vol, x. ed. Bened.), and in the erroneous teaching of some in 


more recent times, who either, on the one hand, would set aside 
Revelation on the plea that Reason is sufficient (see Leland’s 
History of Deism, ii. 32. 182), or, on the other hand, would dis- 
parage Reason as if it were superseded by Revelation. See 
Hooker, 1. xiv.; Il. iv.; and II. viii. 7, and Bp. Sanderson’s 
Prelections, Pre]. iv. Works, vol. iv. 76. 142. 

“The Apostles,” says Jerome, ‘“ were like Christ’s notaries, 
who registered His words on the tables of their hearts, and drew 
out from that storehouse of doctrine things new and old, proving 
what they preached in the Gospel by testimonies of the Law and 
the prophets ; whence the Bride says in the Canticles, ‘ At our 
gates are all manner of pleasant fruits, new and old, which I have 
laid up for thee, O my beloved’ (Cant. vii. 13).” 

53. wethpev] He departed. ‘‘¥inem fecit habitandi Caper- 
naumi. Deinceps ab Herode agitatus”’ (et ab incolis spretus et 
ut ceteris predicaret) “ minus uno loco mansit.” (Bengel.) 

54. d0cv rovTw 7 copia] Whence has this man this wisdom ? 
Strange blindness in these Nazarenes! They wonder how Wisdom 
itself has wisdom, and how Power itself has power. But here was 
its cause, they deemed Him the carpenter’s Son. But their error 
is our safety; for thus His humanity is proved. (Jerome.) 

55. 6 réxrovos vids] Mark vi. 3, 6 réxtwv. Cf. Sozomen. vi. 
2, who relates that when a Christian was scoflfingly asked by a 
heathen, What the carpenter’s son was doing? he answered that 
He was making a coffin for Julian. 

— % whtnp] His mother. Hence we may infer that Joseph 
was now dead. 

— Mapidp, *IdewBos] Mary, James, &c. 
quasi nid haberent nisi nomen.’”’ (Beng.) 

— oi adeApot] His brethren. See above, xii. 46. “ *Id«ewBos 
(i.e. minor) kad *IovSas auctores Epistolarum Canonicarum . . . 
Simon vel Simeon successit fratri Jacobo in Episcopatt Hieroso- 
lymitano”’ (a4 Lapide). used. iii. 11. Cp. Eused. iv. 22. 

Joses here seems to be the same as Joses in xxvii. 56, It is 
probable that the four persons here named were sons of Cleopas 
or Alpheus. 
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Cu. XIV. 1. ‘Hpdins 6 tetpdpxns] Herod. Antipas, or Anti- 
pater, son of Herod the king, by Malthace, a Samaritan woman. 
(Joseph. Ant. xviii. 1. 9.) Tetrarch or ruler of Galilee and Perea. 
(bid. xvii. 8.) He had married the daughter of Aretas, King of 
Arabia, but deserted her for Herodias, daughter of Aristobulus, 
son of Herod the Great (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5), and wife of Philip, 
son of Herod the Great by Mariamne (Joseph. ibid.). Jf a man 
died childless, his brother was commanded to marry his wife and 
raise up seed to his brother (Deut. xxv. 5). But if not, not. But 
Herod took to himself the wife of his brother, who had a daughter 
by him, and therefore John reproved him. (Chrys.) 

Philip was alive at this time; and Herodias had issue then 
living by him; so that Herod was guilty of adultery. See Joseph. 
Ant. xviii. 6. 7. After the Baptist’s death she commanded his 
dead body (rréua, Mark vi. 29; cua, Matt. xiv. 12) to be cast 
out in contempt without burial (Hieron. c. Rufin. iii. 42. Nice- 
vhor. i. 19), which accounts for the fact recorded in connexion 
with it by the Evangelists. Josephus relates that the army of 
Herod was destroyed by Aretas, his father-in-law, on account 
of the outrage committed by Herod Antipas on his daughter, and 
that the current opinion among the Jews was that this destruc- 
tion was a retribution on him from heaven for the murder of the 
Baptist (Ant. xviii. 7). 

2. macty] “ Amicis et familiaribus suis: macy id. qd. dovAaX5, 
giros, ut 2 Esr. i. 32. 1 Mac. i.6. Etenim ab Hebreis ptay 
dicuntur non modo ii, qui proprie servi sunt, sed etiam homines 
liberi et ingenui, ministri principum, regum, ac civitatum Orientis, 
Hine interpretes Graci veteres 119 modo vertunt mais 1 Sam. 
xviii, 22. Jos. i. 7.13, quo posteriori loco Symmachus habet 
dovAos, modo ¢iAos, ut Hsth. ii. 18.” (Kuin.) 

3. €5noev| he bound. The aorist, not for plusq. perf. But the 
writer takes himself and the reader back to a past point in the 
history, and writes from it; and so the sense is,—Herod, having 
apprehended John at that time, bound him, &c. Cp. xxvii. 60, 
and améoreiAcy, John xviii. 24. 

John the Baptist, who came in the power and spirit of Elias, 
rebuked Herod and Herodias, as Hlijah did Ahab and Jezebel. 
(Jerome, Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii, 44.) See on Mark vi. 25. 

— Girinrov] of Philip. ‘* Herodes Philippus h. 1. memoratus, 
non debet confundi cum Herode Philippo, tetrarcha Iturez et 
Trachonitidis, cujus mater fuit Cleopatra, sed notatur h. 1. alius 
Herodis M. filius ignobilis et obscurus, qui, a patre exheredatus, 
vitam privatus transegit, susceptus e Mariamna, Simonis Pontificis 
M. filia: vid. Joseph. Ant. xvii. 6. B. I. i. 30. 7.”’ (Kuin.) 

4. Zreye] used to say. 

5. elxov] held him as a treasure; so that in killing him Herod 
robbed them. Cp. xxi. 26. 46. 


6. Teveclwy dyouevay] When his birthday feast was being kept. 
Cp. Gen. xl. 20. On this sense of &yew see Luke xxiv. 21. Acts 


xix. 38. 
— 7 Ovydtnp] her daughter, called Salome. Joseph. Ant. 
xviii. 5. 4. 


8. Ads jor de em) rlvaxt] Give me here in a charger; a large 
dish taken from the table at the birthday feast of Herod. See 
below on Mark vi. 25. 

9. did rods Spkovs] on account of his-oath. On Herod’s Oath, 
and other rash Oaths, see Bp. Sanderson, Preel. iii. § 16, De Jura- 
menti Obligatione, who compares it with the Oath of Ahasuerus, 
Esth. v. 3—6; vii. 2, and with the promise of Solomon, 1 Kings 
li. 20, “‘ Esto Herodis juramentum nobis exemplum in cautelam ; 
esto illud Salomonis in imitationem, et meminerimus juramentum, 
sic indefinite prolatum, cum sud justé exceptione tantum esse 
semper intelligendum.” See also Sanderson’s ‘“ Case of a Rash 
Vow,” v. pp. 61—74. 

10. «at méuvas| Probably at or near Macherus. 
tory see Wieseler, p. 244, and above, xi. 2. 

12. amhyyetAay TH “Inoov] they came and told Jesus of their 
Master’s death. Observe how the disciples of John had been con- 
ciliated by Jesus. They take refuge with Him. They had been 
convinced by the answer which our Lord had given them, and the 
calamity which had happened to their Master was to them a 
providential corrective, and put an end to their rival partizanship 
for their earthly Master, and sent them as disciples to Christ, 
their Divine Master, and John’s. (Chrys.) See above on xi. 
2—14. 

18. €y mAolw eis Epnuov téroy kat’ idfay] From a comparison 
of this passage with Luke ix. 10 and John vi. J, it appears that 
our Lord crossed the Lake (a7jAGe mépay tis Cakecons: says St. 
John, vi. 1), and that the place to which he crossed was called 
Bethsaida. It has been supposed by some that this was the same 
as the town so called of Peter, Andrew, and Philip, which was 
near Capernaum on the west side of the Lake; but this is not 
consistent with the narrative. 

It is not surprising that there should be more than one place 
called Beth-saida (i.e. the place of fishing) near the lake. See 
note above on xiv. 21. And there was on the northern shore a 
town called Bethsaida, or Julias. (Joseph. Ant. xvii. 2.1; Bell. 
Jud. ii. 9.) Hence St. Matthew’s expression, avexdpnoev 
éxet9ev, i.e. he retired from Capernaum and its neighbourhood ; 
and went over the Sea to a more sequestered place, This was in 
the Spring, a little before the Passover. John vi.4, Cp. on Luke 
ix. 10. ‘ 

— me(f]. on foot, i.e. by land. 
from sailing dy sea, Acts xx. 13. 
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15. “Epnuds eotw 6 rémos] The place is desert. Our Lord’s 
Miracles of feeding the Multitudes were wrought in desert places 
(cp. xv. 83); partly to make the miracle more evident and impres- 
sive, and partly, it is probable, to suggest to them that the same 
God Who, Himself invisible, had fed their forefathers with mira- 
culous sustenance for forty years in the Wilderness, was now come 
in human form to visit His people. 

20. exoprdcOncay] they were filled. xoprdCouat (from xédpros, 
grass) had been already used by the LXX for piv, satiatus fuit, 
Ps. xvii. 14, 15; xxxvii. 19; lix. 15, and passim, especially in 
reference to satiety from the Divine bounty, e. g. xvii. 15, xoptac- 
Ohooma ev TH idelv Thy Sdtay Sod. Ps. cvii. 9. The word so 
used seems to suggest that those so fed are the Sheep of God’s 
pasture, and that He vouchsafes to be their Shepherd (Ps. xxiii. 1), 
and so is very appropriate when applied to those who are fed by 
Christ, the Good Shepherd (John x. 14). 

Christ blesses and breaks, and what is blessed and broken 
becomes a ‘seminarium’ of food for the multitude. So the 
spiritual food of the Word of the Old Testament, when its mysteries 
are brought forth by Christ and broken for nourishment, feeds the 
Nations. Observe also, the multitude are fed by Christ through 
the Ministry of His Apostles. (Jerome.) So now all the nations 
of the world are fed with the heavenly food of the Word and 
Sacraments by Christ through an Apostolic Ministry. 

The manner of this miraculous act baffles our intelligence. 
It was not, that five loaves are multiplied into more ; but fragments 
succeed fragments imperceptibly. The substance increases, whe- 
ther on the table, or in the hands of those who receive it, or in 
the mouth of those who eat it, I know not. Wonder not that 
fountains gush forth, or that wine streams from grapes, or that all 
the riches and plenty of the world flow in an unfailing stream. 
The Author of the universe displayed Himself by this abundant in- 
crease of bread. His invisible Will acts by visible operation, and 
the Lord of heavenly mysteries executes the miracle of what was 
present to the eye. The Power of Him who works transcends all 
nature, and the mode of that Power transcends all intelligence, 
and we have nothing left but to adore. (Hilary.) 

— kodivous] baskets. Mark the difference between our Lord’s 
miracles and that wrought by Moses. The manna was only suffi- 
cient for him who gathered it, and it could not be kept. Theophyl. 
in Mare. vi. 43. 

On the word kédivos see below, xvi. 9. It is observable, 
that this word had been already used by the Septuagint Transla- 
tors in describing the drudgery of the Israelites in Egypt in gather- 
ing clay to make bricks, Ps. lxxxi. 7. The xdéguwos of toil now 
became a receptacle of heavenly food. As S. Ambrose says, 
Luke ix. 17, ‘‘ Populus, qui ante /utwm in cophinis colligit, hic jam 
vite coelestis operatur alimonium: per duodecim cophinos tanquam 
tribuum singularum fidei fundamentum redundat.” 

21. deel mevraicxtr101] men about five thousand. Our Lord’s 
Miracles were also Prophecies. He had said to His Apostles, 
“¢Give ye them to eat’ (v. 16), and thus He prefigured the dis- 
pensation of the spiritual food of His Word and Sacraments, by the 
ministry of the Apostles and their successors. 

And this miraculous prophecy had a remarkable fulfilment in 


what is said, Acts iv. 4, ‘‘ Many of those who heard the word be- 
lieved, and the number of the men (tay dvdpGv) was about five 
thousand.”’ See Hilary here, and note below on Acts iv. 4. 

22. éws ob] until he should have sent away ; so xxvi. 36, until 
I shall have prayed. 

23. dvéBn—26. mepiratovyta] He went up unto the mountain 
to pray. 

Our Lord went up to a mountain, and there prayed. Thence 
His Divine eye looks on His disciples toiling in the ship in the 
dark and stormy night. And in the fourth or last watch of the 
night He comes walking on the waves of the Sea, and enters 
the ship, and calms the storm. 

This action seems to have had a spiritual and prophetical 
meaning. Our Blessed Lord has now dispensed the food of life to 
the world in the Word and Sacraments ministered by His disciples. 
He has ascended up into heaven alone, to pray for His Church, 
and thence He looks down upon her tossed on the waves, and He 
will come again at the fourth watch, treading under foot the storms 
and billows of this world, and will enter the ship, and bring her 
to the heavenly haven where she would be. 

This is thus expressed by an ancient father of the Western 
Church :—‘ Quod ascendit relictis turbis Dominus orare in mon- 
tem,—relictis turbis solus post Resurrectionem ascendit in ccelum 
et ibi interpellat pro nobis, Interea navis portans discipulos, id 
est Ecclesia, fluctuat et quatitur tempestatibus tentationum. Opus 
est in navi simus; nam Si im navi pericula sunt, sine navi certus 
interitus. Etsi turbatur navis, navis est tamen. Tene te itaque 
in navi, et roga Deum . . . Quarta vigilia noctis finis est noctis. 
In fine seeculi venit Dominus: videtur ambulare super omnes 
tumores maris, hoc est super omnes hujus seeculi principatus . . . 
sub ejus pedibus totam hujus seculi rabiem subjectam.” See 
Aug. Serm. 78 and 76, and cp. below on John vi. 19, 20. 

25. Terdprn pudaki] In the fourth watch. Formerly the Jews 
had divided the night into three watches. (See Burtorf, Lex. 
Talmud. voc. 7)OwK.) But when Judea became a Roman pro- 
vince, they adopted the Roman division into four watches. (Lips. 
de Milit. Rom. p. 123.) The LXX had already used @uAak} in 
the sense of watch. (Exod. xiv. 24.) “The fourth watch is 
the last,’”’ says Jerome.—Our Lord will come to the aid of His 
Church, at the end of the world. 

He allows His disciples to be tried by dangers, that they may 
be taught patience; and does not come to them till morning, that 
they may not expect to be delivered at once, but may hope for 
deliverance, if they have perseverance and faith. Theophyl. in 
Mark vi. 25. 

Thus Christ deals with His Church, typified by the Apostolic 
ship. He leaves her to be tossed from time to time by the waves 
of this world, and to be assailed by the blasts of the Evil One, 
and He will return to her in the fourth watch of the night. The 
first watch of the night was the age of the Law; the second, of the 
Prophets; the third, of the Gospel; the fourth, of His glorious 
Advent, when He will find her buffeted by the spirit of Antichrist, 
and by the storms of the world. And by Christ’s reception into 
the ship, and the consequent calm, is prefigured the eternal peace 
of the Church after His second Coming. Hilary. 
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26. pdvtacud éors] it is a spirit. On this narrative, in con- 
nexion with the solemn question concerning the nature and state 
of the body after the Resurrection, see v. 29, and Luke xxiv. 31, 
and John xx. 19. 

27. éyé ciut] I am.—A declaration of Divine power, proved by 
walking on the sea: cp. John viii. 58. : 

29. °EAGE] Come. When Christ commands, we may, and must, 
do, what it would be sin to attempt to do, without such a com- 
mand (Matt. iv. 7); and so long as we have fai/h in Him, we 
shall be able to do what He commands us to do: and therefore 
our prayer to Him must be, “‘ Da quod jubes, et jube, quod vis.”’ 

— Tlérpos mepierdrnoey| Peter walked. Peter, while in the 
body, was enabled by Christ to walk on the sea; so the risen 
bodies of the Saints will be enabled by Christ to fly upwards, and 
traverse the liquid fields of the sky, and meet Him in the air. 
1 Thess. iv. 17. See on Luke xxiv. 31. John xix. 19. 

St. Peter walked on the sea. Let then those who imagine 
that our Lord had not a true human body, because He walked on 
the waves, explain how St. Peter also walked on the waves, who 
certainly had a real body. (Jerome.) 

81. OAvyémorte] O thou of little faith. It is of no use to be 
near Christ in person, unless we are near Him by faith. If we are 
near Him by faith, no storm can drown us. It is not the Tempest, 
but our own weakness of faith which is to be feared; therefore 
our Lord does not calm the storm, but takes hold of Peter’s band. 
And He brought the Apostle to the ship, as a Bird brings its young 
on its wings to the nest, when it has attempted to fly before its 
time, and is about to fall on the ground. (Chrys.) 

Christ treads the waves of this world, and walks amid its 
storms. He treads the winepress alone, Isa. lxiii. 3. He alone 
is the Redeemer of the world, and all who are saved are redeemed 
by Him alone. It is He, and He alone, who enables others to 
stand and walk on the sea of trouble and of doubt. Peter sinks 
without Christ. (Cp. Hilary.) 

Peter is the image of weak faith, staggered by the storms of this 
world; but after he had received the gift of the Holy Ghost, he who is 
here like a fluent wave, became like a stedfast rock, unmoved by the 
tempest of persecution and the fear of death. (Cp. Aug. Serm. 76.) 

36. kpasmédov Tod ivarlov] The word xpdoredoy had been 
employed by the LXX to designate the nina (kanephoth), literally 
wings, of the garment, which were to be made of purple, ac- 
cording to the law (Numb. xv. 38. Deut. xxii. 12), to remind 
them of the law, especially of the Sabbath. See below, xxiii. 5. 

Observe Christ’s miraculous power, exerted here and on 
other occasions (ix. 20) by the skirts of his clothing (Ps. cxxxiii. 
2), in connexion with the prophecy (Malachi iv. 2), which speaks 
of “ healing in His wings ;” the word ‘ wings’ being used by the 
Hebrews to describe the fringes of the garments. 


Consider also its connexion with Zech. viii. 23, “‘ They shall 
take hold of the skiré («pdomedov) of Him that is a Jew,’’—a 
prophecy specially applicable to arth taking hold of Christ. 


Cu. XV. 1. of dd ‘Iep. Tpaupareis] the Scribes that were 
Srom Jerusalem. Cp. Heb. xiii. 24, of dad *ItaAlas. 

2. mapdSoow] Partly the map (kabbala), tradition; from 
ap (kibbel), to receive; and called tradition of the elders, be- 
cause it was pretended by the Pharisees and Rabbis of the Jews 
that it had been orally delivered by God to Moses on Mount 
Sina, and thence handed down by oral tradition to their own 
times; partly the oral precepts which were afterwards embodied 
in the Talmud (or Doctrine), from root 112) (lamadh), to teach ; 
which at first consisted of the Mishna (about a.p. 219), i. e. the 
oral repetition of the Law (from 20, shanah, to repeat) ; and to 
which was afterward added (about a.p. 500) the Gamarah, or the 
complementum, root 23 (gamar), to finish, of the Mishna. See 
Buxtorf, Synag. Judaic., cap. iii. p. 59. 

— bray Uptov ecbiwoty] when they eat bread. t&prov éaOlew 
= Hebr. on) 52x, said of eating food generally. Mark iii. 20. 
Luke vii. 33; xiv. 15. 

3. wapadocw vuav] You pretend that these things have been 
delivered by God to the elders; but they are in fact your tra- 
ditions, and are opposed to God’s Law. 

4. Tina] Honour; tiuh (from tlw, pendo, to pay) in Scrip- 
ture does not mean merely homage and salutation, but succour, 
support by alms and offerings; thus the Apostle says, ‘‘ Honour 
widows that are widows indeed’’ (1 Tim. v. 3); ‘‘and let the 
presbyters who rule well be counted worthy of double honour ”’ 
(1 Tim. v. 17), i.e. stipend. 

— Oavdty tTeXevtdtw] A Hebraism from Levit. xx. 9, where 
the LXX has @avdtw Oavarotc@w, and Hxod. xxi. 17,6 karo- 
Aoyav TaTépa 7) unTépa ad’rovd TeAEUTHOEL OavaTy. 

5. A@pov] A gift. KopBay (j3277). See xxvii. 6. Mark vii. 11. 
“Tt is a gift,”—an offering consecrated to God, and therefore I 
cannot apply it to your benefit. That, in which thou mightest 
have been benefited by me, has been vowed and hallowed by me 
to God as a Gift to Him ; and therefore cannot without sacrilege 
be alienated from Him and applied to thy use. And it will be 
most profitable to thee also, being so applied as a gift to God. 

By suggesting to Children such language as this toward their 
Parents, the Pharisees taught hypocrisy and undutifulness to 
Parents, under the mask of piety to God. 

There seems to be an aposiopesis after apeAnOijs, as if our 
Lord abstained with horror and indignation from pronouncing 
the words of blasphemy with which this hypocritical infraction 
of the divine command was completed. 


¢ Isa. 29. 13, 
Mark 7. 6. 


d Mark 7. 14, &c. 


MATTHEW XV. 6—25. 
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The apodosis cannot begin with kal ob wh Tywhon, for the 
Pharisees were too shrewd to say that; but they are our Lord’s 
words. See next note. 

They who inculcated this doctrine, being Priests or connected 
with them, derived private advantage from it. (See Theophyl., 
Mark vii. 11.) 

— rad ov ph tywhon] And, through your tradition, he shall 
not honour his father,—although God commands, ‘‘ Honour thy 
father.’’ Cp. Mark vii. 11, where the construction is similar. 

%—9. ‘Hoalas] Isa. xxix. 13. Cp. Mark vii. 6, 7, where the 
prophecy is cited with the same variation from the LXX as here 
by St. Matthew, i.e. 5. 5. é. a. for diddoKovres evTdAuata avOpe- 
mov ka diSacKadtas. The original of Isaiah signifies ‘the re- 
yverence with which they regard Me is only a hwman command,” 
i. e. their religion is based on human commandment, and not on 
My Law. They substitute human traditions for divine com- 
mands. Our Lord gives the sense of the prophecy; and adds, 
that such worship is vain. See Surenhus. p. 249. Such ex- 
planations and additions coming from Him, Who is the Author 
of the Law, are to be regarded as already pre-existing in His 
Mind when He gave the Law, and are involved in it. 

8. “EvyylCe: wor] On the reading of this passage see Scrivener, 
and Tregelles on the Printed Text of N. T. p. 139. — 

9. dddcxovres] On this text—‘‘ teaching for doctrines the com- 
mandments of men’’—see Bp. Sanderson’s Sermon ad Clerum (Serm. 
y. vol. ii. pp. 141—168), who shows its application to those who, 

Either of their own authority impose Rites and Ceremonies 
as necessary to salvation; or, 

Enforce new articles of faith, as the Church of Rome does, 
and make them terms of Church Communion ; or, 

Affirm things to be walawful, which cannot be proved so to 
be, and on the plea of such alleged unlawfulness, separate from 
the Church, and rend it by schism. 

See also Hooker, I. xiv. 5, and II. viii. 5. 


Il. xowot] defiles; towwdy, dxdOaprov, Hesych. ows, common, 
had been used in the sense of wnclean in the books of the Maccabees, 
1 Mace. i. 47, 62, in connexion with the war of persecution waged 
by Antiochus Epiphanes against the Jews, in requiring them to 
eat swine’s flesh, and other unclean meats. 

Our Lord did not intend to disparage the difference between 
clean and unclean meats, as it had been defined in the Levitical 
Law, which had an intrinsic, moral, and spiritual meaning, now 
corrupted and obscured by its Teachers. who laid stress only on 
external acts. But He designed to show that the source of all 
uncleanness is the heart, and that unless that is cleansed, all 
outward cleansings are vain. 

14. Bd6vvov] “foveam, et metaphor. interitum;” a pitfall, 
more properly than a ditch. See Isa. xxiv. 17, 18, where the 
LXX has Bééuvos for nmp (pachath), a pit, of destruction; a pit- 
fall set by hunters for wild animals, or a well. See xii. 11. 

16. "Axuhy] even to this point, aun; %rt, Hesych.: used in 
this sense by Xenophon and Polybius. (See Kuin.) 

21. +a wépn] the borders. See Acts xvi. 12. 

22. Xavavata] of Canaan, Hebr. y229 (kenaan), i. q. mercator, 
and an appropriate name for those who lived near the coast and 
led a mercantile life. 

St. Mark here (vii. 26) reminds his Gentile readers by the 
words, #v 7 yuvh ‘EAAnyis Supodotvicca, that Our Blessed Lord 
had offers of mercy for them, even for those among them who, 
like the Suvpopotvixes of Tyre and Sidon, had been polluted by 
idolatry and its associate sins (cp. Ps. xlv. 12); and St. Matthew 
reminds the Jews by the word Xavayata that Christ would re- 
ceive the descendants of those seven nations of Canaan which had 
been exterminated by their forefathers at God’s command. Cf. 
Acts xiii. 19. 

25. mpocentver] she was worshipping Him ; even at that very 
time when He seemed to be repelling her. 


MATTHEW XV. 26—34. 
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26. kvvaplois| dogs. Not that our Lord regarded them as 
such, but because they were so called by the Jews, whose lan- 
guage He adopts. 

27. Nal, Kupier kat ydp] Yea, Lord, thou sayest true; it is 
not right to take the children’s bread and give it to the dogs. 
For the dogs eat of the crumbs that fali from their master’s 
table. Let me therefore not have bread, but only crumbs; and do 
not give me even them; but allow me to pick up those crumbs 
which fall from the table ; for this is owr lot. A beautiful image 
of the humility of the Gentiles, hungering and thirsting for the 
least fragments of the Gospel which dropped from the table of the 
Jews who despised it. Cp. Ps. lxix. 23. Acts xxviii. 28. 

28. °2 yivat, weydAn cod % mlatis] O woman, great is thy 
faith. Observe cov put emphatically ; great is thy faith, especially 
as contrasted with the lack of faith in others. She showed humility 
by not rejecting the title xvydpiov ; faith, by calling Christ the Son 
of David, and by perseverance in her entreaty for help, and by 
her fervency increased by repulses, though she was a Gentile, and 
He was sent to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. 

When our Lord had taught His disciples concerning the 
difference of meats, He opened the door of the kingdom of heaven 
to the Gentiles. But why then did He say to the disciples, “‘ To 
the way of the Gentiles go ye not?” (Matt. x. 5.) He did not 
go there to preach, as appears from Mark vii. 24. The woman 
came to Him, not He to her. 

Here is an evidence of divine inspiration acting on the heart 
of St. Matthew. He, who wrote specially for the Jews, tells his 
Jewish readers that Christ had mercy, love, and praise for this 
poor woman, whom he calls—not as the other Evangelists do, a 
Gentile, but—a Canaanite, i. e. descended from those whom their 
ancestors were commanded by God to destroy. 

Observe, the Evangelist calls her by a name then obsolete, 
‘ Canaanite ;’ reminding us of those godless Nations of Canaan 
who had subverted even the laws of Nature; and so by her very 
name he displays the wonder and proclaims the greatness of her 
faith. The Canaanites had been ejected from Canaan that they 
might not pervert the Jews; and now this Canaanite comes forth 
from her own land to seek Christ, who came to the Jews and was 
rejected by them. (Cp. Chrys.) 

In proportion as the woman’s supplication became more in- 
tense, so our Lord’s remonstrance became more strong. He at 
first was silent; then He calls the Jews His sheep, and says that 
He was sent only to them; then He calls them His children, and 
the Gentiles dogs. And on this rebuke the woman frames her 
reply ; she shows patience and faith, although she might seem to 
be treated with scorn. Let them be children and me a dog; yet, 
as such, I am not forbidden to eat of the crumbs which they let 
fall. Our Lord had foreknown that she would answer thus; and 
therefore He at first refused, and rebuked her, in order that He 
might bring out her faith and humility as an example. His 
silence and reproof were like the silence and reproof of one who 
is desirous of revealing a hidden treasure to the eye. The Jews 
boasted themselves the children of Abraham and despised the 
Gentiles; she calls the Jews her masters and herself a dog; and 
thus she became a child of God. O woman, great is thy faith ! 


He delayed the gift, in order that He might utter at once this 
speech, and place a crown of glory on her head. See the 
blessed reward of faith and humility and perseverance in prayer. 
(Chrys.) 

This miracle was prophetic. The woman of Canaan in the 
heathen regions of Tyre and Sidon is typical of the Gentile World 
coming to Christ, and thankfully accepting the crumbs which fall 
from the children’s table, and therefore welcomed by Christ, 
while the children of the kingdom are cast out. (Cp. Hilary.) 

32. dn Tuépar Tpets mpooucvovar] there are now three days to 
them waiting on Me. See on Mark viii. 2. 

338. Tiddev july év épyuia] An objection has been made to 
this narrative of the miraculous Feeding of Four Thousand by 
some (De Wette and Schleiermacher). It is alleged by them, that 
it is only a repetition or loose tradition of the narrative of the 
former miraculous Feeding (Matt. xiv. 13). It is said, that the 
Apostles could not have used such language as they do here, 
after they had been witnesses of, and even partakers in, the 
former miracle. 

The answer has been given by anticipation to this objection, 
in the Old Testament (see Ps. Ixxviii. Ll. 20—32; cvi. 21) re- 
cording the incredulity and insensibility of the Israelites in the 
wilderness—after the mighty works of God in delivering them 
from Egypt and in the supply of water and food, of which they 
had been witnesses and partakers. God gave water miraculously 
twice in the wilderness, and fed the people by ¢wo miraculous 
supplies, manna and quails. So our blessed Lord fed the people 
in the wilderness miraculously twice. And the parallel extends 
further ; i.e. it is seen not only, in each case, in the goodness of 
God, but also in the obduracy of man. Even after the Manna, 
Moses himself doubted concerning the possibility of a supply of 
flesh. (See Numb. xi. 21—23.) The Apostles in the wilderness 
of Galilee are as yet children of the literal Israel in the wilderness 
of Arabia. And even after this second miraculous feeding, to 
which Our Lord refers (Matt. xvi. 7—10), they are still dAvyé- 
moTol, and are rebuked as such by Him. 

It is strange, that the objectors to St. Matthew’s veracity do 
not appear to have perceived, that, if the Apostle St. Matthew 
(and the same may be said—‘ mutatis mutandis’—of Moses) had 
intended to invent, or to disguise the truth, instead of to relate it 
honestly and fully, he would have maynified the effects of the 
jirst miracle on the minds of the disciples, and he would not have 
recorded what was not creditable to himself and his brethren— 
their wnbelief. But by showing to us, that after the miracle had 
been wrought once, and even twice, they were still aovvero: and 
orAvyémiorol, he gives a striking proof—the more striking because 
a silent one—that he has told the truth, and has exaggerated 
nothing in his history of the works of Christ. 

It is observable also, that in the second Miracle the numbers 
fed are Jess than in the former; and this is another evidence of 
veracity. If the second narrative had been a mere ‘loose tradi- 
tion’ of the former, the number would have increased and not 
diminished. 

See another argument for their distinction in xvi. 9, 10. 
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MATTHEW XY. 35—39. XVI. 1—12. 
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37. omupldas| See on xvi. 9. 

89. Moydardd] St. Mark says (viii. 10), eis Ta Spia Aarpa- 
vov6a, a region a little North of Tiberias, on the western coast of 
the Sea of Galilee, perhaps the birth-place of Mary Magdalene. 
Jerome, Aug. read Mayeday, which is found in the old Syriac 
(Cureton), and in B, D, and is received by Tisch. ed. 1856, and 
has an oriental origin. See the MSS. in Rev. xvi. 16, 


Cu. XVI. 1. SadSovnator.] Sadducees. As far as we know 
from the Gospels, they attacked Christ Himself only ¢wice (Beng. 
Cf. xxii. 23); but after the Ascension they were bitter enemies 
of the doctrine of the Resurrection (Acts iv. 1; v. 17)—a silent 
evidence of its truth. See note below on Acts iv. 1. 

— onuctoy ek Tov ovpavod} a sign from heaven; as much 
as to say that the Miracles he had wrought were only from earth, 
and not so great as those wrought by Moses, who gave bread 
from heaven; and by Elias, who went up into heaven. 

2. "Olas yevouevns|] Cp. Plin. N. H. xviii. 35. Virg. Georg. 
i. 425—455. 

4. onuciov—ovd 5.] a sign shall not be given to this genera- 
tion. 

But hereafter He will show signs from heaven. He will fold 
up the heaven as a scroll, and will eclipse the Sun, and the glory 
of His presence will be like lightning. But the time for these 
signs is not yet come. (Chrys.) 

— "lwv& tod mpophrov] of Jonas the prophet. 
of Jonas, see above, xii. 39. 

6. Guns] leaven of the Pharisees. Our Lord commanded 
His Disciples to observe and do all that the Scribes and Phari- 
sees command while sitting on Moses’ seat (Matt. xxiii. 1—3), 
i.e. while teaching in his name and in accordance with his 
writings. 

But he here teaches them to beware of their Gun, or leaven, 
by which they corrupt the sound doctrine of Moses; i.e. their 
hypocrisy (Luke xii. 1), by which they deceive others and them- 
selves. Cp. 1 Cor. v. 6—8. 

Thus He gives the rule to be observed by the People. If any 
of the Clergy teach what is false, it is the duty of the people 
mporexew ard Tis Couns; but at the same time they must ob- 
serve and do whatsoever the Ministers of Christ preach in His 


On the sign 


Name and in accordance with His Word. See above, x. 4, on 
the choice of Judas, and x. 41. : 

9,10. kodivous—omvupidas| All the four Evangelists use the 
word «épiwor in connexion with the former miracle (Matt. xiv. 
20. Mark vi. 43. Luke ix. 17. John vi. 13); and the two Evan- 
gelists (Matt. xv. 37 and Mark viii. 8) use the word omupides in 
the datter case. And now, in this question, our Lord preserves 
the same distinction: which would well have been retained in the 
English version. Here is another proof of the diversity of the 
two miracles. See above, xv. 33. 

Chrys. asks, on cap. xv., ‘*‘ Whence is it that the fragments 
in this latter miracle are fewer than in the former, although they 
who ate were not so many? It is, either because the basket 
(omvpls) in this miracle is larger than in the former (i«déquvos), or 
that by this point of difference they might remember the two 
several miracles. Wherefore also our Lord then made the num- 
ber of the xéqivor to be equal to that of the disciples, but now 
He makes the omupldes to be equal in number to the loaves.” 
See Mark viii. 19. 

The k«éd@ivos is used by the Septuagint once for Hebr. 717 
(dudh), Ps, Ixxxi. 6, which seems to have been a vessel capable 
of holding liquids (three xdées or congii), probably a metal cr 
earthenware jar. (Cp. Judges vi. 19.) The Jews were noted for 
their use of cophini (see Juvenal, iii. 15; vi. 542), which they 
carried with them for the preservation of clean meats and drinks 
free from contamination. 

And the omupis (Lat. sporta, sportula) appears to have been 
of juncus or vimen and palm-leaves, and not suited for liquids. 
It was of sufficient size to hold a man. Acts ix. 25. 

The fact that they had with them so many kdédgivo. and 
owupldes (perhaps each of the Apostles had one for his own use) 
seems to indicate that the places where the miracles were wrought 
were not very lofty. In fact the words rd dpos are little more 
than a negation ; i.e. they signify ground raised above 7d zedfov, 
or plain (see on v. 1); and this is confirmed here by the circum- 
stance that women and children were present as well as men, 
some probably aged, in great. numbers. 

12. (duns Tod aprov] the leaven of bread. On the inferences 
to be derived from this narrative, see on Luke xxii. 38, 
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18. Kaoapelas ris biAlmmrov] Caesarea Philippi, a town at the 
foot of Lebanon, near the springs of Jordan, so called from Philip, 
Tetrarch of Iturea, who named it C@sarea (formerly Paneas, 
Joseph. Ant. xviii. 3. Euseb. vii. 17), in honour of Tiberius 
Cesar ; and also to distinguish it from the other more celebrated 
Cesarea on the sea-coast (formerly Turris Stratonis), and named 
Czsarea by Herod the Great, in honour of Augustus. In the 
great towns of Judza how much was there now of Rome! 

— xpata] He was questioning His disciples. 

— pé] Me, emphatic. 

— Toy Tiby Tod avOpdrov] By asking, ‘‘ Whom say men that 
I, the Son of Man, am?’’ He showed how earnestly He desires 
that men should confess the truth of His Incarnation, thence 
also proclaiming His Divinity. ‘‘ No one hath ascended into 
heaven but the Son of Man, who is in heaven” (John iii. 13). 
Chrys. 

14. Of wey "Iwdvyny k.7.A.] Cp. above, xiv. 2. Luke ix. 7—9. 
John i. 19—21. The people imagine Thee to be one of these 
persons who are dead, and they imagine that one of these has 
risen again in Thee; a belief which seems to have proceeded from 
Deut. xviii. 15. 18, Mal. iv. 5. 

It is to be observed that the Jews entertained two false 
notions concerning the Messiah ; 

First, that He was to be a temporal Prince and Saviour. 

Secondly, that He was to be a man only, and not God. And 
one of the strongest arguments against the Socinian heresy may 
be founded on the surprise felt and expressed by the multitude at 
the announcement of His claim to be God,—a proof that our 
Lord made that claim; that He professed Himself to be God, 
and required the people to accept Him as nothing less. Cf. 
Blunt on the Early Church, p. 117, and below on Acts ii. 36. 

16. 6 Yids tod cod rod (Gytos] the Son of the Living 
God. Not a man risen from the dead as the people imagine. 
Thou who art the Son of Man, and so callest Thyself (see v. 13); 
j. e. who art the Second Adam, art also the Christ, and Thou who 
art the Christ art also Son of the Living God, or (as St. Luke ex- 
presses it, ix. 20) the Christ of God. Cp. John vi. 69. 

We must remember, that He who is the Son of God is also 
the Son of man. The confession of one of these truths without 
the other affords no hope of salvation. (Hilary.) 

17. Siuwy Bap *Iwva] This confession, that I, who am Son of 
Man, am also the Son of God, is as true as that thou, Simon, art 
the Son of Jona. Bap, the Chaldaic form used by the Pro- 
phet Daniel (the Prophet to whom our Lord had alluded in His 
question ; see Dan. vii. 13, and note here on v. 18), for the Hebr. 
y2 (Ben), or Son. 

— oopt kal aia] flesh and blood; unregenerate Humanity 
in its weakness, and as distinguished from what is divine and spi- 
ritual. John i. 13. Gal. i. 16. Eph. vi. 12. 

18. ov ci Wérpos, cad em) ratty TH wétpa oikodouhow mod Thy 
éxicAnolay| thou art Petros, and on this Petra Iwill build the 
Church of Me. It is said by Divines of the Church of Rome, 
that St. Peter is here described by Christ as the Rock on which 
He would build the Church; and that a Rock is something per- 
manent, and that the Rock on which the Church is built must be 
as enduring as the Church itself; and that therefore this promise 
to St. Peter is also a promise that St. Peter would have suc- 
cessors, and is also a promise to them (see Maldonat. here); and 
that the successor of St. Peter is the Bishop of Rome; and that 
the promise here made by Christ to St. Peter is made to the 
Bishops of Rome in succession even to the end of the world. 


On these allegations we may observe, that these words of 
Christ are recorded by St. Matthew alone. St. Mark and St. 
Luke stop at the confession of St. Peter, adding only that our 
Lord enjoined them not to tell any one this thing. 

Hence it appears that the aim of our Lord’s inquiry was to 

Vou. I. 


elicit a true confession concerning Himself. ‘‘ Whom do men 
say that J am? The world is in error on this point. Some 
call Me John the Baptist, and by other human names; but whom 
say ye that I am?—ye, My Disciples, in this the third year 
of My Ministry,—ye who have heard My words and seen My 
works ?” 

This was the main design of our Lord’s question. The 
Evangelists St. Mark and St. Luke omit the words in St. Mat- 
thew concerning St. Peter (see on St. Mark viii. 29. Luke ix. 
18. 20), which they would hardly have done, if the declaration 
of St. Peter’s privileges, and not of owr Lord’s Person and Office, 
had been the main scope of the conversation. 

Its end and aim is not Peter, but Christ. Here is the clue 
to the interpretation of our Lord’s words to St. Peter, ‘ On this 
Rock I will build My Church.” The Rock is Curist. 

We are brought to this conclusion by other considera- 
tions ;— 

Our Lord introduces Himself here as ‘‘the Son of Man.’’ 
“Whom say men that I, ‘the Son of Man,’ am?’ This title 
‘* Son of Man”’ is applied to Christ in only one passage of the 
Old Testament (Dan. vii. 13) ; and our Lord may here be sup- 
posed to allude to that passage, when He asks, ‘‘ Whom say men 
that I the Son of Man (Bar-Enosh) am?” And there was some- 
thing very appropriate in the transition from speaking of Himself 
as Bar-Enosh, to speak of Peter as Bar-Jona, who had acknow- 
ledged Him to be Bar-Elohim as well as Bar-Enosh. 

In the book of Daniel the kingdom of the Son of Man is 
compared to a Stone which becomes a great Rock (Tur, the Chal- 
daic for Hebr. yx (Zsur); see Dan. ii. 35), and lasts for ever, 
and is called ‘he kingdom of the God of heaven. (Dan. ii. 44.) 

Here we see a prophetic representation of our Lord’s words 
to St. Peter, On this Rock (i.e. on Myself, the Son of Man, con- 
fessed also to be Son of God) I will build my Church, My King- 
dom, which is the Kingdom of the Living God, and it shall last 
for ever: and I will give to thee the keys of that kingdom. 

Our Lord speaks of a rétpa, or Rock. Now this title Rock 
is one which is reserved in the Old Testament to the ALMIGHTY. 
The language of Holy Scripture, from beginning to end, is, ‘‘ Who 
is a Rock save our God?” (2 Sam. xxii. 32. Ps. xviii. 31.) “God 
only ismy rock.”’ (Ps. Ixii. 2. 6, 7.) Cp. Deut. xxxii. 4, 15. 18. 
30. 1 Sam. ii. 2. 2 Sam. xxii. 2, 3.47; xxiii. 3. Ps. xix. 14; 
xxvii. 1; xxxi. 2,35 xlii. 9; lxxi. 3; Ixxiii. 26 ; Ixxviii. 35. In the 
Lord Jehovah is the Rock of Ages. Cp. Isa. xxviii. 16, “a sure 
foundation ;’’ xxxii. 2; xliv. 8, where the words Rock and 
God are interchanged: ‘Is there a God beside me? yea, there 
is no Rock, I know not any.’”’ As far as the word Rocx is used 
in the Old Testament as a foundation to build upon (as it is 
used by our Lord here), it is used of Gop, and of Him alone. 

The language of the New Testament is similar. He who 
builds on Christ’s words, builds on a Rock (Matt. vii. 24, 25. 
Luke vi. 48. Cp. 1 Pet. ii. 4,5). And St. Paul says (1 Cor. iii. 
11), ‘ Other foundation can no man lay than that which lieth 
(ketrat),”’—i.e. not, is laid, as the Apostles are laid on the foun- 
dation, but which lieth by its own spontaneous act, as the founda- 
tion—Jrsus Curist; i.e. He who is Jesus as Man, and Curisr 
as the Son of the Living God ;—which is St. Peter’s confession 
here. And St. Paul again says, ‘‘ the Rock was Christ.” 1 Cor. 
x. 4, where see note. 

The relation of St. Peter and the other Apostles to this One 
Foundation, Jesus Christ (i. e. Christ confessed to be both God and 
Map), is distinctly marked in the Holy Scriptures, both of the Old 
and New Testament ; 

In the Old Testament the Apostles were typified by the 
Twelve Stones taken from Jordan (see above on x. 2), as also by 
other emblems (see idid.) signifying their duodenary character and 
co-ordinate power, as respects one another. 

But there is not a single type in the Old Testament which 
prefigures a supremacy of one Apostle over the rest, and over the 
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whole Church. All the Old Testament types of the New Testa- 
ment Church are disturbed by the theory of such a supremacy. 

In the New Testament, the actual relation of the Apostles to 
the one Foundation Jesus Christ, and to each other, is clearly 
stated in the following passages ; 

Christ is the Vine, they all are Branches. (John xv. 1—5.) 
He is their Master, they are all Brethren. (Matt. xxiii. 8.) He 
discourages all thought among them that one of them should be 
greatest. (Matt. xviii. 1. Mark ix. 34. Luke ix. 46; xxii. 24.) 
Christ promises them Twelve Thrones. (Matt. xix. 28. Luke xxii. 
30.) The Church is built on the foundation of the Apostles and 
Prophets (not on one Apostle), Jesus Christ being the Head 
Corner-stone, on Whom or in Whom (éy 6) the whole building fitted 
together groweth into a holy Temple in the Lord, on Whom ye 
are builded together. (Eph. ii. 20.) There are twelve stars in the 
crown of the Church militant sojourning on earth (Rev. xii. 1), 
and Twelve foundation-stones in the wall of the Church glorified 
in heaven. (Rev. xxi. 14.) And if Peter, who is one of these 
Twelve Stones, is taken from the other eleven and made to be 
their foundation, the whole structure is disturbed, and the whole 
fabric falls. And St. Paul calls himself not a whit behind the 
very chiefest Apostles (2 Cor. xi. 5; cp. 28), and in nothing (he 
says) am I behind the very chiefest Apostles. (2 Cor. xii. 11.) 

But, it may be asked,—Can em) ravtn 77H métpq be rightly 
interpreted as equivalent to ém euavT@, i.e. on Myself? 

Certainly it can. We have a reply to this question in the 
Baptist’s words concerning himself: and also in our Lord’s own 
words concerning Himself; 

The Baptist says, Matt. iii. 3, obrds éoriv,—he is there speak- 
ing of himself. Our Lord says, Destroy this Temple, todroy rby 
vadv (John ii. 19); this He said of Himself. Whoso falleth on 
this stone (Matt. xxi. 44), rodrov tiv Al@ov,—this He said of 
Himself. Jf any one eats of this bread, rotrov Tov &proy (John 
vi. 51),—this also He said of Himself (see also v. 58). So in 
the present sentence,—on this Rock, ém ravtn 7H métpa,—He 
is speaking of Himself. On the demonstrative pronouns dd¢, 
ovTos, used by a speaker for himself, see Matt. Gr. Gr. §§ 470, 
471. Cp. Chemnitz, Harmon. Leyser, cap. 85, for an able expo- 
sition of this text, and Schoettgen, p. 143, and particularly Dr. 
Jackson on the Creed, book iii. ch. viii. vol. ii. p. 249. 

Again: the pronoun odTos, this, may be used to signify a third 
person, and, as we have just seen, is used by a speaker to designate 
himself ; but it is doubtful, whether any passage can be cited from 
the New Testament where it is used to denote a person to whom 
the person using it speaks. Now our Lord is speaking ¢o Peter. 
Here, then, we see another evidence that Peter is not this Rock. 

What He says is this: ‘‘I Myself, now confessed by thee to 
be both God and Man, am the Rock of the Church. This is the 
Foundation on which it is built.’”” And because St. Peter had con- 
fessed Him as such, He says to St. Peter, ‘‘ Thou hast confessed 
Me, and I will now confess thee; thou hast owned Me, I will now 
own thee. Thou art Peter;” i.e. thou art a lively stone, hewn 
out of, and built upon Me, the living Rock. Thou art a genuine 
Petros of Me the divine Petra. And whosoever would be a lively 
stone, a Peter, must imitate thee in this thy true confession of 
Me the living Rock; for upon this Rock, that is, on Myself, be- 
lieved and confessed to be both God and Man, 1 will build My 
Church. See below on | Cor. iii. 11, and 1 Tim. iii. 15, 16, and the 
clear exposition given by 8. Augustine, Serm. lxxvi. vol. v. p. 595. 
See also Serm. cxlix. and Tract. in Johan. cxviii. cxxiv., ‘ Petra 
principale nomen est. Ideo Petrus 4 Petré; non Petra a Petro; 
quomodo non 4 Christiano Christus, sed 4 Christo Christianus 
vocatur. Tw es ergo, inquit, Petrus, et super hane Petram Quam 
confessus es, super hance Petram, quam cognovisti, dicens, Tu es 
Christus Filius Dei vivi, edificabo Ecclesiam Meam. Id est super 
Me ipsum, Filium Dei Vivi, edificabo Ecclesiam Meam. Super 
Me edificabo te, non super te.’”’ And then S. Augustine proceeds 
to condemn those who would build the Church on St. Peter. 
““Volentes homines edificari super homines, dicebant, Hgo sum 
Pauli, ego autem Apollo, ego vero Cephe (1 Cor. i. 12, 13), ipse 
est Petrus (i.e. Cephas is Peter), et alii erant qui nolebant zdi- 
ficari super Petrum, sed (i.e. volebant edificari) super Petram, 
Ego autem sum Christi. Non in Pauli nec in Petri, sed in nomine 
Christi baptizati estis, et Petrus edificatur super Petram, non 
Petra super Petrum.”’ 

How could §. Augustine have written thus, if he had received 
as an Article of Faith that the Rock of the Church is St. Peter, 
and that the Bishop of Rome is St. Peter’s successor ? 

And yet this is now called by Romish Divines, e.g. Card. 


Bellarmine, Pref. in Libr. de Pontif. “res swmma fidei Chris- 
liane.” 

In contravention of this exposition now given two objections 
have been made. It is alleged,— 

That our Lord did not speak in Greek, but in Aramaic or 
Syro-Chaldaic, and used the same word Cepha in both members 
of the sentence; i. e. that He said, Thou art a Cepha, and on this 
Cepha I will build my Church. 

But this cannot be proved; for it is as probable that our 
Lord said, Thou art Cephas, and upon this Cepha I will build 
My Church. See Lightfoot, ad loc., and Bp. Beveridge on the 
37th Article, vol. ii. p. 396. 

And if the name Petros in the New Testament means a Rock, 
and if our Lord had intended to say that Peter is the Rock of the 
Church, then the Holy Spirit writing by St. Matthew would have 
said, ob ef Tézpos, kal ém) todte TG métpw oikodounow mod THY 
exkanolay. But by using two different words, viz. Petros and 
Petra, He shows that Petros is not.the Rock of the Church. Cf. 
Glass. Philol. Sacr. p. 928. 

The Holy Spirit has also declared in what sense Simon Bar- 
Jona was called Cephas. For he records our Lord’s saying, when 
the Apostle was first called (John i. 43), ob ef Siuwy 6 vids lava, 
av KAnOhon Knoas, and there the Holy Spirit adds, 0 épunveverat 
Tlérpos, i. e. which word Cephas is to be interpreted a stone. 

We may not say that Petros never signifies a Rock in profane 
authors, but it never has that sense in the LXX or the Greek 
N. T.; and no one doubts that Petra there and elsewhere signifies 
a Rock. Petra is a Rock; but, as Maldonatus (one of the ablest 
Roman Catholic Expositors, p. 217) allows, “‘ Tlérpos pro rupe et 
Atticum et rarum est.” 

Another objection is, that the Fathers apply the words én 
TabTn Th wéTpa to St. Peter, and call him the Rock of the Church. 
But this is not true. No doubt some of the Fathers do this (e.g. 
Greg. Nazian. p. 591, 6 wev wétpa Karerrat kat Tovs BeweAtous THS 
°ExkAnotas mioTeveTat). But many of the passages quoted as from 
the Fathers in this sense are spurious; e.g. all the first three cited 
here by Maldonat. p.219. The forged Papal Decretals did much 
for this Exposition. 

Some Fathers say that the rérpa of the Church is the faith of 
St. Peter; others, that the rérpa is Christ, confessed to be God 
and Man, which is equivalent to, but a more clear assertion of, 
the other opinion. See the patristic authorities collected by Bp. 
Andrewes, Tortura Torti, p. 234, and by Bp. Beveridge on the 
37th Article, pp. 582—584; and in the Editor’s Theophilus 
Anglicanus, part ii. chapter ix. And on the subject gene- 
rally, Barrow on the Pope’s Supremacy, Works, vi. 98—106. 
Some of the same Fathers who sometimes call Peter a Rock, vary 
in opinion on this point. The record which Augustine in the 
fifth century gives of his own practice is remarkable, viz. that in 
his earlier expositions he had applied the words to Peter, but in 
his later ones to Christ. Aug. Retract. i. 21. See Theophil. 
Anglic. p. 246, ed. 1857. And many of the Fathers place St. 
Paul on a par with St. Peter. Thus Leo, Bishop of Rome, in the 
fifth century (Serm. Ixxix. p. 165), speaks of these two Apostles 
as those ‘‘ quos gratia Christi in tantum apicem inter omnia Hccle- 
siz membra provexit, ut eos in corpore cui caput est Christus, 
quasi geminum construeret lumen oculorum (where some MSS. 
have ‘ Petrus et Paulus geminus oculus Ecclesie alter alteri zequa- 
lis’) de quorum meritis nihil diversum, nihil debemus sentire 
discretum ; quia illos et electio pares, et labor similes, et finis 
fecit equales.”’ 

Thus S. Aug. ili. 2313, “Tpse Caput et Prineeps Aposto- 
lorum,’’ speaking not of St. Peter, but of St. Paul. Again, he 
says, x. 256, “‘(Paulus) tanti Apostolatiis meruit principatum.” 
So S. Ambrose, de Spir. Sanct. ii. 13, ‘Nec Paulus inferior 
Petro ;—cum primo quoque facile conferendus, et nulli secundus ; 
nam qui se imparem nescit, facit equalem.”” So Petrus Cluniacus 
(a.v. 1147) contr. Petrobus. Bibl. Patr. Colon. xiii. 221, 2, calls 
St. Paul “ Summus post Christum Hcclesie Magister :’’ and thus 
both St. Peter and St. Paul are called Kopupato: in the same sen- 
tence by Euthym. Zyg. Pref. ad S. Luc. Aoveis MataAw 7G 
Kopudalw cvvappoobels rad cuvérdnuos, Kabdarep 5h ad Tlérpou 
Tod Kopudaiov Mdpxos: and all the Apostles are called Kopuator 
by Theophylact, in S. Luc. x. eiphoowey Tas SHdeKa mHyds Tos 
Kkopupatous A€yw Tods SédeKa’AmogtdAous. See also Casaubon, 
Exerc. Baron. xv. 327, 8, and xvi. 658. S. Jerome says, ii. p. 
689, “Ecclesia Catholica super Petram Christum stabili radice 
fundata est;’’ iv. 177 (ad Hedibiam), ‘“Ipsi Prophete a Petra, 
hoc est Christo, cum Apostolis vocabulum acceperunt.” And see 
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on Matt. vii. 25. And in his note here, S. Jerome says, Christ 
gave the name Petrus to Simon, who believed in Christ the Petra. 
And S. Ambrose says, in Luc. ix. 20, “ Petra est Christus: etiam 
discipulo suo hujus vocabuli gratiam non negavit ut ipse sit Petrus, 
quod de Petra habeat soliditatem constantie, fidei firmitatem.’’ 
Augustine's exposition in this sense has been cited already. 

There is a remarkable passage in Theodoret, in 1 Cor. iii. 11, 
p- 182, who says, “‘ Other foundation can no man lay than this 
(Christ). This foundation was laid by Peter, or rather by our 
Lord Himself, for when Peter had said (Matt. xvi. 16), Thou art 
the Christ, the Son of the Living God, our Lord says, On this 
Rock I will build My Church. Do not, therefore, call yourselves 
by the names of men, for the foundation is Curist.’’? And in 
England, even in the eighth century, the greatest divine of the 
Saxon Church, the Venerable Bede, says (in Marc. iii.), ‘‘ Idem 
Grzecé sive Latiné Petrus quod Syriacé Cephas. Et in utraque 
lingua nomen 4 Peérd derivatur; haud dubié quin illa de qua 
Paulus ait (1 Cor. x. 4), ‘ Petra erat Christus.’ Nam Simoni 
qui credebat in Petram Christum, Petri largitus est nomen; cujus 
alludens etymologie dixit, ‘Tu es Petrus, et super hanc Petram 
eedificabo Ecclesiam meam.’”’ And what is still more remarkable, 
this exposition has been adopted by the most powerful of all 
Popes, Gregory VII. Hildebrand, who, as Cardinal Baronius re- 
lates (ad ann. 1080, vol. xi. p. 704, and see Matth. Paris ad a. 
1077), when he deposed the Emperor Henry IV., sent a crown to 
Rodolphus, with the inscription, in a hexameter verse, ‘‘ Petra 
dedit Petro, Petrus diadema Rodolpho,’’ where the Petra of the 
Church is distinguished from Peter, and is Christ. 

18. oixodounow mod thy éxxAnoiav] ‘I will build of Me the 
Church.’ This confirms the exposition given in the foregoing 
note, and is a protest against all encroachments on the supremacy 
of Christ. Our Lord does not say oikodoujow Thy euhy exxrnolay, 
nor THy éxkAnolay wov. But He says Mod thy exxAnotay. This 
peculiar arrangement of the words was probably designed to 
bring out more clearly His own supremacy, against all other 
claims. Do not think that the Church I will build is the Church 
of thee, or of any man. It is not the Church of thee, but of Mz. 
It is not the Church of a human Petrus, but of the Divine Petra: 
not the Church of Simon Bar-Jona, but it is the Church of 
Christus Bar-Enosh, and of Christus Bar-Elohim. 

The following passages may serve to illustrate the force of the 
personal pronouns when placed before their substantives :—Matt. 
li. 2; vil. 243 viii. 8; xvii. 15; xxiii. 8. Mark v. 30; ix. 24. 
Luke vi. 47; xii. 18; xv. 30; xvi. 6; xix. 35. John ii. 23; iii. 
Wmectnoo sve 475 1X. UL. Q1l 26's, xi. 32's sai. 40/5 xiii. 1. 
1 Thess. ii. 16; iii. 10. 13. 2 Thess. ii. 17; iii. 5. 1 Cor. viii. 
12> Rom. xiv. 16. Phil. 11. 2 iv. 14. Col. it. 53, iv. 18. 
Philem. 5. 1 Tim. iv. 15. 2 Tim.i.4. Cp. Winer, p. 140. 

— éxxdrnotay] Church. The word ’ExxAnota had been used 
by the LXX for the Hebrew 5m) (‘ahal), connected with Greek 
xadéw, Latin Calende, and Eng. call. Root Hebr. ip (Kol), vox. 
A congregation, e.g. Deut. ix. 10; xviii. 16, and passim, and also 
for the Hebrew 7p (edhah), an Assembly, particularly of Rulers, 
Ps. Ixxxii. 1. In the N. T. it signifies more than an Assembly 
convened for a special purpose; it denotes a permanent visible 
Society, as is shown by the present passage, where it first occurs. 
Cp. Matt. xviii. 17. See Hooker, I1].i.4. Bp. Pearson on the 
Creed, Art.ix. Our Lord here, and in xviii. 17, speaks propheti- 
cally of a Society to be founded hereafter by Himself; and the 
Holy Spirit, in recording His words, uses prophetically the word 
Ecclesia, by which that Society was to be known in all ages and 
countries of the world. 

— miaat Gov ob xaticxtoovot adtis] the Gates of hell shall 
not prevail against it. The Gates, i.e. its counsels, power, and 
terrors. See Job xxxviii. 17. Ps. ix. 13; cvii. 18. Isa. xxxviii. 
10. Grinfield, p. 102. There is an alliteration in the words yyw 
Sind (shaare sheol). The Gates of a city were the places in 
which councils were summoned to deliberate on stratagems of war 
(Deut. xxv. 7. Esth.iv.2. Lam. v. 14), and from which the army 
issued against the enemy; and therefore the promise of Christ 
here assures the Church, which is the City built on Himself, that 
Heil shall not prevail against her, either by secret guile or by open 
force. As Bengel observes, there is a ‘ Metaphora Architectonica’ 
throughout, in ‘ porte,—edificabo,—claves.’ 

That these words contain no promise of Infallibility to St. 
Peter, is evident from the fact that the Holy Ghost, speaking by 
St. Paul in Canonical Scripture, says that he erred (Gal. ii. 1]— 
13). And that they do not contain any promise of Infallibility to 
the Bishop of Rome is clear, among other proofs, from the cir- 
cumstance that Pope Liberius (as Athanasius relates, Historia 


Mark 8. 30. 
Luke 9, 21. 


Arian. 41, p. 291) lapsed into Arianism, and Honorius was anathe- 
matized of old by Roman Pontiffs as an heretic. See Liber Diurnus 
Rom. Pontif. Routh, Ser. Eccl. Opusc. p. 507. 515, 516, and 
the recently-discovered Philosophumena of S. Hippolytus, Scholar 
of S. Irenzeus, proving the same thing, pp. 284—292, 

19. déc0] I will give. After My Resurrection. Cp. John xx. 
22, and Ascension, Eph. iv. 8. 

— Tas kdels THs Bactrelas T. ovp.] the Keys of the Kingdom 
of Heaven. In Holy Scripture, keys are badges of power and 
trust; and are given, as such, to stewards, treasurers, wardens, 
&c., who have power of excluding and of admitting, of keeping 
in custody, and also of opening stores and dispensing them. See 
Isa, xxi.22,) Uuke x1, 02) ReyatI8 soni. 7s xx. 12 

In a primary and personal sense, St. Peter, in reward for 
his good confession of the true faith in Christ, received and exer- 
cised the power of the keys; after the Ascension he was the first 
among the Apostles to admit into the Church, by the ministry of 
the Word and Sacraments, the Jewish converts (Acts ii. 14. 38) ; 
and also Cornelius the firstfruits of the Gentiles (Acts x. 34—48). 
And Peter himself notes the fulfilment of Christ’s promise to 
himself (Acts xv. 7). 

In a secondary and general sense the promise is made to the 
Church, and specially to all who hold and profess the faith of 
Peter, and are called to the office of dispensing the Word and 
Sacraments, and of exercising the ministry of reconciliation (2 Cor. 
v. 18, 19). The following are testimonies from the Fathers to 
this effect :— 

Tertullian, Scorpiac. 10, ‘‘ Memento claves hic Dominum 
Petro et per illum Ecclesia reliquisse.” S. Cyprian, de Unit. 
Eccles. p. 107, ‘‘ Apostolis omnibus post resurrectionem suam 
parem potestatem tribuit.””—p. 108, ‘‘ Ecclesia una est, in qua 
Episcopatus unus est cujus a singulis in solidum pars tenetur.”’ 
S. Hieron. c. Jovinian. lib. i. “ Dicis, super Petrum fundatur 
Ecclesia ; licet id ipsum in alio loco super omnes Apostolos fiat, 
et cuncti claves regni coelorum accipiant, et super eos ex @eguo 
Ecclesiz fortitudo solidetur.”” S. Basil, Const. Monast. 22, raot 
Tots épetts tmoméor Kal didacKdAros mapéxer tony ekovotay Kab 
TovTou onueiov Td Secpety GravTas Kal Avew homep exeivos. S. 
Ambrose, in Ps. xxxviii. “Quod Petro dicitur, ceteris Apos- 
tolis dicitur.”’ S. August. Serm xli. “ Numquid istas claves 
accepit Petrus, et Paulus non accepit? Petrus accepit, et Joannes 
et Jacobus non accepit et czteri Apostoli? Aut non sunt iste in 
Ecclesia claves ubi peccata quotidie dimittuntur?”’ Serm. cexcv. 
“ Has claves non homo unus sed unitas accepit Ecclesie.” See 
also Serm. cxviii. exxiv. and ccxiv. 

S. Leo, a.p. 450, Serm. iii. p. 53, ed. 1700, “ Transivit in 
alios Apostolos jus potestatis illius et ad omnes Neclesize Principes 
decreti hujus constitutio commeavit. Sed non frustra uni com- 
mendatur, quod omnibus intimetur.”’ Serm. de Nativ., “ Hec 
clavium potestas ad omnes etiam Apostolos et Ecclesiz Preesules 
est translata. Quod autem sigillatim Petro sit commendata, ideo 
factum est quod Petri exemplum omnibus Ecclesiz Pastoribus 
fuit propositum.” 

Hooker, VI. iv. 1. Bp. Andrewes, Tortura Torti, p. 68. 
Mason, de Ministerio Anglicano, v. 10. Hammond here, p. 84. 
Barrow on the Pope’s Supremacy, vi. pp. 107—110, de Potestate 
Clavium, vol. iv. p. 50, which is more full than his English 
Treatise on the Power of the Keys, v. 202, ed. Oxon. 1818 
Theophil. Anglican. chaps. xii. and xiii., and see note below on 
2 Cor. v. 18, 19. 

— 0 edy dhons—d dy Advons] Literally, whatsoever thou shalt 
have bound on earth, shall have been bound in heaven. So Vulg. 
cp. below, xviii. 18. The same power was given to the ofher 
Apostles, Matt. xviii. 18, John xx. 23, whence it appears that the 
figure is derived from binding or loosing the chain of those who 
are imprisoned by sin. (Cp. Luke iv. 18, Rom. vi. 18. 22.) 
Christ /ooses from the guilt of original sin by the Ministry of 
Baptism (Acts ii. 38; xxii. 16. Titus iii, 5), and from the bands 
of actual sin, on the condition of faith and repentance, by the 
Ministry of Reconciliation (2 Cor. v. 18, 19), particularly in the 
Holy Eucharist (Matt. xxvi. 28). 

He Linds by means of His Ministers when He withholds the 
means of grace from those who despise them, or are in open and 
flagrant sin, and separates them from Communion with the Church 
in Holy Offices. Matt. xviii. 17. 1 Cor. v.4—7. 2 Cor. vii. 9— 
12. 2 Thess. iii. 14. See Article XXXIII. Hooker, VI. iv. 2. 
Bp. Andrewes, Tortura Torti, p. 63. Abp. Cranmer on the 
Power of the Keys, Catechism, pp. 201, 202, ed. Oxon. 1829. 

This text, Matt. xvi. 19, has been perverted by the Church of 
Rome to authorize the claim of her Bishop to absolve from Oaths; 
on which see Bp. Sanderson me uramento, Preel. vii. vol. iv. p. 346. 
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20. iva under elrwor)| that they should tell no man. Because 
(as St. Peter’s words showed, v. 22) the Apostles were not as yet 
fully schooled in the doctrine of the true nature of Christ’s king- 
dom and office (see Luke xxii. 24. Acts i. 6), and would not be 
qualified to preach it to others, till the outpouring of the Holy 
Spirit upon them; 

Because Christ knew that they would forsake Him in His 
suffering, and because the Faith of those to whom they might 
have preached that He was the Christ, would be greatly imperilled 
by their desertion ; 

Because He would not exasperate His enemies, but allow 
them longer time to see and consider the evidence of His works ; 

Because He was now about to suffer the greatest indignities, 
which would make belief in His Deity a difficult matter, and would 
expose those who saw Him suffer, to the danger of sinning against 
Him as God by greater blasphemy; and because Faith in His 
Deity would be easier after His glorious Resurrection and Ascen- 
sion into heaven. 

Here therefore is a solemn warning against those who send 
forth persons to preach the Gospel, without due ministerial pre- 
paration and discipline; and against the presumption of those who 
take on themselves to preach, without adequate training for the 
sacred and difficult work of the Christian Ministry. 

Here also is a lesson to the clergy, to be careful as to the 
order and method in which they propound the truths of the Gos- 
pel to their hearers. Cp. below, Introduction to the 1st Epistle 
to the Thessalonians. 

21. ’Amd téTe] From that time. Observe Christ’s method in 
teaching. They must confess His Messiahship and Divinity. 
They are to be taught that yet He would suffer the greatest indig- 
nities as man. Accordingly, after the Ascension, the Apostles 
first endeavoured to persuade the world, (1) that He is Christ; 
(2) that Christ should suffer, die, and rise again. See above on 
xvi. 14. 

— aroxrayOjva] to be killed. Our Lord does not yet say 
oraupwOjvat, to be crucified. This was to be revealed hereafter 
(Matt. xx. 19). But He had suggested in it what He had re- 
quired, and was about to require again from His Disciples, viz. 
dpa Tov ataupoy Kab jucpay Kal a&koAovdeiy ait@ (Matt. x. 38; 
xvi. 24. Mark viii. 34. Luke ix. 23; xiv. 27). 

He reveals the whole scheme of His sufferings and exalta- 
tion, not at once, but by degrees. There is first the twilight, 
then the dawn, then the day-break, then the full effulgence of the 
Sun of Righteousness. See below, xx. 19. 

— th tpitn huépa] on the third day. St. Mark has here 
(viii. 31), wera Tpeis Nucpas. See above, xii. 40. 

22. “IAeds cor] ‘ Propitius sit tibi!’’ TAcos, traos, Adokouat 
are connected by some Lexicographers with iAapds (see Passow) ; 
they seem to have a common root with €\cos. Cp. on Rom. iii. 
25, itaorhpioy, propitiatorium, Mercy-seat. 

23. “Yraye oricw pov catava] Get thee behind Me, Satan! 
Thou who just now wert a lively Stone in My Church, art now 
doing the work of the Gates of Heil, and even of their Prince him- 
self, by dissuading Me from suffering Death, by which I shall 
overthrow the Enemy, and give Life to the Church. 


— oxdySarov] Observe, our blessed Lord here keeps up the 
metaphor of Mérpos, or a Stone: thou who wert just now by thy 
faith in confessing Me, a lively Stone, art now by thy carnal 
weakness a stumbling Stone. See below, xviii. 6. 

24. rv oraupdy abtod] his own cross. He must take up his 
cross, as I shall take up and carry mine. See below, xx. 19, and 
cp. Zren. iii. 18, 12, who thence refutes the heresy of the Docetz. 

Our Lord was not content with rebuking Peter; He pro- 
ceeds to show the benefit of suffering. Thou sayest, be it far 
from Thee, Lord ; but I say unto thee, that thou wouldest destroy. 
thyself, if thou couldest restrain Me from suffering, and if thou 
art scandalized with My death; and thou canst not be saved, un- 
less thou art prepared to follow Me; thou must not expect a 
crown of glory, because thou hast confessed Me; this is not 
enough ; thou must take up thy cross, i. e. be content not only to 
suffer, but to die the most shameful death—to follow Me. 

Christ will have a voluntary service from us: He does not 
compel us to follow Him, but He says, ‘‘ If any one is willing to 
follow Me.” And then He sets before us the misery of not fol- 
lowing Him; and the glorious rewards, far exceeding the suffer- 
ings, of following Him. (Cp. Chrys.) 

Observe the power of Christ’s grace. Peter now would dis- 
suade Christ from suffering; but after His Resurrection, Christ 
prophesied to Peter that he would follow Him even to the cross, 
and He gave to Peter power to do so with joy. See John xxi. 
18—22. 

26. ri ydp] for what, &c.? The ydp (for) introduces the 
reasons for which this loss is great gain, and why the other gain 
is great loss. (Quoted by S. Ignatius ad Rom. c. 6, p. 388. 

27. 6 Lids Tov avOpdrov] the Son of Man. He again refers 
to Dan. vii. 13. See above, v. 18, and xxvi. 64. 

28. ciot tiwes—Baowrela adbtod] there are some standing here 
who shall not taste of death until they see the Son of Man coming 
in His kingdom. This prophecy, like many others, had a pro- 
gressive and expansive character. It unfolded itself by degrees 
and at intervals; it has put forth buds and blossoms, but it will 
not be in its full bloom of Accomplishment till the Great Day. Its 
first germination was in what immediately follows, viz. the Trans- 
figuration (Matt. xvii. 1—5). Its season of blossoming was in the 
manifestation of Christ’s power and majesty in the punishment of 
His Enemies by the means of the Roman Armies, Christ’s Le- 
gions called Czesar’s, at the siege and fall of Jerusalem. Another 
stage toward fulfilment may be observed in the revelation of 
Christ’s glory to St. John in the Apocalypse. But its full mani- 
festation will be at our Lord’s Second Coming in glory, for the 
Universal Judgment. 

This is evident from what He has just said, the Son of Man 
shall come in the glory of His Father, with His Angels, and then 
shall He reward every man according to his works; and from a 
comparison of the parallel passages in St. Mark (viii. 38) and 
St. Luke (ix. 26), where our Lord speaks distinctly of that 
Second Coming with His Holy Angels in the glory of His 
Father. 

The saying, therefore, in its full power, is to be understood 
thus: Some who are standing here, viz. remain stedfastly by Me, 
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shall not taste of death (cp. John viii. 52) ; i.e. shall not feel its 
bitterness, for I will take away its sting (1 Cor. xv. 55), and will 
taste death for them (Heb. ii. 9); they will not taste its bitter- 
ness until I come again in glory ; and they will not taste of that 
death which alone ought to be called death, viz. ‘the second 
death,’ the death of the soud (Rev. xx. 14). Thus they will not 
taste of death ¢i/l I come. Much less will they taste of it then. 
They will have fallen asleep in Me, and they will rest in peace 
in Paradise as to their souls, till I come again in My kingdom. 
And then, when I come again in glory, their Jodies will be raised 
from the grave, and be reunited to their souls; and they will 
enjoy the full consummation of bliss both in body and soul, in 
My heavenly kingdom for ever. 

The signification of €ws &v here may be compared to éws ob 
in Matt. i. 25, where see note. 

So again He says (xxviii. 20), He will never be absent from 
His Disciples, even to the end of the world; much Jess will He be 
absent from them after it, for then, both in body and soul, they 
will be “ ever with the Lord”’ (1 Thess. iv. 17). 

“Ttaque,” says S. Ambrose, on Luke ix. 27, “si volumus 
mortem non timere, sfemus ubi Christus est: vita tua Christus 
est: ipsa est Vita que mori nescit.’’ And Origen here, ‘‘ They 
that stand where Jesus stands, are they who have the foundation 
of their souls resting upon Jesus; and they shall never taste of 
death. The word until does not fix any time, when that, which was 
not before, shall be; for he that once sees Christ in His glory, 


shall by no means taste of death after that Coming.” See also 
on John viii. 51. 
Cu. XVII. 1. wel?” nucpas ] after six days. So Mark ix. 2. 


St. Luke (ix. 28) says aoe) jucpar dnT&, about eight days. This 
may serve to illustrate the modes of expression by which our 
Lord’s Rest in the grave is described. See above, xii. 39. 

The Transfiguration was a type and glimpse and earnest of 
the future glory of the risen bodies of Christ’s members. Some 
of the Ancient Fathers see a symbolical meaning in the period 
here specified —“ after sia days.’’ Seven is the number of per- 
fection and rest; the sabbatical number; after an Hexdmeron of 
labour we come to the eternal Sabbath, in which we may hope to 
be transfigured with Christ. (Cp. TheopAy/. in Marc. ix.) Some 
have also connected with this, the ancient opinion that after six 
millenary periods, typified by the Hexameron of Creation, the 
Eternal Sabbath will ensue. 

— Mérpoy ral IdnwBov kat lwdvynv] Peter, James, and John, 
were the chosen witnesses of His glory on the Mountain of Trans- 
figuration; and afterwards also of His Agony in the garden of 
Gethsemane (xxvi. 37). They who saw His visage ‘‘ marred more 
than any” of the sons of men (Isa. lii. 14), had also seen it glori- 
fied ; and they were taught, that the sufferings of Gethsemane and 
Calvary were His road to that glorious heavenly splendour, of 
which the Light at the Transfiguration was only like a gleam. 
See on v. 2, 3. 

‘‘ When our Lord was transfigured,”’ says Jerome, ‘‘ He did 
not lose His form and aspect, but He appeared to His apostles as 
He will appear to all at the Day of Judgment.” 

— dpos] A mountain in Galilee ; perhaps Tabor. (S. Jerome 
in Epitaph. Paule, and S. Cyril, Cateches. xii.) Some have sup- 
posed that this was a fulfilment of Isaiah’s prophecy, xxxv. 2. 
Dr. Robinson (Palestine, iii. 221) thinks that the Transfiguration 
took place on a mountain to the n.x. of the Sea of Galilee. But 
see above on ch. v. 1. 

2. werenoppHbn] He was transfigured, in order to give them a 
glimpse of His future glory. He had been speaking to them of 
sufferings—His own and theirs. His Passion was at hand, they 
were about to see it; and He endeavours to confirm their faith 
in His Messiahship, recent!y confessed by St. Peter, who was 
blessed for that confession, and to sustain their courage under 
those sufferings, by a view of His divine glory, to which those 
sufferings would lead, and of the glory of the bodies of the Saints 
in a heavenly state. Thus He prepared them also for suffering. 


Having seen in His glory a glimpse of their own, if they remained 
true to Him, they would be enabled to say, ‘‘ I reckon that the 
sufferings of this present time are not worthy to be compared 
with the glory which shall be revealed in us.”” Rom. viii. 18. 

See also note below on Luke ix. 29. Cp. Leo M., Serm. xciv. 

8. Mwiojs kal °HAlas] Moses and Elias, the Representatives 
of the Law and of the Prophets; to show their union with, and 
subordination to, Jesus Curist and the Gospel ; and to show the 
transcendent excellence of His Glory and that of the Gospel 
(see on 2 Cor. iii. 11), and that He is the Christ of whom Moses 
and the Prophets did write. ‘ Moses et Elias,” says S. Ambrose 
on Luke ix. 30, ‘‘ hoc est Lex et Prophetia cum VERBo.’”’ Moses 
had not been permitted when alive to enter the Land of Promise, 
but here we see him brought into it, to do homage to the true Joshua. 

No man knew where the body of Moses was (Deut. xxxiv. 6). 
But God here unites it to that of Elias and of Christ. Our bodies 
may be scattered to the winds, and lost to men; but God knows 
where they all are; and will bring them all again at the last Day. 

Moses was dead, Elias alive; Christ the Life, the Son of the 
Living God, is the Lord both of dead and living (Rom. xiv. 9). 

Thus Moses and Elias may be regarded as representatives of 
the two constituent parts of Mankind at the Great Day—the 
Dead and the Quick. The body of Moses who had died was 
transfigured, so was that of Elias. ‘‘ We shall not all die, but 
we shall all be changed.”’ 1 Cor. xv. 5], and 1 Thess. iv. 15—18. 

Hence we see that they who on earth have been faithful 
to Christ, though they be dead, yet live in Him, and retain their 
personal identity, and will hereafter have the same bodies, as on 
earth, but glorified. Observe, St. Peter recognizes Jesus, though 
He was transfigured. As Tertullian says (de Resur. Carnis, 55), 
“ Dominus vestimenta luce mutaverat, sed lineamenta Petro ag- 
noscibilia servaverat.’”? Perhaps also the Holy Spirit thus inti- 
mates the doctrine of mutual recognition in a future state of 
glory. See the excellent remarks of S. Jerome (ad Pammachium, 
vol. iv. p. 323) against those who denied the Resurrection of the 
Flesh. 

Another purpose of this manifestation was to show that 
Jesus was not Elias (see Matt. xvi. 14), nor one of the old Pro- 
phets, but is superior to them all—and to Moses; and is the 
Messias, the Son of God. 

“Why,” asks Chrys., “did He bring hither Moses and 
Elias ?”” 

First, because men said that He was Elias, or one of the old 
prophets, He conducts the chief Apostles (rods kopudatovs) to 
the Mount that they may see the difference between the Prophets 
and the Lord of the Prophets. Next, that they might understand 
that Christ is not, as some imagine, contrary to the Law and the 
Prophets ; and that when He claims to be equal with the Father, 
He does not contravene them. Next, that they might learn that 
He has power over life and death; and therefore He brings forth 
Moses who had died, and Elias who had never seen death. Next, 
that they might understand the glory of the cross; and that He 
might quell the fear of Peter, shrinking from the cross, and might 
elevate the thoughts of the rest. For Moses and Elias spake of 
His glory} which He was about to accomplish at Jerusalem by 
death. He also brings forward Moses and Elias as examples of 
suffering for God, and of consequent reward in glory. Chrys. 

4. rpels oxnvds] three tabernacles. cknvh from y3v (shachan), 
habitavit, whence Shechinah. St. Peter desired to remain there, 
and to retain Moses and Elias. He had heard Christ’s prophecies 
concerning suffering, and Moses and Elias conversed with Christ 
concerning His death (Luke ix. 31). Peter shrunk from that (see 
Theophyl. on Luke ix. 33); he was entranced, and enraptured 
with the present glory ; he wished to enjoy that. And he puts 
Moses and Elias on a par with Christ. But, as St. Mark adds 
(probably from St. Peter’s own dictation), he knew not what he 
said, for they were afraid (Mark ix. 6). 

“Thou errest, O Peter,’’ says Jerome, ‘“‘and knowest not 
what thou sayest. Speak not of ¢/vee tabernacles, since there is 
but one tabernacle, that of the Gospel, in which the Law and the 


1 Chrysostom, in his edition of St. Luke, ix. 31, seems to have read dd£ay for 2£odov, see Mr. Field’s collation and note. 
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a Mark 9. 14—29. 
Luke 9. 37—42, 


b Num. 14. 11, 27. 
Ps. 95. 10. 

ch. 23. 37. 

Exod. 34, 6. 


MATTHEW XVII. 5—20. 
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Prophets are enshrined. The Voice from heaven says, ‘ This is | 


my beloved Son,’ they (Moses and Elias) are His servants.”’ 

In order that it might be known that the Voice (‘ Hear ye 
Him’) referred to Christ, Moses and Elias disappeared as soon 
as it was uttered, and Christ alone remained to be heard. Ob- 
serve, the cloud was a bright cloud; not like that from which the 
Law was given on Sinai. (S. Chrys.) Observe also that Christ 
remained after the cloud had passed away. After the cloud which 
hung over the Law and the Prophets has been withdrawn, the Old 
Testament is illumined by the Gospel. (Cp. S. Jerome.) 


5. vebérn] a bright cloud overshadowed them. If we may 
so say, Light is God’s shade. He is invisible through excess of 
Light ; He dwells in “a privacy of glorious light.’”’ St. Peter had 
spoken of a oxnvh. The Cloud is Christ’s oxnvy—His Shechinah. 
Cp. the history of the Cloud of the divine Presence at the Taber- 
nacle and Temple, Exod. xl. 34. 1 Kings viii. 10; and see Rev. 
xi. 12; xiv. 14—16. : 

— Osros—avrod axovere] This is My beloved Son, in Whom 
Tam well pleased; hear ye Him. Hear Him; not Moses and 
the Law, nor Elias and the Prophets ; but Christ and the Gospel. 
The voice came from heaven. See 2 Pet.i. 17, 18, where St. Peter 
refers to the history as well known to the Church. 

— &yanrntds| My beloved Son. Observe, this Voice was uttered 
after they had been speaking of His death (Luke ix. 31). An 
answer from heaven to the objections of some who argue that the 
doctrine of the Atonement, which represents Christ as suffering 
the Just for the unjust (1 Pet. iii. 18), is irreconcileable with 
God’s attribute of Love. ‘God is Love” (1 John iv. 16), and 
God the Father so loved the world that He gave His only begotten 
Son to redeem it (John iii. 16. 1 John iii. 16; iv. 9). And God 
the Son doved us, and gave Himself freely for us (John xv, 13. 
Gal. i. 4; ii. 20. Ephes. v. 2. 25. Rev. i. 5, 6). I day down My 
life of Myself. No one taketh it from Me. Therefore doth My 
Father love Me (John x. 17, 18). He Joveth the Son, and hath 
given all things into His hand (John iii. 35). Cp. on Ephes. i. 6. 


8. ei wh Toy *Incody udvov] Moses and Elias vanish; Christ is 
left alone. The Law and the Prophets were for a time, but the 
Gospel remains for ever to the end. ‘ Finis Legis Christus; Lex 
et Prophetia ex Verbo; que autem a Verbo cceperunt, in Verbo 
desinunt.” (Ambrose, in Luc. ix. 36.) 


9. Mndevf] To no one. “ Ne condiscipulis quidem.’’ (Bengel.) 

10. °HAlay de? €AGety xpGrov] Elias must come first. The 
reason why the Disciples spoke of Elias, seems to be, they had 
heard that Elias should come before the Messiah. But they had 
just seen Elias. Could therefore their Master, who had appeared 
before Elias, be the Christ, as Peter had owned Him to be? 

The Jews and some of the Fathers affirm that Elias will 
appear again in person before Christ’s Second Advent (Mal. 
iii. 1; iv. 5. Cp. Rosenm. here). Bp. Andrewes says (contra 
Bellarmin., cap. xi. p. 255) that this opinion was derived from the 
reading in the LXX in Mal. iv. 5, roy @ecBitnv, the Tishbite, 
which is not in the original Hebrew; and from the reading in 
2 Kings ii. 1 and 11, &s eis tov odpaydy, which is not a correct 
translation of the original, but passed from the LXX into the 
writings of the Greek and Latin Fathers of the Church. 

On this point however it seems better to suspend our judg- 
ment. See Theophylact and others on Mark ix. Origen and 
Chrys. in Matt. xvii. Hilary, cap. xx. in St. Matt. Lactant. vii. 
16. S. Aug. de Civ. Dei, xx. 29, and in Joh. Tract. iv.: “ Quo- 
modo duo adventus, sic duo precones: hoe erit in secundo ad- 
ventu Elias, quod in primo Joannes. Tune Elias per proprietatem 
Elias erié, nunc per similitudinem Elias erat;”’ and Gregory, 
Moral. in Job xi. 9; xiv. 11; xx. 25; and Hom. vii. and xxix. in 
Evangel. See further on Luke i. 17, and above on Matt. xi. 14. 

ll. aroxataothoe] On this word see on Acts i. 6. 

12. #8n HAG] already came. 

16. od« 7duv|Onoav] they were not able to heal him. Another 
proof of St. Matthew’s honesty. (Beng.) Cp. note above, xv. 33. 

17. °O yeved &motos] O faithless generation. Our Lord re- 
bukes the Jews here publicly for want of faith in His Divine Power. 
(Jerome, Hilary, Chrys.) The fault, He tells them, is not so much 
in His Apostles as in themselves. They had blamed the Apostles 
by saying ovx 7duy7Onoav, but Christ tells them to look to them- 
selves. Unless you have faith, not even I shall be able, i.e. 
morally able, to heal you. (See Mark vi. 5.) And He says to 
the father, ef Stvaca moredoa, mdvta Suvata TS miorevortt. And 
therefore the father, feeling himself corrected by Christ, says, 
moTevw, Kipte, BofGer od 7H amortig (Mark ix. 24). 

But lest the Apostles should imagine that there was no fault 
in themselves, He also rebukes them ; but in private (v. 20). 
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21. Todro 7d yévos] This kind of evil spirit goeth not out ex- 
cept by prayer and fasting. It was a deaf and dumb spirit, and 
ma.5.d0ev (Mark ix. 25; ibid. 21). Its terrible power was seen 
in its effects. (Mark ix. 22.26.) This was therefore a very awful 
form of demoniacal possession. There are therefore different 
kinds and degrees of diabolical agency and energy; but Christ 
conquers them a//, and enables His servants to do so by His grace 
obtained through prayer and self-mortification, and used with 
faith in Him. 

24. ob reAc?] does He not pay? Hence it would seem that 
this payment, though binding on the conscience, was not enforced 
in the civil courts. 

— Tu dldpaxpa] the didrachma= half a stater, or two denarii ; 
the tribute which the Law imposed on the people of Israel, for 
the redemption of every soul and body, and was applied to the 
ministry of those who served in the Temple. (Hilary and Am- 
brose ad Justum, EHpist. vii.) This was paid to the Priests and the 
Temple. (Theophylact.) 

This half-stater was the same as the half of the shekel, pw, 
which was due annually from each Jew a little before the Pass- 
over; whence the time of this miracle may be determined. 

This Temple-rate was begun to be demanded by public pro- 
clamation on the first day of the month Adar, and was due on the 
first of Nisan. See Mishna de Siclis, cap.i.col. 7; and Surenhus. 
p- 260, 261. This tribute was levied for the maintenance of the 
Temple and its sacred worship, i.e. for incense, wood, red heifer, 
shewbread, &c. See Exod. xxx. 13; xxxviii.26. Joseph., Antiq. 
iii. 8. Bell. Jud. vii. 6. Antiq. xviii. 12; and Winer, Lex. vv. 
Sekel and Stater. This Temple-rate was afterwards sequestered 
by the Romans, and under Vespasian was transferred to the 
capitol at Rome. Joseph. B. J. vii. 6,6. Cp. Rosenm. 

25. of Bacireis tis vis] the kings of the earth. yrx7270 
(malche erets), as distinguished from God the King of Heaven, 
Ps. ii. 2. (Rosenm.) 

The sense is: If the kings of the earth do not receive tribute 
from their children, how can I, who am the Son of the King of 
Heaven, be required to pay tribute to My Father’s House? If 
the children of earthly kings are exempt from tribute, how much 
more amI? But, in order that we may not be supposed to despise 
the law, I will pay the tribute. I will pay it, not as due from Me, 
but in order to avoid offence, and to strengthen and correct the 
weakness of others. (Theophyl.) 

In a spiritual sense, the act of paying tribute, which was not 
due from Him, was done by Christ in the most signal manner by 
His death, when “He paid the things which He never took” 
(Ps. lxix. 5). “Sic persolvit et morte. Non debebat, et persolvebat. 
Mle nisi indebitum persolveret, nunquam nos a debito liberaret.” 
(Aug. Serm. 155.) 

— Té&n] toll for wares. 
here a poll-tax. 

27. Bdre eyxiotpov] cast a hook,—not a net,—in order that 
the miracle may be more apparent. A wonderful combination of 
Miraculous and Prophetical power. Not one fish among many 
caught in a net, but ome fish, and that the first, caught by a 
hook, was to bring in its mouth (not belly) the swm, and that 
the precise sum required for Christ and His Disciple. 


Kivoov, capitation-tax, and for land ; 


— dvoBdvta] that comes up from the deep to obey Me. Cp. 
Ps. viii. 8. 

— eiphoes cratnpa] thou shalt find a stater. Some Exposi- 
tors endeavour to explain away this miracle, e.g. Dr. Paulus, who 
refers oréua to Peter, and interprets aitod ‘on the spot;’ and 
Leisner, And from this exposition there was only one step (which 
has been taken by Strauss, ii. p. 184), to treat the whole as a 
fable. 

It has been alleged by other Expositors, that our Lord meant 
only that St. Peter would catch a fish, and obfain a stater by its 
sale; and that our Lord must have been without money at the 
time, or He would not have commanded St. Peter to go to the 
sea and fish; and that our Lord rebuked St. Peter for rashness in 
saying that He paid the d/dpaxua; and that it is not said that 
Peter caught the fish, and found the money in its mouth. 

The first of these allegations is refuted by the words of the 
Evangelist, taken in their plain grammatical sense. 

On the second we may say, that our Lord showed His Divinity 
by reading Peter’s thoughts, and by levying tribute on the deep, 
and by His power and prescience with regard to the fish. And 
He paid the tribute in this manner, not because He had no money, 
but rather because, though He had money (John xiii. 29), He 
would show, by supplying the money, no¢ from the common 
purse, or from any other ordinary source, but from the sea, that 
while doing an act of obedience to human authority as man, He 
is supreme over all as God. And so He makes the example of 
His obedience more striking, exemplary, and instructive; and 
teaches another lesson on the great doctrine of the Unity of the 
Two Natures, Divine and Human, in His One Person. 

Doubtless our Lord, Who obeyed the Law for Man, had paid 
the tribute (which was an annual one) in former years; and St. 
Peter, knowing this, answered as he did, val, yes. 

St. Matthew does not say that the Miracle was done. No; 
he leaves that to be supposed: and is there not something sublime 
in this silence ? He had just been relating the glories of Christ’s 
Transfiguration, and His victory over the Evil Spirit in one of his 
fiercest forms, and he had recorded our Lord’s rebuke to the mul- 
titude for want of faith. He may well suppose his reader to be 
awe-struck by what he himself has seen, and heard, and written 
of Christ ; and he may well deem it needless to say, and he does 
not suppose that any one will require to be told, that what Christ 
spake was done. And yet many now demand this, who are called 
intelligent, candid men! Not so the truly wise. By his reverential 
silence, St. Matthew shows his own faith, and exercises the faith 
of his readers, in Christ, Who is the Word, and by Whom all 
things were made. 


The practical bearing of this Divine Act on the question of 
‘ Church-Rates,’ deserves careful consideration ; some remarks on 
this subject have been offered in the Hditor’s Occasional Ser- 
mons, No. 39. 


— dds adrois] give to them. Although the Temple Service 
was then administered by His enemies, who (as He had jnst told 
His Disciples, ch. xvi. 21) were about to conspire against Him 
and put Him to death, yet He, who is our Divine Exemplar, paid 
the annual Tribute to the Temple. 
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a Mark 9. 33—37. 
Luke 9. 46—48. 
ch. 20. 20—28. 

& 23. 11, 12. 
Rom. 12. 10, 
Phil, 2. 3. 


beh. 13. 41. 
Rom. 2, 24. 


c Mark 9. 43—48. 


Luke 14. 26, 27, 
& 18. 22—24. 


d Luke 16. 22. 


MATTHEW XVIII. 2—10. 
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Cu. XVIII. 1. pel(wv] greater than the rest. See xi. 
xiii. 32; xxiii. 11. Ephes. iii. 8. G@dass. Phil. Sacr. p. 274. 

2. maidiov] a child. Mark ix. 36. Supposed by some to have 
been Jgnatius ; but this opinion is refuted by Bp. Pearson (Vind. 
Ign. xii. p. 527, ed. Churton). 

6. cravdarlon] cause to stumble, i.e. to sin.—oKxdydaroy is 
used by the LXX for w7in (mokesh), a trap, from root up oe. 
and for >in (michshol), from rad. 5X2 (cashal), titubavit ; 
stumbling-stone ; which is the sense of oxdydadov here. Cp. sii. 
41. In Church-matters, says Jul. Rom. apud Athanas. (c. Arian. 
p- 111), od Adywy eriSertls €oriv, GAA Kavdves "ATwooToALKol, Kal 
grovdy Tod mh TKaVdaALCery eva ToY MiKpOY" TuUpeper yap, and 
then he quotes this text. 

— pixpdv] little ones. My Disciples; however they may be 
despised by the world. See x. 42. 

— miotevdvtwy eis cue] believing in Me. So morevew ey, 
and mioris eis, and év. This use of the preposition is derived 
from that of the Hebrew 3. Vorst. de Hebr. pp. 668—677. 
Latin Ecclesiastical writers do not distinguish between Credo in 
and Credo with a dative (see Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. i.) ; 
and the difference made between the two by Aug. (Joh. Tract. 29), 
“Credimus Paulo, sed non credimus iz Paulum,” and Ruffinus 
(in Expositione Symbol.), ‘‘ hac prepositionis syllaba (1n) Creator 
a creaturis secernitur,” is derived from the language of the Greek 
Test. Cp. Jerome in Epist. ad Philemon. As Vorst. observes, 
p- 676, ‘ Nunquam in Novo Foedere phrasis Greca morevew ets 
twa de Petro, Paulo, aliisque sanctis usurpatur, sed de Deo tan- 
tim,’’ and it is used often concerning Christ, as here—a proof of 
His Divinity. 

— pros ovixds] A mill-stone too heavy to be turned by hand 
(see xxiv. 41), and requiring the power of an ass to turn it. St. 
Mark (ix. 42) has Al@os wuadikds. 

Consider the aptness of the expression. Man puts a stumbling- 
stone in his brother’s way ; but he who does so, had better have a 
mill-stone about his neck. 

On the punishment of katamoyticuds, or drowning in the 
sea (noyade), see Casaubon, Sueton. Octav. 67. 

1. Odal—érd] arb = pr (min). See LXX in Exod. ii. 23. 
(Rosenm.) 

If it is necessary that offences must come, why, it may be 
said, did Our Lord not stretch out His hand to avert them ? 

He became Man for us, He took the form of a servant and 
endured the worst sufferings for our sakes He did all that it became 
Him to do for our salvation. And therefore He laments for the 
wicked, who will not be healed by Him; as a Physician bewails a 
sick man, who will not follow his advice, and be whole. In the 
latter case, however, there is little use in the commiseration, but 
here the denunciation of future Woe may excite the sinner, and 
heal him of his sins. And we are not to imagine that Christ’s 
Prophecy brings the offences. No; the offences foreseen are the 
cause of the Prophecy. They do not come, because He foretells 
them; but He foretells them because they will come. Because 
many would choose to remain incurable, therefore He forewarned 
us of the fact. But why does He not remove offences or avert | 
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them? For whose sake ought He to do so? For the sake of 
those who are hurt by them? But they who are hurt, are hurt 
by their own fault; and others are not hurt by them, but win 
glory by them: as Joseph did, and Job did, and all good men do. 
Offences are stimulants to the good. They make us watch, and 
quicken our steps, and walk warily. They try us; they distin- 
guish the evil from the good. Chrys. 

If evil does not arise through fault of our own wills, why 
do men ever reprove their servants or their children? Evils pro- 
ceed from our own evil will and evil acts. Men inquire what is 
the origin of evil? but no one who lives well will ask this question. 
They who lead vicious lives entangle themselves in these perplex- 
ing subtleties, which we solve not by words but deeds. For no 
one sins by necessity. If sins were necessary, cur Lord would 
never have said, Woe to him by whom the offence cometh! Our 
Lord commiserates those who choose to be sinners. And He 
proves to them that sins are not necessary, by commanding us 
to cut off a right hand, if it offends us, or causes us to sin. 
Chrys. 

— avaykn éott] it ts necessary. Not absolutely, and per se, 
but ex hypothesi ; i.e. on the supposition and previous foreknow- 
ledge of certain conditions, viz. the agency of Satan on man’s evil 
passions. Compare the words in St. Luke xvii. 1, dvévdexrdy 
éott, and 1 Cor. xi. 19, 5? aipéoeis civar. This use of the word 
avdyxn explains the sense of the celebrated and controverted pas- 
sage of 8. Ireneus, iii. 3, “‘ Ad hanc Ecclesiam necesse est omnem 
convenire Kcclesiam ;’’ i.e. it is certain that every Church does 
agree with this Church. Cp. the Editor’s §. Hippolytus, &c. 
pp. 196—203, on the sense of avdykn, which has been much 
misunderstood. See also on x. 34, and on Luke xii. 49. 

8. Ei—oraydarl(er ce] “ Qui sibi a scandalo non cavet, aliis 
scandala objicit.” (Cp. Beng.) 

— Kkadrtsy—%] it is good to enter in halt; and better than, &c. 
So Fritsche, Meyer, Winer: but the phrase seems rather to be 
derived from the Hellenistic use of the LXX, Gen. xxix. 19; xlix. 
12, where 7 is the Hebrew pa (Arnoldi), It is good, rather, &c. 

10. of &yyeAot aitay] their Angels, i.e. the Angels appointed 
by God to minister to them (Heb.i. 14. Ps. xxxiv. 7; xci. 11); 
though sent forth to do God’s errands, as His &yyeAo: or mes- 
sengers upon earth, yet they always enjoy the beatific vision of 
His countenance in heaven; wherever they are, they carry that 
blessedness with them. (Gregor., Bernard. ap. Maldon.) 

&yyeAos is used by the LXX for the Hebrew yx (mal’ak), 
which also signifies a messenger. 

Our Lord here shows the dignity of every Christian, however 
poor, especially of the weak, who cannot defend themselves when 
in danger, and teaches us to revere them on account of the Angels 
who watch over them (Acts xii. 15); and St. Paul applies the 
same argument @ fortiori to Christian Congregations, see 1 Cor. 
xi. 10. Compare Bp. Bull, Serm. xii. pp. 289 - 326, on the 
‘* Ministry of Angels towards the Faithful.’’ 

He had before said, that we must sacrifice what is nearest and 
dearest to us, if it offends us, or causes us to sin; He now tempers 
that precept with mercy, and teaches us to seek the salvation of 
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the souls of others by means of our own. Great is the worth of 
the soul, for it has an Angel assigned it by God. (Jerome.) 

Our Lord excites us to be zealous for the salvation of others, 
however poor and despised they may be. He stimulates us to this 
by His own example. Observe the order of His precepts. By 
saying that no one can enter the kingdom of heaven, except he 
become asa little child, He brings down our pride. By telling us 
that offences must needs come, He excites our vigilance. By pro- 
nouncing Woe on him by whom the offence cometh, He teaches 
every one to take heed not to be a cause of stumbling to others. 
By commanding us to cut off whatever offends us, or makes us to 
sin, He makes our salvation easy; and by ordering us not to 
despise those who may offend us, or any, however humble, He 
makes us more eager in promoting the salvation of others. And 
He presents us the example of the Angels, and His own example, 
and that of His Father, for our imitation, in order to stimulate 
our zeal. (Chrys.) 

ll. *HAGe ydp] For the Son of Man came down from heaven to 
save that which was lost. Such was His love to it, and such was 
its value in His sight. Therefore do not thou despise it ; despise 
not any one of Christ’s disciples, or litile ones, however they may be 
despised as such by the world: but endeavour to promote their 
spiritual welfare by good example, and by offices of love; for they 
are dear to Angels, and to God, and to the Son of God, who has 
come to save them. 

12. 7a evevnnovtaevyéa] the ninety and nine. Christ has set 
thee an example of tender regard for a single soul. He left the 
ninety and nine (the Angels of whom He had just been speaking) 
to seek and save the human race, which is but as a single sheep 
of His fold. See Jreneus, Hilary, Ambrose, and others, cited by 
& Lapide. The word mropev@e)s is to be construed with ém ra dpn. 

18. yalper én aitG wadrov] He rejoices rather upon it. He 
does not say 7Aéov, but waArov ; not plus, but magis; not more, 
but rather; i.e. at the time of the recovery and restoration of the 
one lost sheep, His joy is rather directed to that particular sheep, 
than to all the rest. And why? Because that particular sheep is 
now delivered from that condition of misery, for which He had 
so much grieved; and because it is restored to the company and 
condition of the other sheep, who have not strayed, and in whom 
He joys so much. : 

Our Lord here speaks kat’ %v@pwmov, and by a mode of speech 
common in Scripture He transfers human feelings to God Himself. 
Cp. Luke xv. 7. 

14. otk e071 O€Anua] Not, ‘it is not the will;’ but He is wn- 
willing that any should perish: mdvras 0éAct owOjvat, He desires 
all to be saved. (1 Tim. ii. 4.) 

15. *Eav 5€] If thy brother shall have sinned against thee, do 
not despise him, do not reject him, but seek for reconciliation, 
seek for his spiritual good. This precept is to be connected with 
what precedes, concerning the duties of edification of one Chris- 
tian toward another. 

— dépopthoy «is] A Hebraism—ywor followed by 5. 

16. ém) orduaros] bby (al-pi), at the mouth, or attestation, 
—as the cause of confirmation. Cp. Deut. xix. 15. 2 Cor. xiii. 
1. Jobn viii. 17. Heb. x. 28. 

— ray pjua] 727 52, every thing that is spoken. 

Our Lord had commanded His disciples not to give offence, 
and to cut off what is most dear—to separate from our nearest 
friend—if he offends us, i.e. causes us to sin. But lest they should 
proceed hastily and haughtily in this matter, He prescribes the 
course which they must pursue in the exercise of discipline. He 

Vou. I. 


calls the sinner their brother, and commands them to deal with 
him privately at first, and if he hearkens to them and confesses 
his sin, then He does not say, Thou hast inflicted punishment or 
obtained satisfaction, but thou hast gained thy brother. And the 
more refractory he may be, the more eager thou must also be as 
a patient and tender physician for the restoration of his spiritual 
health. If one remedy fails, try another, and another. Take 
with thee one or two more, that it may be manifest that thou art 
ready to do all on thy part that may conduce to amendment and 
restoration. But if he will not hear them, tell it to the Church— 
that, through fear of being cast out of the Church by excommu- 
nication, and of the binding in heaven, consequent on it, he may be 
so shamed, and lay aside his malice. Our Lord threatens the 
sinner with these punishments, in order that he may repent and 
escape them. Hence He does not cut off the sinner at once from 
the Church, but establishes a first, a second, and a third tribunal, 
in order that if he refuse to hear the first, he may hearken to the 
second or the third, and if he have no reverence for that, he may 
stand in awe of the future judgment of God. (Chrys.) 

17. rH éxxAnota) to the Church. Our Lord had already pre- 
pared His Apostles for the use of this word éxxAnata (see above, 
xvi. 18), to describe the Visible Society of His faithful people. He 
had informed them who were to bear office publicly in it for the 
exercise of godly discipline therein (cp. 1 Cor. v. 5, 1 Tim. v. 20) 
in His Name and for the general good. 

On the mode and measure of administering reproof, public 
and private, see Chrys. here, and Augustine de Correptione, vol. x. 
p- 1316, and Serm. xiii. and Ixxxii. and Hpist. 95, and De Civ. 
Dei, i. 4, and Hooker vi. 4, and Hammond on Fraternal Correp- 
tion, Works, i. p. 290, ed. 1674. 

— 6 €vunds] Observe 6. Not @ heathen man, who may be a 
good man in his way, but as ¢he heathen in his heathenism. On 
this use of the article, see John iii. 10; xviii. 10. 

18. °Auny Aéyo piv] Verily I say unto you, whatsoever ye shall 
have bound on earth, shall have been bound in heaven. Observe 
the tenses here, n0nTe and bedeuéva: cp. above, xvi. 19. From 
speaking of Church-discipline as a divinely-appointed means of 
reconciliation and spiritual edification, He proceeds to state its 
authority and efficacy, and introduces this declaration with the 
solemn preamble— Verily I say unto you, showing its importance. 

The following authorities on this subject may be commended 
to the student’s attention :— 

Ordering of Priests in the Book of Common Prayer of the 
United Church of England and Ireland. ‘Receive the Holy 
Ghost for the Office and Work of a Priest in the Church of God, 
now committed unto thee by the Imposition of our Hands. 
Whose sins thou dost forgive, they are forgiven; and whose sins 
thou dost retain, they are retained. And be thou a faithful Dis- 
penser of the Word of God, and of His Holy Sacraments; in the 
Name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. 
Amen.” See also the Forms of Absolution in Morning and 
Evening Prayer; the Order for the Holy Communion; and the 
Office for the Visitation of the Sick. 

“ Absolution hath the promise of forgiveness of sins.” Homily 
on Common Prayer, p. 330 (ed. 1822). 

“God hath given the keyes of the kingdom of heaven, and 
authority to forgyve sin, to the ministers of the Church, And 
when the minister does so, then I ought stedfastly to believe that 
my sins are truly forgyven me.” Abp. Cranmer on the Power 
of the Keyes, Catech. p. 202.—Compare Cranmer’s Works, iv. 
p. 283, ed, Jenkyns. 
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“They that have the keys of the kingdom of heaven are 
hereby signified to be stewards of the house of God, under whom 
they guide, command, and judge His family. The souls of men 
are God’s treasure, committed to the trust and fidelity of such as 
must render a strict account for the very least which is under their 
custody.’’ Hooker, VI. iv. 1. 

‘“‘ Whether they remit or retain sins, whatsoever is done by 
way of orderly and lawful proceeding, the Lord Himself hath 
promised to ratify.”” Hooker, VI. iv. 2. 

“ The Priest- gives pardon, not as a King, nor yet as a Mes- 
senger, i.e. not by way of authority, nor yet only by declaration ; 
but as a physician gives health, i.e. he gives the remedies which 
God appoints.” Bp. Taylor on Repentance, x. § 4. 

‘If our confession be serious and hearty, this Absolution is 
effectual, as if God did pronounce it from heaven: so says the 
Confession of Saxony, and Bohemia, and the Augsburgh Confes- 
sion (xi. xii. xiii.); and so says S. Chrysostom in his Fifth Homily 
on Hsay, Heaven waits and expects the Priest’s sentence here on 
earth ; and what the servant rightly binds or looses on earth, that 
the Lord confirms in heaven. 8S. Augustine and 8. Cyprian, and 
general Antiquity, say the same.” By. Sparrow, Rationale, p. 
14, ed. 1704. 

“Come to your spiritual physician, not only as to a learned 

an, experienced in the Scriptures, as one that can speak quieting 
words to you, but as to one who hath Authority delegated to him 
from God Himself, to absolve and acquit your sins.” Chilling- 
worth, p. 409 (Serm. vii.). 

19. TldAw Aéyw] Again, I say unto you. Waving spoken of 
the efficacy of Church-Censures, and of Absolution, He proceeds 
to speak of that of Church-Communion in public prayer. 

— édy Sto] if two do His will and ask with faith and charity 
in Christ’s Name, and if what they ask is according to His Will, 
and expedient for them, it shall be done for them. See John ix. 
31. James v. 16. 1 John iii. 22; v. 14. 

— ouudovhiowow] A beautiful word, expressive of the holy 
music and symphony of hearts and voices in Public Prayer. Com- 
pare the eloquent exposition of it by S. Tynatius (ad Ephes. c. 4): 7d 
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TO emickdry os xopdah KLOdpa’ Sia TovTO ev Suovota tuay Kat 
ounpore bydnn "Ingods Xpiords Eder au kal of kat GB pa de 
xopos yiverde, va Tiupovor bvres ev Smovola XpBhuar cov 
AaBévres Zdnre ev porn pig 5d "Ingod Xpirrov ™@ Tarp, tva 
Kah Opa duobon, Kat emvywaa av 80 ay mpdooere Men bvTas 
Tod viod a’Tov. xphoimoy ody éorw duds ev Guoum EvdTyTt elvan, 
iva kad @cod mdytoTe petéxnTe. 

20. curnypeva: cis 7d eudy djvoua] gathered together into My 
Name: not collecting themselves promiscuously in their own name, 


or according to their own devices, or for their own glory, much 
less in a spirit of strife and division; but with yearnings of love 
to Me and of union with Me; in the manner appointed by Me 
in the unity of My Church, and in obedience to My law, and for 
the furtherance of My glory. See Hilary and Chrys. here. 

Observe the passive participle cuvnymévor, and the preposition 
eis, and the accusative 7d dvoua (stronger than év 7G dvduart) 
containing the idea of love fo, and of incorporation info, by the 
agency of Christ Himself. See on x. 41, and xxviii. 19. 

On the meaning of the phrase to ‘‘do any thing in Christ’s 
Name,” see Dr. Barrow, Sermon xxxiii. vol. ii. pp. 246-249. 

— &v péow] in the midst. Observe how our Lord reconciles 
sinners, not only through fear, but by love. Having declared the 
evils consequent on strife, He now displays the blessings of unity. 
By unity we persuade our Father to grant our prayers, and we 
have Christ in the midst of us. (Chrys.) 

22. €Adounkovr diets éwrd seventy times seven. The number 
seven in Holy Scripture is used to signify completeness (Luke 
xxilil. 56; xxiv. 1); and the multiplication of 70 x7 here signifies 
that there is to be no stint or limit to the spirit of forgiveness. 

The number fen times seven is used to express the fulness of 
retribution for Lamech (Gen. iv. 24). And for bringing in of 
Jorgiveness of sius into the world there are ten times seven gene- 
pay from Adam to Christ. Luke iii. 23—38. (Hilary and 
Aug. 

But here the number is seventy times seven, the number of 
years from the rebuilding of the wall of Jerusalem unto Christ, 
who brought in the forgiveness of sins (Dan. ix. 24). 

28. éxardy dnvdpia] a hundred pence. About a 1,250,000th 
part of the 10,000 Talents (v. 24). 

In order to show the easiness and necessity of forgiveness, 
our Lord had introduced His own example, whence it appears that 
even if we forgive our brother seventy times seven, i.e. an inde- 
finite number of times, our clemency is not so much as a drop of 
water compared with the Ocean of God’s goodness to us, without 
which we must be condemned hereafter. And now observe the 
difference between men’s trespasses against us and our trespasses 
against God. The former are to the latter as a hundred pence to 
ten thousand talents. The difference is infinite; as appears from 
the difference of the persons, as well as from the frequency and 
greatness of the sin. Consider also the benefits we have received 
and. do receive, public and private, spiritual and temporal, from 
God. (Chrys.) 

— ef ti dpetres] if thou owest any thing. «t rt has been 
rightly restored by recent editors from the best MSS. for 8 tT:: 
you owe, therefore pay. The creditor is ashamed to mention the 
petty hundred pence. Therefore he does not say 8 7, but ef tu. 
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—And thus the force of the parable, teaching the duty of equit- 
ably receding from the rigid enforcement of rights, is more clearly 
seen. 

84. Bacaviorats] to the tormentors. 
Bao., ‘non modo custodibus.” (Beng.) 

Observe, past sins revive to the unforgiving. Cruelty to others 
cancels the grant of God’s mercy to us. 

Among men, the party who sues his debtors at law does not 
decide the cause; but Gop is not only our Creditor, but our 
Creator, Legislator, Sovereign, and Judge. See Grotius de 
Satisf. Christi, c. 1. 

— ws 08 ar0dG] until he should have paid. See v.30. The 
10,000 talents was a sum that never could be paid (Chrys.), and 
therefore this expression cannot be taken to intimate that sin, not 
repented of and not forgiven in this life, will be forgiven hereafter. 
See above, v. 26; xii. 32. 

35. 6 Tlarnp mov] My heavenly Father. He does not say your 
Father, for the unforgiving servant has ceased to be a child of 
God. (Chrys.) 


See above, iv. 24, To7s 


Cu. XIX. 1. 7d Spia k.7.A.] On this circuit in Perea see 
note on Luke x. 1. 

An exposition of this chapter to v. 12 will be found in Greg. 
Nazian. Orat. xxxvii. p. 645. 

— mépay tov "lopddvov] beyond Jordan. He crossed Jordan, 
and came into the confines of Judea. See Mark x. 1. Luke xvii. 
11. It is doubtful whether any region east of Jordan was called 
Judea. See Patrit. ii. 441. 489; and Arnoldi, p. 484. 

8. meipdCovres| tempting Him; for He had already forbidden 
Divorce. (Matt. v. 32.) If He now allowed it, they would say, 
Why then didst thou forbid it before? If He repeated what He 
had before said, they would urge against Him the authority of 
Moses. (Chrys.) 

Observe the wisdom of our Lord. He did not directly reply 
in the negative, but He began with showing them the original 
ordinance of God, and that His own teaching is in harmony with 
it; and not contrary to, but in unison with, the Law of Moses. 
And He proves this from Creation and from primitive Legislation. 
He says that God made one man and one woman, and that God 
also commanded that the one man should be coupled with the one 
woman. If God had been willing that the man should put away 
his wife and marry another, He would have made several women 
when He made one man; but by the terms of Creation as well as 
original Legislation, God declared that one man should continu- 
ally dwell together with one woman, and never be put asunder. 
Observe also how our Lord expresses this: ‘‘ He that made them 
in the beginning made them male and female ;”’ they sprang from 
one root, and from one body, for He says they twain shall be one 
flesh (or rather be joined into one flesh). He represents it as a 
heinous sin to despise this Legislation; for He says, What God 
hath joined together, let not man put asunder. And if you allege 
against Me the authority of Moses (He may be supposed to say), 
I show you here the God of Moses, and I confirm what I say by 


\ d Deut. 24. 1. 
KQL ch. 5. 31. 


priority of time; for in the deginning God made them male and 
female. This law is the older law, though it may seem to you to 
be now first enacted by Me. And it was enacted with much so- 
lemnity ; for God brought the woman to the man, and commanded 
him to leave father and mother for her sake; and not only to 
come to her, but to cleave (toAAnOjvat) to her,—showing by the 
word used the indissolubility of the bond; and He proceeds to 
reiterate the law by His own authority,—‘‘ Wherefore they are no 
more twain, but one flesh.” As then it is a sacrilegious thing for 
a man to mangle his own flesh (Lev. xxi. 5), so it is unlawful for 
him to put away his wife. (Chrys.) 

— KaTd waco aitlay| for every cause; = 737% by (al col 
dabhar), which was the exposition given of Deut. xxiv. 1, by the 
school of Rabbi Hillel, in opposition to the stricter school of 
Rabbi Schammai. See Buxtorf, de Syn. Jud. c. 29. 

The Pharisees came to our Lord seemingly for a solution 
of this question, but in fact to entangle Him in His words. 

4. &poev kal OjAv] male and female, which is said only of Man 
(Gen. i. 27), not of any other animal. ; 

Polygamy was first introduced in the family of Cain by 
Lamech the sixvth from Adam (Gen. iv. 19), and is seen in con- 
nexion with murder (Gen. iv. 23), and God does not vouchsafe to 
trace its issue beyond the first generation. 

For illustrations from the LX X of these verses 4—12, see 
Grinfield, pp. 117, 118. 

5. elrev] God spake by the mouth of Adam, Gen. ii. 24. It is 
evident that God spake by Adam; for how could Adam then 
know, except by divine inspiration, that a man would have a 
Sather or mother to leave ? 

— KordAnOnoetat] he shall cleave. Ruth i. 14. Prov. xviii. 24, 
“ Arctissimo amoris gludino conjungetur cum ea copulatus.’”’ Cp. 
1 Cor. vi. 16, koAAduevos TH wépyn. Rev. xviii. 5, exoAAhOncav 
ai Guaprias &xpt Tod ovpavod. 

— eis odpxa utay] eis = Hebr. 5. The words are more ex- 
pressive than odpt ula or év capx) sud, and literally rendered 
from the Hebr. tmx Wad (le-basar echad), joined into one flesh, 
so as to be no longer twain, but one. Cp. Gen. ii. 24. On 
similar uses of eis, see efs Td dvopa, xvili. 20. Vorst. Hebr. p. 680. 
Cp. 1 Cor. xv. 45, eyévero cis Wuxhv (@cav. See St. Paul’s 
argument from this text against Fornication, | Cor. vi. 16, and 
for conjugal love. 

The LXX have inserted the words of dvo, which are not in 
the original; and our Lord approves the insertion as giving the 
true sense. Observe of here, ‘the two.’ Marriage is only ‘inter 
duos ;’ a protest against Polygamy. 

6. 3—xwpi(érw] What therefore God joined together, let not 
man put asunder. Man does put asunder, when he divorces his 
wife, with desire of marrying another. (Jerome.) 

7. éveretato] he commanded. Moses did not command to do 
so, but only permitted it (v. 8), and ex hypothesi, i.e. on supposi- 
tion of a resolve to divorce a wife, he ordered that it should not 
be done hastily and passionately by mere word of mouth, but ina 
set form, with a written ae properly prepared, attested, 

2 


68 


MATTHEW XIX. 8—15. 


lal oo A , 
atrohdoat avryv ; ® Aéyer adrois, "OT. Maions mpds tv oKdypoKapdiay bpav 
A A tal A 9 
erérpewev vplv amoddoat Tas yuvalkas buavr am apyns dé od yéyovey ovTH. 


ech. 5 32. 190° Je ? Neen 9 a x ’ , ‘ A b) la) Se es id 
ech 5 82 (Ar) °° Aéyw S€é tyiv, dre bs Gv arolvan THY yuvaliKka avTOU, pn el TopveEla, 
Luke 16, 18. \ y a Nomen? , , an 
(Con 71 | Kab 'yapnon adAnv, pmoLryaTau Kal O aoheAupErHY yapnoas MoLyara. 
191 10 , =) nan e \ > la) > 4 ) \ e Si5F AS i] , 
(2)  Agyovow aire ot pabytat avtovd, Ei ovtws eotlv 4 aitia Tov avipw- 
Ne A \ 9 , A ll fe Wo) SAN 5) , 
£1Cor.7.2,7, TOV {ETA THS YUVALKOS, OV TUUPEPEL "Opi Tal. O o¢ cimev avrois, Ou mdvres 
a lal aA > e , na yg 
Xxopovor Tov Adyov Todrov, aAN ols Sédorav  Eiot yap evvodxol, oiTWes 
Ly 3 ) la y 
g1Cor.7. 92,81. €x Kowdlas pntpos éyerviOnoay * ovta Kat elow EvvovXoL, olTWes eEvVOUYi- 
Bote A la y > , N 
abnoav bn Tov dvOpdrer Kat claw ebvodyxot, otTwWEs EvvodKLTaY EavTods did 
ww ww A , 
ty Bacirelav Tov odpavav. “O Suvdyevos yopel KwpEtTa. 
192\ 13 sf tad a Ce on Si Ge \ a 2 On ee Val \ 
(2) }8 Tore tpoonvéxOn att@ radia, iva Tas Xetpas emify avTois Kat Tpoo- 
> lal € ed lal > x 
b Mark 10.13. evjrau ot S€ pabyrat ereriwnoay avrois. 14 *‘O dé “Inoots elmer, “Adete 
uke 18. 15. = im x \ 
ch. 18. 3. Ta Tavdia, Kal pi) Kwdvere adTa eOciy mpds me TOV yap ToOLOvTwY éoTW 


e , a > lal 
9 Bacircia TOY ovpavar. 


1b Kai émuBels avrois Tas yetpas erropevOn Exeiber. 


and executed before a magistrate; in order to give time to the 
husband to consider what he was doing, and to secure evidence to 
the wife that she had not left her husband of her own accord. 
See Vitringa, de Synagog. Jud. c. xl. and above, v. 31. 

8. mpds thy okAnpoKapdiay] with a view to your hardness of 
heart. mpos = Hebr. sy (propter, contra)—i.e. lest you in 
your cruelty should rid yourselves of your wives by violent means 
(see on v. 31, 32); lest you should maltreat your wife. ‘‘ He 
permitted divorce, in order to avoid homicide.” (Jerome.) There- 
fore the permission to which you appeal is a proof of your own 
cruelty ; that, which you plead as your excuse, is a proof of your 
hardness of heart, and of your own degradation ; and if you were 
children of God it would not exist. 

— énérpevev] permitted; a correction of évetelAaro, com- 
manded. 

9. ds by arodton] whosoever shail divorce. See above, on ch. 
v. 31. Our Lord admits but one cause of divorcing a wife—/for- 
nication. And here we must understand, that if a woman leaves 
ber husband on this single cause, for which divorce is allowed, she 
ought to remain unmarried, or be reconciled to her husband, 
either reformed or to be tolerated, rather than marry another 
man. And the Apostle adds, ‘‘ Let not the husband put away his 
wife’’ (see 1 Cor. vii. 10—15),—intimating briefly in the case 
of the husband the same course as he had commanded in the case 
of the wife. S. Aug. (de divers. quest. 83). See also Hermas 
Pastor, ii. Mand. iv. Tertullian c. Marcion. iv. 34. Concil. Arelaé. 
can. 10. Concil. Eliber. can. 65. Neocesar. can. 8. Epiphan. 
Heret. lix. Lactant. Inst. vi. 23. Asterius, Bishop of Amasea, 
has a homily on this text in Bibl. Patr. Max. v. p. 818; and see 
also Greg. Nazianz., Orat. 37, p. 650. 

Our Lord says, that he who takes to wife a woman that has 
been divorced by her husband is the cause of her adultery, for 
he gives her occasion to sin; and if he did not receive her, she 
might return to her husband. Clemens Alea. Strom. ii. p. 507. 

A wife may be put away for fornication (Hilary on Matt. v. 
31); but a man who puts away his wife for fornication may not 
marry another during her life. And it is said by our Lord, that 
he who marries an adulteress is guilty of adultery. (Jerome.) By 
a marriage, which never could have taken place if the adulteress 
had remained faithful to her husband, he who marries an adul- 
teress makes himself one flesh with her, and so is a partner in 
adultery. 

The sentence of our Lord is, that a wife is not to be put 
away except for fornication, and that she who is put away is not 
to be married to another. (Jerome, Epist. xxx. pro libris suis 
adv. Jovin.) We pronounce that man to be an adulterer who 
puts away his wife for any cause save fornication ; but we do not 
therefore absolve from the taint of this sin (‘non hujus peccati 
labe defendimus’) him who having put away his wife for fornica- 
tion has married another; and no one can deny that he is an 
adulterer who has married a woman whom her husband has put 
away for fornication. Augustine de Conj. Adult. i. 9. 12; ii. 16. 

— porxara| commits adultery. In Matt. v. 32, our Lord says 
Tote? avthy porxacba, makes her to commit adultery. The man 
who divorces his wife and marries another, commits adultery, 
inasmuch as he unites bimself to another woman while he has 
a wife living: and he makes her commit adultery,—because he 
exposes her to the danger of doing so, by tempting her to unite 
herself to another man while she has a husband living,—and 


so, as far as in him lies, makes her an adulteress. ‘‘ Apud 
Deum adulterii crimine tenetur, qui expulse prebet adulterii 
occasionem,”’ says Grotius (in Marc. x. 11). 

The result of an examination of the passages of Holy Scrip- 
ture concerning Divorce, and of ancient authorities, is 

1. That a man may not divorce his wife, except for fornication. 

2. That if he divorces her for ¢his cause, it is not expedient 
for him to marry again in the lifetime of the partner whom he has 
divorced ; some Latin Fathers say, it is not lawful. 

3. That whosoever marrieth a woman that has been divorced 
committeth adultery. 

See above on v. 3], and the Editor’s Occasional Sermons, 
No. 40 and No. 50. 

10. 7 aitia] the case. Hebr. m9 (dibrah). 

ll. xwpovor] receive and contain. A metaphor derived from 
the capacity of a vessel, cxedos, to which the human body is com- 
pared in N. T. 1 Thess. iv. 4. Cp. 1 Pet. iii. 7. All are not 
capable of holding, i.e. of observing Todrov toy Adyoy, this pre- 
cept, viz. celibacy ; but some are, ois 5éS0Ta:, and then He gives 
certain examples. Cf. 1 Cor. vii. 2. 7. 9. 17. 

12. evvoixo1] edvotxos, Hebr. DD (saris), from DD (saras), 
‘abscidit’ (Gesen.) ; and thence,—because edvodx~or were often 
‘ cubicularii,’—it signifies a chamberlain, and in such cases is not 
to be taken in the literal signification. 

The word evvodxos had been already used by the LXX for 
chamberlain, eiv}jy €xwv, a lord of the bedchamber, a courtier 
generally, in numberless places of the O. T. See Gen. xxxix. 1, 
concerning Potiphar, who was married, and yet is called etvodxos 
@apaé; and ep. xl. 2. 7, concerning the chief butler and baker. 
See also 1 Sam. viii. 15. Hsth. i. 10. 12. 15. In Gen. xxxvii. 36, 
and Isa, xxxix. 7, the LXX use omddwy, and so mark the difter- 
ence of meaning. 

Thus it appears, that the phrase edvotyicay Eavrods is not to 
be taken literally, by amputation (heaven forbid !), but by the ex- 
tirpation of sensual thoughts. They who act upon this literally, 
give occasion to those who traduce creation, and encourage the 
heresy of the Manicheans, and fall into the sin of those among 
the Gentiles who violate themselves. (Chrys., doubtless with re- 
ference to the case of Origen.) See Euseb. vi. 8. Epiphan. Her. 
lxiv. 3. Cp. note below on Gal. v. 12. 

The phrase (civ. éavrods) in this verse signifies also those, 
both men and women, who abstain from married life and its 
cares, that they may attend with more assiduity on the service of 
the Marriage Chamber and Court of the Heavenly Bridegroom 
and King. Cp. Isa. lvi. 3, to which passage probably our Lord 
alludes; and Greg. Naz. p. 658, who says, 7d péxpi TOV ToOma- 
TLK@Y ebvOUXwY OTHTAL TY Adyor, wLKpdy Kal avdk.oy Adyou. 

13. roudia] children. He had vindicated the rights of Marriage 
(Matrimonium, the state of a Mater), and now defends that of 
its fruit; and so consecrates both. 

— ta tas xelpas én107 adrois| that He might put His hands 
on them. As Jacob did on Ephraim and Manasseh (Gen. xlviii. 
14, 15). Cf. Isa. xl. 11, a prophecy concerning the Messiah, here 
fulfilled by our Lord. 

14. “Agere Ta matdta] Suffer children to come unto Me. On 
this text, as an argument for Baptism of Infants, see S. Aug. 
Serm. 174, quoted below on Mark x. 14. Cp. Luke xviii. 16. 

— ray TowtTwy] of such. ‘Si talium, multo magis ipsorum 
(i.e. infantium).” (Cp. Beng.) 
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16. cis] one, emphatically ; for he was a ruler, &pxwv (Luke 
xviii. 18). 

17. Ti we epwrds rep) tod dyabod;] Why dost thou ask Me con- 
cerning the good? ‘This appears to be the true reading, and is 
received by Gb., Lachm., Tisch., Alf., Tregelles, from B, D, L, and 
is found in Syriac Cureton, and in Origen, Euseb., Jerome, Aug., 
and others, for ti we Aéyes Gyabdy; Cp. Mark x. 18. Luke 
xviii. 19. See next note. 

— eis éorw 6 &yafds] This also appears to be the right read- 
ing, and is given by B, D, L, and Syr. Cureton, and received by 
Tisch. 1856, and Tregeiles, for ovdels dyads, ef ut cfs. 

The 6 dyabbs is God. Cp. 1 Pet. iii. 13, rls buas 6 kakdowr 
éay TOD ayabod mimntal yevnobe; St. Matt. gives our Lord’s 
answer to the question, the other two Evangelists to the address 
of the young man. The sense is, ‘‘ Why do you ask me concern- 
ing the good that you should do in order to have life? There is 
One Who is good,—the good—God. He is the sole Source of 
good, and you need not any other Instructor but Him; and you 
must comply with His Law, and not rely on yourself, but pray for 
His grace in order to be enabled to do the least good.” 

This reply is very fitly followed by that in the other Gospels. 
Since God alone is good, why do you call Me good? or, if you 
call Me good, why do you not rise higher in your thoughts of Me, 
and call Me, not Rabbi, but God? ‘‘Commodissimé igitur,”’ 
says Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii. 63, ‘‘intelligitur utrumque dictum 
Quid dicis Me bonum? et Cur interrogas Me de bono?” (Cp. 
Aug. de Trin. i. 13.) 

Some blame this young man as a hypocrite ; but we read in 
St. Mark that our Lord looked on him and loved him (Mark x. 
21). His fault was that he doted on his possessions, which got 
the mastery over him. Wealth is a powerful tyrant, and blights 
many virtues. (Chrys.) 

But why did our Lord say “none is good?’’ Because this 
young man came to Him merely as a man—as a human teacher ; 
He therefore speaks as a man; for he often replies to the thoughis 
of His hearers. When He says ‘‘ None is good,’ He does not 
deny Himself to be good; heaven forbid! He did not say, ‘I 
am not good,”’ but “None is good.’”’? No man is good—much less 
in comparison with God. He thus elevates his thoughts and de- 
taches him from earthly good, and fixes his mind on God, and 
teaches him what is the essence and source of good, and to ascribe 
honour to Him. So when He said, ‘‘ Call no man father on 
earth’’ (Matt. xxiii. 9), He was speaking im comparison with 
God, and teaching us what is the first principle of all things. 
The young man showed no small eagerness for good; for when 
others came for temporal blessings, he ‘came to ask concerning 
eternal life. His mind was like good and fertile ground, but it 
was exererown with thorns which choked the seed. (Chrys.) 

18. od povetces] thou shalt not kill. To show him his imper- 
fection He begins with the Second Table of the Law. 

Christ sends the proud to the Law, and invites the humble 
to the Gospel. 

Q1. Ei OéAers TéAcwos civon] If you desire to be perfect ; 
much as to say that as yet he is noé so, although he says ti ér: 


borep@ ; TéAewos, for Hebr. ovam (tamim), integer, used by LXX 
of Noah, Gen. vi. 9; of Job, i. 1. Our Lord commands all His 
Disciples to be réAevot, v. 48; and so St. Paul. Cf. 1 Cor. xiv. 
20. Col. i. 28. And the command here given was designed to 
reveal the young man to himself. The young man’s stumbling- 
block was his wealth, his besetting sin was covetousness; and our 
Lord touches him to the quick by piercing at once that besetting 
sin, and He thus shows Himself to be something more than 
‘Good Master,’ and to be no other than God, Who f¢rieth the 
very hearts and reins. And, like a good Physician, He applies 
the special remedy adapted to this particular case. (Cp. xvi. 24, 
25; xvili. 8.) ‘‘ Preeceptum est particulare, ad idiosyncrasiam 
hujus anime accommodatum.” (Beng.) 

Thus our Lord teaches Christian Ministers to study the 
particular needs of each member of their flock, and to deal with 
them accordingly. 

The general inference is, that all Christians are so to hold 
every thing they have, that they may not be sorry but rejoice to 
surrender it, if Christ requires the surrender, or if it retards or 
impedes them in following Him. See further on Luke xii. 33. 

Pelagius argued from our Lord’s words, that no rich man 
could be saved unless he sold his possessions and gave them to 
the poor. But this notion was refuted by Aug., Ep. ad Pauli- 
num. (See @ Lapide.) And on the salvability of the rich, see 
Clem. Alew., ‘Quis dives salvetur?’’ ii. p. 935; and see below 
on Acts ii. 44; iv. 32. 1 Tim. vi. 18, and next note. 

24. xdpndov|] a camel. To express an ddvvaroy, or impossi- 
bility, the Rabbis used to say, ‘It is easier for an Elephant to 
pass through a needle’s eye.’ See Talmud, Berachot. fol. 55. 
Bavamezia, fol. 38. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 764. The camel and 
needle are found in the Koran, Sur. 7. 38. Our Lord uses the 
word Camel as perhaps better known to the hearers and readers 
of His Gospel, and on account of the form of the Camel; the 
hump on its back being an apt emblem of worldly wealth as a 
heavy load and impediment to entrance through the narrow gate 
—the needle’s eye—of everlasting life. 

If a rich man cannot enter the kingdom of God, any more 
than a camel can pass through the eye of a needle, then no rich 
man could be saved. But Isaiah says (Ix. 6) ‘‘ that the camels of 
Midian and Ephah shall come with their gifts and offerings to 
Zion ;”” and they who before were crooked and bent and dis- 
torted, may enter its gates; so those camels, to which the rich 
are compared here, when they have cast off the heavy loads, and 
crooked humps of their worldliness, may by the Divine mercy 
enter the strait gate which leadeth unto life. (Jerome.) It is not 
a sin to be rich, for how can a man give largely without means? 
But it is a sin to covet wealth and to dote upon it. (Hilary.) 

— d1eAbciv—eiceAdety] Such appears to be the true reading. 
The comparison is between passing through one thing (the nee- 
dle’s eye) and entering into another, the kingdom of heaven. Cp. 
Mark x. 25. Luke xviii. 25. 

26. advvarov] What is impossible with men, acting by their 
own unassisted strength, is possible to them with the help of 
Divine grace, for which they ought therefore to pray. (Chrys.) 
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28. €v 7H mwadvyyevecia] in the new birth of the saints at the 
Resurrection,—in the new Jerusalem. (See 2 Pet. iii. 13. Rev. 
iii. 12; xxi. 2.5.) This madryyeveota, or Regeneration, is com- 
menced in, and typified by, the Regeneration or new birth in the 
Church Visible on earth in the Holy Sacrament of Baptism (Tit. 
ii. 5). See Aug. de C. D. xxv. 5, and note below on Rom. 
viii, 22. 

With the phrase év 77 marry. dtay, cp. Mark xii. 23, év 7H 
évaoracel, dTay. 

— Kabicecbe—em) Sd5exa Opdvovs, xplvovres] ye shall sit on 
twelve thrones judging. Not that the Apostles are not first to 
be judged by Christ. See Rom. xiv. 10. 1 Cor. iv. 3, 4. 2 Cor. 
v. 10. 2 Tim. iv. 8. ‘‘Ineunte Judicio stabunt (Luke xxi. 36. 
2 Cor. v. 10), tum, absoluti considebunt.”’ (Beng.) They will be 
set to judge, i.e. to reign and abide, on seats of glory and dignity 
in His Kingdom. See Dan. vii. 9, which speaks of Thrones being 
set, &c. Cf. Rev. iii. 21, and iv. 4. To judge is equivalent to 
reigning ; see Rev. xx. 4. Wisdom iii. 8, kpivodo.y evn, Kal 
KpaThoovet Aaay. 

We are not to suppose (says Aug. de Civ. Dei, xx. 5) that 
only twelve persons are to judge with Christ. But by the perfect 
number ¢welve is signified the whole number of those who shall 
judge. Otherwise, as Matthias was elected into the place of 
Judas, the Apostle Paul, who laboured more abundantly than 
they all, would have no place to judge. But St. Paul shows that 
he, with the rest of the saints, is numbered among the Judges, 
when he says, Know ye not that we shall judge Angels? 1 Cor. 
vi. 3. Cp. Aug. Serm. 351. 

— dédcKa Opdsvous| twelve thrones. He says 56dexa, although 
Judas would forfeit his throne. ‘‘ Loquitur Christus, ut theologi 
solent, secundum preesentem justitiam, et non tam de personis, 
quam de personarum statu; quasi dicat Apostolorum officiwm hoc 
habere propositum premium, ut qui eo bene functus fuerit, in 
Judicio super sedem sessurus sit.’”’? (Maldonat.) 

He tells Peter that they should sit on ¢welve Thrones. He 
does not promise him One Throne by himself. Let the Bishop of 
Rome, who claims to be Peter’s Successor, admit all other Bishops 
to be otv@povo: with himself; or else let him fear that he may 
forfeit his throne by covetousness,—as Judas did. 

— dddexa pudds tT. “IopahdA] ye shall judge the twelve 
tribes ; condemning them for not believing what you believe, i. e. 
the Gospel. (Jerome.) Cp. Matt. xii. 27. 

In a secondary sense, the twelve tribes of Israel may aiso 
mean the whole Visible Church. (Awg. de Civ. Dei, xx. 5.) See 
Rev. vii. 4—9, and xxi. 12. By the word maduyyeveota, our 
Lord had drawn off the minds of the Apostles from earthly hopes 
to spiritual joys; and He now speaks of the heavenly Jerusalem, 
the Israel of God, in which the Apostles will reign in glory ; and 
therefore their names are said to be written on the foundation 
stones of the heavenly City (Rev. xxi. 14). 

See further on Luke xxii. 30, and 1 Cor. vi. 2, 3. 

29. <as] every one, even the poorest of the poor. 

— oitas] Some Editors transpose oikias after dypots, but 
against the majority of MSS. and the structure of the sentence, 
which is one of ascent first, and then of descent. 

— yvvaira] wife. Some expunge yuvatca, as if a wife was 
never to be left; against the balance of MSS. and the tenor of 
the sentence; which is, that add must be left if Christ so requires 
—a condition implied in évexey Tod dvduards wov. And see Mark 
= 29. Luke xiv. 26; xviii. 29, and therefore yuvatxa has peculiar 
orce. 


— éxatovtamdactova] a hundredfold. For all Christians are 
brothers and sisters in Christ. 

80. mparoi] first; not of mparor, “ the first,” here, as it is in 
xx. 16. See note there. 


Cu. XX. 1. dumreadva] vineyard. The Visible Church of God 
had been already compared to an dumeAdy D2 (kerem), in the 
Old Test. Isa. v. 1—7. Cant. vili. 12. 

2. Suupovhoas—ex Syvapiov thy hyepay| Having agreed for a 
denarius a day. The Lord is described as ayreeing with those 
only who were hired first, for a specific sum, a denarius, or 
drachma, by the day, the usual rate of wages for a day’s labour. 
See Tobit v. 14. Rev. vi. 6. Zacit. Ann. i. 17. Akermann, 

biti 
4 To the others he promises to give whatever may be right 
(v. 4), and they enter his service in a trustful spirit, on these 
terms. 

The first called, the Jews, were under the covenant of 
Works; all others, after the coming of Christ, are under the 
covenant of Grace. 

8. Kal é&eA0év] and having gone forth. Almighty God has 
been ever going forth to call men into His Vineyard, that of the 
Visible Church. On this Parable, 1—16, see Chrys. v. 708. 
Orat. 101. Greg. M. Homil. i. 19, p. 1510. 

In expounding this Parable, S. Chrysostom introduces a re- 
mark of general use for the interpretation of Parables. ‘ We 
must remember that the discourse is a Parable, and we must not 
be too curious in pressing every particular in it literally, but 
must consider the general scope of the whole, and comprehend 
this in our grasp, and not be over-scrupulous with the rest.” A 
similar remark is made by S. Cyril (on Luke xvi. 1—9), who 
says that ‘‘ our Lord’s Parables teach us figuratively much for our 
edification, provided we interpret their meaning in a summary 
way; and do not search into all the parts of the Parable in a 
subtle and inquisitive manner. All the details of the Parable are 
not serviceable for the explanation of what is meant, but are to be 
taken together to form a picture of some great matter which sets 
forth a lesson for the profit of the hearers.’”” These remarks are 
specially applicable to the interpretation of the present Parable. 
We must consider its general scope, and not lay too much stress 
on its subordinate accessories. 

The scope of the Parable is as follows :— 

St. Peter had heard our Lord’s answer to the young man, 
“ Sell all that thou hast, and give to the poor, and follow Me, and 
thou shalt have treasure in heaven”’ (xix. 21. Mark x. 21. Luke 
Xviii, 22); and St. Peter hence inferred that he himself and his 
brother Apostles, who had done what Christ commanded the 
young man to do, i.e. had left all and followed Christ, would 
have large wages for their work: and he asks, What shall we 
have therefore ? (xix. 27.) 

Our Lord teils him in v. 28, and adds, that not only they, 
but every one who makes sacrifices of worldly advantages for His 
sake, will have an abundant reward hereafter (v. 29. Mark x. 29— 
31. Luke xviii. 29, 30). 

And yet He warns him that at the Last Day, many who are 
now first shall be last, and many who are last be first, 

For (He adds) the Visible Church on earth is like a Vine- 
yard. And then He recites the Parable (xx. 1—16); at the close 
of which He says that the first shall be last, and ¢he last first. 
Observe there the article of with mpéro: and with ésxaro., showing 
that the words refer to two particular classes—i. e. the Jews and 


MATTHEW XX. 4—6. 


ev TH ayopa dpyovs: 


71 


4 Se NY, > e , Ne 9 \ b) x \ 
KQKELWOLS ELTTEV, Lrayere KQUL VILELS ELS TOV ALTENWVA, KAL 


a & la na 
0 €av 9 Sixaov, Sdow tiv: © ot S€ dandOov. TId\w e&eMav wept exrnv Kat 


a2 F y - 
EVATHY Wpav ETOINoEY WOAUTUS. 


® ITepi dé tiv évdexdtyv wpav é&ehOav ebpev 


m” wn in a Y \ e 
adhous Eot@tas dpyovs, Kal héyer avrots, Tl ade EoTHKaTE OhynV THY Hepav 


the Gentiles— a special case, illustrating the general proposition 
in xix. 30; and He adds, “for many are called, but few are 
chosen.” 

The one Denarius, given to all, cannot mean eternal Salva- 
tion ; for eternal life is never represented in Scripture as wages 
due for work ; but as the free gift (xdpis) of God in Christ ; and 
the last, who receive a denarius and murmur, are not represented 
as saved. There will be no murmuring in heaven (v. 11). The 
very fact of having a murmuring spirit is itself a punishment. 
Envy disqualifies for heaven, 


“ Tnvidus alterius macrescit rebus opimis, 
Invidia Siculi non invenere tyranni 
Majus tormentum.”’ 


It is an inward hell. And so the Jews, and all who murmur 
against God, and envy others, are lost, self-degraded, self-con- 
demned, self-exiled from heaven ; and they are condemned by the 
Almighty Judge, Who says, take thine own (7d oby)—thine own 
due—and go thy way (v. 14), depart from Me. 

The one Denarius, given to all, represents, that as to works, 
all that any can claim as a right is an earthly coin, a miserable 
denarius, the wages of a day-labourer on earth. And the award 
of this one sum to all is a proof of the equal impotency of all 
human works, to merit heaven as wages due. 

But we ought not to lay too much stress on the Denarius, or 
penny, or to speculate too inquisitively upon its meaning. It is 
only one of the accessories of the Parable. Here the cautions 
above cited of S. Chrysostom and S. Cyril are applicable. We 
ought to fix our eyes on the main scope of the Parable, and not to 
pry curiously into its minor accidents and details. 

The design of the Parable is to teach, that the Vineyard of 
the Visible Church on earth is the Lord’s; that it is He Who 
calls labourers into it; that He made a special covenant—that of 
works—with some, viz. the Jews whom He called first, on special 
terms; that He did not specify these terms to others whom He 
afterwards called, and is ever calling in succession into the same 
Vineyard ; but that He tells them that He will give them what- 
ever is right. Observe, that the remuneration for work—for all 
must work—is represented now as a gift. 

In the evening, the labourers are called to receive their hire. 
They who have laboured for one hour only are first paid, and re- 
ceive the sum which was promised as wages to the first. They 
are put into the same condition of reward as had been assured to 
the first for the performance of the whole day’s work. 

They who had been first hired receive the same sum; they 
are disappointed, and murmur against the householder, and utter 
invidious words against their fellow-labourers who had been called 
last. ‘‘ These last worked one hour and Thou madest them equal 
to us who bore the burden and heat of the day.’”’ But the House- 
holder answered and said to one of them, “ Friend, I wrong thee 
not; didst not thou agree with me for a penny? Take thine own 
and go thy way. Is it not lawful for Me to do what I will with 
Mine own? Is thine eye evil because J am good ?”’ 

Thus it is clearly stated, that, in the kingdom of heaven, sal- 
vation is offered to all on equal terms. It is My will (@éAw) to 
give to this last even as unto thee. May I not do what I will 
(9éAw) with Mine own? Jam debtor to no man; I am respon- 
sible to no man. The Vineyard is Mine. The call is from Me. 
All the power to work is from Me; all the power to bear the 
burden and heat of the day is from Me. In envying others, to 
whom I am good, thou showest an evil eye. Thou makest My 
goodness to be an occasion of thy malice and wickedness, both 
toward Me and toward thine own comrades in the Vineyard. 

The discontented, envious, and ungrateful spirit of the Jews, 
murmuring against Almighty God, the sole Proprietor of all, and 
the great Judge of all, Who had shown His special favour to the 
Jews by calling them first, and Whose goodness was manifested 
in placing the whole Gentile world in Christ on the same footing 
as the Jews, and ought to have been magnified by the Jews (as it 
was by the Angels) in a spirit of dutiful love and reverence to 
their heavenly Father, and of filial acquiescence, thankfulness, 
and joy, in all His dispensations, and of affectionate exultation 
for the recovery and salvation of their lost brethren of the Gentile 
World, is made awfully striking in the Parable, by being repre- 
sented as inveterate and incurable; and as giving vent to its 
sullen, undutiful, and cruel temper, in malignant and impious 
words at the Last Day, even before the Judgment-seat, of God. 
Their doom is pronounced by Christ. “So” (that is, in this 


way, and on this account, and not by any fault of the House- 
holder), ‘So, the last shall be first, and the first shall be last ; for 
many are called, but few are chosen.” 

Those of the Jews who continue to cherish this evil temper 
even to the end, even to the hour of final reckoning, will forfeit 
their place in God’s favour, and will be reduced to the lowest 
degree of degradation. They will thus reduce themselves from 
the first place to the last; they who were God’s chosen people, and 
were first called by Him, will be the cause of their own rejection 
by God. And, on the other hand, they against whom they har- 
bour envy and malice unto the end will be raised by Him to the 
first place forfeited by the Jews. 

This is the primary scope of the Parable. 

It is introduced naturally as a salutary warning to St. Peter, 
who had asked Christ, ‘‘ What shall we have therefore?’ That 
is, What shall we receive, who have forsaken all to follow Thee ? 
(See xix. 27.) What will be the reward given to us for our self- 
sacrifice, and for our self-devotion to Thee, and for our labours 
and sufferings in Thy service ? 

This question betrayed an erroneous notion concerning 
future reward. It indicated a belief that it is due as wages to 
human work. It was the language of one who would make a 
bargain with the Householder for working in His Vineyard. 
“What shall we have therefore?’? It was a falling back from 
the Christian doctrine of Justification by Faith in Christ, repre- 
sented by the trustful spirit of those labourers who went into the 
Vineyard on an assurance from the Householder that they would 
receive what was right (v. 4. 7), and it was a recurrence to the 
Jewish notions of establishing their own righteousness (Rom. x. 3), 
and of claiming the joy of heaven, not as a free gift of grace, but 
as a debt due to their own works. (See Rom. iv. 4, 5; xi. 5, 6.) 

Peter was first of the Apostles (Matt. x. 2). The words of 
Christ were therefore very applicable to him. Thou hast done well 
in following Me. Great will be thy reward, if thou followest Me 
aright, i. e. for My Name’s sake (xix. 29), not for the sake of thy- 
self; then great will be thy reward. But (5¢) take heed. Many 
that are first shall be last; and many that are last shall be first. 
For the kingdom of heaven is like to a condition of things, in 
which this truth will be exemplified at the great Day of Reckon- 
ing in a signal manner; then the first will be last, and the last 
will be first. Therefore, Peter, take heed; thou art now first 
among the Apostles; but if thou hast this spirit, which appears 
in thy question, thou wilt forfeit all thy prerogatives, and be last 
in the kingdom of heaven. 

In this warning of Christ to St. Peter, we may recognize a 
divine preparation for the heavenly Vision which was afterwards 
vouchsafed to that Apostle at Caesarea (Acts x. 10—16; xi. 1— 
17), and to his own comment upon it at Jerusalem. If then God 
gave an equal gift to them (the Gentiles) as to us, who was I that 
I should be able to resist God? ‘Then they who heard this held 
their peace, and glorified God, saying, Then to the Gentiles also 
has God given repentance unto life (Acts xi. 18). 

Thus the Parable was prophetic of an important fact in the 
history of the Church ; viz. that those who were the first called 
(viz. the Jews), would be the last; and that the last called (viz. 
the Gentiles), would be the first. 

It also contains a solemn warning, especially against ad/ self- 
righteousness,—‘‘ Many are called, but few are chosen.”’ 

Thus also our Lord prepares His disciples for what He is 
about to reveal to them more fully, viz. that their Master Himself 
would suffer much from the Jews (see xx. 18). He cheers them 
by what He has just said, and exhorts them not to be staggered, 
and cast down, though they themselves, who had left all to follow 
Him, should suffer, as He was about to suffer. For in due time, 
they who suffered with Him should be rewarded, and all His 
enemies, who might now seem triumphant for a time, be punished ; 
and so the first be last, and the last first. 

This is the main scope of the Parable. 

Subordinately, it may be applied to represent God’s gracious 
dealings with each individual soul, in the successive stages of human 
life (see Greg. Hom. in Evang. 19). 

— tplrnv &pav] the third hour, nine o'clock. On the division 
of the Roman day, see Martial, iv. 8. They had gone to the 
&yope, and waited there, in order to be hired. 

4. Shcw] I will give: of free grace. Observe the contrast be- 
tween this offer to the Gentiles as contrasted with the covenant 
for wages with the first called—the Jews. 
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7. Aéyovow adt@, “Ort ovdeis| They say to him, because no 
one hired us. Therefore, they would have gone into the Vineyard 
with the first, #f they had been hired. God not only knows how 
men act, but how they would have acted, under circumstances 
which do not occur. 

The readiness with which many of the Gentiles embraced the 
Gospel, when it was offered, is a very favourable circumstance for 
the case of those to whom it was not offered. The case of Cor- 
nelius (Acts x.) shows what the great men, e.g. the soldiers of the 
Cornelia gens, the Scipios, &c. would have done, if the Gospel 
had been offered them. May we not say the same of Cicero, 
Virgil, Horace, and many others? From what they said and 
wrote, and from what others whom they resembled, did, may we 
not charitably believe that they would have been Christians, if the 
Gospel had been made known to them? And God not only 
knows what every one says, writes, and does, but He also knows 
what every one would have said, written, and done, wnder every 
possible contingency, and He judges accordingly. Hence may we 
not therefore hope, that Christ’s merits may extend to them ? 

10. mActova] Tischendorf and others read not mActoy, but 
amActova, which has the best authority, and is more suitable 
than mAciov, as signifying an indefinite expectation of more, 
without any right to, or even anticipation of, any one particular 
greater sum. 

ll. eydyyv¢ov] they were murmuring. A word already used 
by the LXX for Hebr. 339 (raghan), to murmur from discontent 
and in rebellion. Ps. evi. 25. Isa. xxix. 24. yoyy’(w is from 
the Tonic dialect, as oxopmi(w. See Lobeck, Phryn. p. 358. 
Winer, p. 21. 

‘“« They that were called of old,”’ says Jerome, i.e. the Jews, 
“envy the Gentiles, and are grieved at the grace of the Gospel ;”’ 
as if the prize was impaired by its being imparted to others. 

This incident in the Parable is prophetic of the jealous spirit 
of the Jews toward the Gentiles. See Acts xiii. 45, 46, and par- 
ticularly 1 Thess. ii. 16, “forbidding us to preach to the Gentiles, 
that they might be saved.” 

The first-hired labourers boast of their own works, “ We 
have borne the burden and heat of the day.’’ Compare the lan- 
guage of the elder brother in the Parable, Luke xv. 29. And so 
the Jews, going about to establish their own righteousness, have 
not submitted themselves unto the righteousness of God (Rom. 
x 3), and have not attained to the law of righteousness (Rom. ix. 


31); but the Gentiles, who have trusted in God, have attained to 
the righteousness of faith (ix. 30). And so ¢he first are last, and 
the last first ; and many are called, but few chosen. 

15. dp0aruds—movnpds] evil eye. BacKavos, invidus, see Deut. 
xxviii, 54. Prov. xxiii. 6. The Jews had an evil eye, being 
grieved at the call of the Gentiles to salvation. Therefore the 
Jews are rejected, as the Parable declares, The first shall be last, 
and the last first. The Jews, from being the head, are become 
the tail; and we Gentiles, from being the tail, are the head. 
Deut. xxviii. 13. 44. (Jerome.) 

16. of rxa701] the last, they who were the last, viz. the Gentiles, 
shall be the first ; and they who were the first, the Jews, shall be 
the last. See on v. 11, and on vw. 15. 

— moAdo) yap] for many are called, but few are chosen. All 
the Jews in all the world are called by Me, and by My Apostles : 
but out of that vast multitude there is only a small remnant, the 
election of grace, which will receive the Gospel. See below, Rom. 
xi. 7. 28, and the Introduction to that Epistle, p. 193. 

This saying is also applied to the world generally, below, 
xxii. 14, 

17. mapéAaBe] He took them aside. 

19. cravpooa] to crucify. Our Lord reveals the future by 
degrees, as His Apostles were able to bear it; i.e. in proportion 
as they were more and more schooled by His miracles in the doc- 
trine of His Divinity, aud in proportion as He drew nearer to His 
Passion. 

He had before told them that the Son of Man should be 
killed (xvi. 21, where see note), and He had said that His Disci- 
ples must take up the cross and follow Him (x. 38; xvi. 24); and 
thus He had prepared them gradually for the revelation which He 
now makes to them at almost the close of His Ministry, that He 
Himself should be delivered to the Gentiles (Romans) to be mocked 
and scourged and crucified. How natural is all this! Here is 
one of the many silent proofs of the Truth of the Gospel History, 
as well as of the long-suffering, wisdom, and tenderness of Christ. 

20. 7 untnp] the mother. For their father, Zebedee (as ap- 
pears from Mark i. 20), had been /eft with the hired servants. 

— mpooxvyodca] The request is attributed by St. Mark (x. 
35) to the two Disciples ; and St. Matthew implies that they took 
part in the request (wv. 22, 23). 

21. é Setidv] See 2 Sam. xvi. 6, 
2 Chron. xviii. 18. 


1 Kings ii. 19; xxii. 19. 
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22. morhpiov] cup. See xxvi. 39.42. John xviii. 11. Rev. 
xiv. 10, used by the LXX for vip (cos), a cup of suffering or 
wrath (Ps. Ixxv. 8). 


— Barricua] baptism. Luke xii. 50. The Cup is the bitter 
water to be drunk; the Baptism is the Red Sea of His own Blood 
to be passed through. Cf. 1 Cor. x. 2; see Luke xii. 50. 

The prophecy was fulfilled in the case of James, Acts xii. 2; 
in that of John, Rev. i.9. Cp. Bede in Caten. Aur. here. On 
the genuineness of this clause in ¢his place see Scrivener, and cp. 
Tregelies, p. 140. 

23. Td wey morhpidy pou mlecbe] Ye shall drink of My cup. 
How beautifully this harmonizes with His own language afterwards 
in His Agony, xxvi. 39—42! 

The one, St. James, was the first of the Apostles to drink the 
cup of suffering; the other, St. John, who survived the rest, 
drank the largest and deepest draught of it. 

Our Lord here describes the two kinds of Christian Martyr- 
dom ; and all Christians must be prepared for one or the other of 
them. Every one must bea James or a John. Cp. S. Greg. in 
Luc. xxi. 9: ‘Si virtutem patientiz servare contendimus, et in 
pace Hcclesize vivimus, martyrii palmam tenemus. Duo quippe 
sunt martyrii genera, unum in mente, aliud in mente simul et 
actione. Itaque esse martyres possumus, etiamsi nullo percutien- 
tium ferro trucidemur. Mori quippe a persequente, martyrium in 
aperto opere est; ferre verO contumelias, odientem diligere, mar- 
tyrium est in occulta cogitatione. Nam quia duo sunt martyrii 
genera, unum in occulto opere, aliud in publico testatur Veritas, 
que Zebedeei filios requirit, dicens: Potestis bibere calicem, quem 
ego bibiturus sum? Cui cum protinus responderent (Matt. xx. 
22), Possumus, illico Dominus respondet, dicens: Calicem quidem 
meum bibetis. Quid enim per calicem, nisi dolorem passionis 
accipimus? De quo alias dicit : Pater, si fieri potest, transeat a 
me calix iste (ib. xxvi. 39. Marc. xiv. 36). Et Zebedei filii, id 
est Jacobus et Johannes, non uterque per martyrium occubuit, et 
tamen quod uterque calicem biberet, audivit. Johannes namque 
nequaquam per martyrium vitam finivit, sed tamen martyr extitit ; 
quia passionem, quam non suscepit in corpore, servavit in mente. 
Et nos ergo hoc exemplo sine ferro esse possumus martyres, Si 
patientiam veraciter in animo custodimus.” 

— ovk éotw eudv Sovvar aAN—|] it is not mine to give, except 
to those for whom it has been prepared. There is a double em- 
phasis here; first on dodva1, to give, and next on jTolpacrm. It 
is not Mine to give to any as a mere boon or favour, to be gained 
by solicitation; but it will be assigned to those for whom it has 
been prepared, according to certain laws prescribed by God. Cp. 
Basil. Seleuc. Orat. xxiv. p. 134, who says kaydrwy aOrov 6 
Opdvos, ob pidoTtimlas xdpiouar ek KaTopOwudtwy, ovK e& aiThoews 
4 Sdois. For there is no respect of persons with God, but he 
who is most worthy, not in person, but in practice, will receive it 
from Him. (Jerome.) 

Besides, it is to be observed, that @AAd means except here. 
Cp. this use of aAAd xix. 11. It is for me to give to them and 
them only. We are not to imagine that Chris/ will not be the 
giver of future rewards, even the highest, for St. Paul says, ‘‘there 
is laid up for mea crown of righteousness, which the Lord the 
righteous Judge shall give me at that day’’ (2 Tim. iv. 8). And 
that no one will have a higher place than St. Paul, is, I suppose, 
manifest to all. (Chrys.) 

But the eternal reward will not be given to any except to 
those for whom it has been prepared (see xxv. 34), and who have 
been prepared for it. 

24. of déxa] the ten. 

Vor. I. 


Observe St. Matthew’s ingenuousness, 


recording his own failings and those of his brethren,—a proof of 
truth. See xv. 23; xvii. 16. 

27. ds cay OéAn] Christ teaches (v. 25) that it is a heathen pas- 
sion to seek pre-eminence; and He proposes His own practice as 
a pattern. The Son of Man was King of heaven, and condescended 
to become Man, and to be rejected, and suffer death for His 
enemies. Suffering was His road to glory. Humility is the door 
of heaven. By desiring great things we lose them; by not seek- 
ing them we gain them. What is lower than the Devil? And 
how did he become so? By self-exaltation. And how are we 
enabled to tread him under foot? By humility. (Chrys.) 

28. AvTpov dvtl] a ransom in the stead of many. Rdrpov is 
the word used by the LXX for jie (pidhyon), a ransom (Exod. 
xxi. 30), from root 1p (padhah), to pay a ransom, for which 
Autpovy is used in numerous passages by the LXX: Exod. xiii. 
13. 15; xxxiv. 20. Lev. xix. 20; xxvii. 29. Numb. xviii. 15. 
17. Deut. vil. 8; ix. 26. Ps. xxv. 22; xxvi. U1; xxxi. 55 Isa. 
li. 11. Jer. xv. 21. Cp. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19, which supplies the 
best comment on this passage, ob p@aprots, dpyuple  xpyo@, 
€AUTPOONTE, BAAG Tiulw alwaTt, Os duvovd &uduov kal domtrov, 


Xprotov. Adrpoy is also something more; it is purchase money 
for some great benefit. See Grotius, de Satisfactione Christi, 
p. 162. 


Here then is a divine assertion of the doctrine of the Aftone- 
ment; the life of Christ was given by Him asa price by which 
mankind is ransomed from the captivity and slavery of sin and 
death, and for the purchase of a glorious liberty and of life ever- 
lasting. See below on Eph. i. 6, 7. 14. Rom. iii. 21—26. 

It must be remembered, that Av’tpoy is not a price paid for a 
thing, but for a person; a ransom paid for his liberty. 

The LXX use also the word 1p5 (copher) for Adtpor, in the 
sense of ransom. (See Exod. xxi. 30; xxx. 10. 16.) And the 
Mercy-seat, as covering the Ark (the figure of the Church), and 
as that on which God reposes in mercy between the Cherubim, is 
called nb} (capporeth), Exod. xxv. 17—22, or covering, and also 
iAaorhpiov (Heb. ix. 5), and is a fit type of the propitiation 
made by Christ. Christ says that He gives His life, that is, wédl- 
ingly. A refutation of the Socinian objection to the Atonement 
as inconsistent with the Father’s love to the Son. Cp. on Matt. 
xvii. 5. John x. 17. 

— ayt) mordGv] instead of many. Why does He not say 
mavtwy, all? That would be true; see Heb. ii.9. Kom. viii. 32. 
1 Tim. ii. 6, 6 Sods Eavrdy aytidutpoy bmép mdvTwy, where see 
note. 

But the Sacrifice was not yet offered; when it had been, it 
would declare its own nature; and the Apostles would proclaim it. 
He makes His gracious revelations to them by degrees. See xvi. 
21 and xxvi. 2. Cp. on xxvi. 28, wep) roAAGY éxvvduevoy, and 
see how in this case of moAAo) and mavres are equivalent, Rom v. 
12—19. 

29. éxmopevouévwy avTay] as they were going out. At first 
sight there seems to be a difficulty in reconciling this narrative 
with that in St. Luke (xviii. 35—43) and St. Mark (x. 46—52), 
which see. 

The solution seems to be as follows : 

Our Lord on entering Jericho sees a blind man by the way- 
side begging (Luke xviii. 35--43). St. Luke says that our Lord 
paused after a time and healed him. St. Luke then goes back to 
give an account of Zaccheus, who was anxious to see Jesus as 
He was entering Jericho (Luke xix ]). And he then recounts 
how our Lord spends the night in the house of Zaccheus, probably 
at Jericho, and leayes the city for Jerusalem. 

L 
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St. Luke describes and puts together the whole history of the 
blind man’s cure, and so anticipates the result by a prolepsis 
common in Scripture. 

It appears from the other Evangelists, that the blind man 
was not healed immediately ; but that oun Lord tried his faith by 
postponing his cure till the morrow; and that when our Lord, 
after His sojourn with Zaccheeus, was going out the next day from 
Jericho, the same blind man, now attended by another blind man 
who had heard of our Lord’s intention to go that way, and who 
had perhaps been invited by the other blind man to join him, was 
sitting near the gate which led out of Jericho toward Jerusalem 
(see Matt. xx. 29. 34), and that both were then healed. 

See further on this subject the note on Mark x. 46. 

In confirmation of the above remarks, it may be observed 
that nothing is more striking in sacred history (compared with 
human annals) than the practice of Anticipation and Recapitula- 
tion (see xxvi. 6). It belongs to the nature of the Divine Author 
of Scripture (6 dy kal 6 jv Kad 6 épxduevos, Rev. i. 4), to Whom 
all time is present at once. Holy Scripture, to be rightly under- 
stood, must be read and interpreted accordingly. One of the 
Rabbis says well, “‘ Non est prius, aut posterius, in Scriptura.’ 
(R. Jarchi, in Gen. vi.) 

A similar instance of finishing-off a subject may be seen in 
St. Matthew’s narrative of the withering of the fig-tree (xxi. 20), 
which he connects with the remarks of the Disciples upon it, 
although those remarks were not made till the next day. (Mark 
xi. 20.) 

See also a remarkable instance of Anticipation in St. Luke, 
iii. 19, and another xix. 45. By a similar prolepsis Mary is said, 
in John xi. 2, to have anointed Jesus, though the anointing did 
not take place till afterwards (xii.3). See also Matt. xxvii. 52, 53. 

— ‘Iepixé| Jericho. For a description of this place see below 
on Luke xviii. 35. 

81. of dé wetCov.expavov] but they were crying the more. A 
proof of faith. The dlixd men saw Jesus with the eye of faith, 
and prayed to Him as their Saviour,—while the world, who could 
see His person, saw Him not. And yet the blind world, which did 
not see Jesus, rebuked the blind men who saw and worshipped 
Him ; but they were nothing daunted by the rebuke, but cried to 
Him the more earnestly. Thus the blind recovered sight; and 
they who saw were blind. John ix. 39. 

Comp. the case of the faithful woman, who alone touched Him 
(though it was but by the hem of His garment), while the pro- 
fane crowd which pressed on Him touched Him not (ix. 20). 

34. jyaro] He touched themas Man, and healed them as God. 


Cu. XXI. 1. dre Hyyiocay eis ‘IepoodAvya] when they drew 
near to Jerusalem. This day seems to have been the tenth day 
of the month Abib or Nisan, on which the paschal lamb was to be 
taken up (Exod. xii. 1—5). 

The true Paschal Lamb therefore now goes up to Jerusalem 
to those who would slay Him; He goes to that City, where alone 
the Passover could be sacrificed. He thus shows that He is the 
true 5 ei and that He laid down His life willingly (John 
xviii. 1). 

For Homilies on Palm Sunday (<is ta Baia), see S. Epipha- 
nius li, p. 251 and 301, and S. Methodius, p. 430. Cf. note on 
v. 9. 


— BnOgayh] nip (beth-phage), ‘locus grossorum,” the 
place of Figs, at the foot of the Mount of Olives, to the west of 
Bethany. Among the Rabbinical Writers the term Bethphage is 
applied to a District stretching from Jerusalem to the Mount of 
Olives. (Lightfoot.) See further on xxvi. 6, and note below on 
Acts i. 12. 

— pos trav erAmdyv] the Mount of Olives, Zech. xiv. 4, five 
furlongs east of Jerusalem (Acts i. 12. Joseph. Ant. xx. 8), and 
separated from it by the brook Kedron (Joseph. B. J. v. 2). 

2. wor] to me. On this dative see Acts ii. 33. 

4. rd pnbev 3d Tod mpophrov] that which was spoken through 
the prophet. Isa.\xii. 11. Zech.ix.9. ‘ Solent Scriptores N. T. 
ex duobus vel pluribus locis allegatis unum contexere.” (Glass. 
Philol. Sacr. p. 960.) ‘ Prophetam autem in singulari vocat, ut 
pulcherrimam vaticiniorum harmoniam insinuet, et omnes pro- 
phetas uno Spiritu locutos fuisse ostendat.” See on ii. 23, and 
below on xxi. 13, and xxvii. 9, and on Mark i. 2. 

5. TH Ovyarp) Siév] Jerusalem. Ps. cxxxvii. 8. Cp. Isa. xlvii. 
1. Jer. xlvi. 24. ‘Vorst. de Hebr. 499. 

— mpais] Zech. has »3y (ani), poor, rendered rpais by LXX. 

— bvoy] The riding on an Ass was a sign of peacefulness ; as 
opposed to the use of the Horse, the emblem of War; and a 
rebuke to the Jewish spirit, which in defiance of the Divine com- 
mand not to mulliply horses, put their trust in chariots and in 
horses (Ps. xx. 7), i.e. in worldly strength, and not in the Name 
of the Lord. See Bp. Sherlock on the Prophecies, Diss. iv. 

Contrast this peaceful entry of our Lord, riding on the foal 
of an ass, with His majestic appearance (as described in Ps. xlv. 
3—6) as Conqueror, King, and God; and also as displayed in 
the Apocalypse, riding on the White Horse—conquering and to 
conquer (Rev. vi. 2; xix. 11), as King of kings and Lord of lords. 

— bvoy, cal mGdov] an ass and evenon a foal of an ass. The 
conjunction xa), and, does not express addition here, but explana- 
tion (Vorst. Hebr. 382): Our Lord did not ride on the mother 
and the foal, but on the foal only. See below on v. 7, and Mark 
xi. 2. Luke xix. 35. John xii. 14. The phrase may be ren- 
dered thus :—“ He is thy King, but He does not come to thee 
riding on a horse, but on an ass; and not on an ass of full age and 
size, which might be a noble creature, but even on the foal of an 
ass.” Such is thy Messiah—in His meekness and humility ! 

This act of riding on the foal, followed by its mother, was 
typical and prophetical; see Justin Martyr c. Tryphon. 53. Our 
Blessed Lord thus prophesied that the Gentiles would come to 
Him ; for the Colt symbolized the Gentile Church, which was un- 
clean before it received Christ, Who sat upon it and sanctified it. 
(Chrys.) The Mother, which had been tamed, was a figure of the 
Jewish people, which had received the yoke of the law; the foal 
of the ass on which none had ever sat, was the Gentile world. 
Christ sent His Apostles to both,—to one the Apostle of the cir- 
cumcision, to the other the Apostle of the Gentiles. (Jerome.) 
St. Matthew, who wrote for the Jews, is the only one of the 
Evangelists who mentions the Ass. The Hebrew nation, if it 
repents, will be saved by faith; and, as the Ass.followed the colt, 
so will the Jewish Nation be converted to Christ, when the fulness 
of the Gentiles is come into the spiritual Sion. (Rom. xi. 25.) 
The Lord hath need of both. See on Mark x. 46; xi. 2. Luke 
xix. 30. John xii. 14, 
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7. énéOnnay—ra iudria] For illustration of this usage, see 
2 Kings ix. 13. Grinf. p. 128. Lightfoot, i. p. 977. 

— émexdbicey érdyw avtav] they set him on them, i.e. on the 
garments (Theophyl., Euthym.), not (as some have imagined) on 
the ass and its colt; for He rode only on the foal. See on v. 5. 

8. Zkomwrov KAddovs] they were cutting branches. They imitate 
the holy offices prescribed for the feast of Tabernacles. Levit. 
xxiii. 40. Cp. ] Mace. xiii. 51. 2 Macc. x. 7; and on John xii. 13. 

9. ‘Qcavvd] xxny win (Hoshian-na), save now; from Ps. exviii. 
25, 26, which formed part of the great Hillel (i.e. Ps. cxiii.— 
cxvili.), or song of praise then sung. They acknowledge Him as 
Jesus (Jehoshua, Jeshua) or Saviour, and as Son of David and 
King; and as coming in the Name, i.e. with the power of, the 
Lord, Jehovah. Palm Sunday, —the day of this triumphal entry,— 
was called the Day of Hosannas by the ancient Church. Cyril 
on Luke, p. 601, ed. Smith. 

Perhaps the use of the solemnities of the Feast of Taber- 
nacles on this occasion may have been providentially ordered as 
an intimation that their God and King was now manifest in the 
Tabernacle of Human Flesh. (John i. 14. Rev. vii. 15; xxi. 
3.) See John xii. 13. 

It is observable that our Lord made His triumphal entry into 
Jerusalem on a Sunday, the Sunday before His Passion. He 
then showed Himself as King, Saviour, and Conqueror, and rode 
on the foal of the ass (the type of the Gentile world; see on Mark 
xi. 2. John xii. 14) into Jerusalem, the Holy City of God. Well 
might the Psalmist in the Spirit, hearing with the prophetic ear 
the future Hosannas of his own city at the triumphal entry of his 
own Son and King (see Ps. cxviii. 24. 26), exclaim, “‘ This is the 
Day which the Lord hath made (the Lord’s Day), we will rejoice, 
and be glad in it.” And may not this event be among those that 
were prophetic of the sanctity, dignity, beauty, and glory of the 
Christian Sunday ? 

On the events of the Holy Week, beginning with Palm 
Sunday, see Dean Stanhope’s Holy Week, and Williams’ Holy 
Week, p. 24, &c.; and Adams, Rev. W., Warnings of Holy 
Week. See on». l. 

12. cis 7d iepdv] into the Temple. St. Matthew appropriately 
proceeds from the triumphant entry to speak of our Lord’s visit 
to the Temple—His own Palace—in His own Capital—and thus 
brings out more clearly the meaning of the withering of the Fig- 
tree, typical of the destruction of Jerusalem,—flourishing with 
the luxuriant foliage of a hypocritical show of Religion in the 
Services of the Temple, but barren of religious fruit. 

— éy 76 tep@] In the outer court of the Temple (not the vous 
or sanctuary) in which the money-changers had erected their 
booths. Christ, Who was so zealous for the sanctification of the 
outer court of the Jewish Temple, requires all to treat with 
reverence the Christian sanctuary—where He is present in His 


Holy Word and Sacraments, and where Angels wait upon Him. 
] Cor. xi. 10. 

— kodAdvBicrGy] the kepuarioral, ‘nwmmularii ;’ those who 
exchanged larger sums into smaller (KéAAvBot or Képuara), for 
the convenience of those who had to pay the half-shekel or Temple- 
rate (see above, xvii. 24, and Mishna de Siclis, cap. i. col. 7), or 
to buy doves (see Lukeii. 24. Levit.i.14; v. 7), or other victims. 
“Auxerat emporium appropinquans Pascha.”’ (Rosenm.) See fur- 
ther on John ii. 14—16. 

— Tas mepiotepds] the doves; for oblations. The Priests sold 
doves and victims to the people who came to the Temple for 
sacrifice; and they acted also as money-changers, to change 
money, in order that the people might buy, and to lend money to 
those who had none. 

Our Lord overturned the seats (cathedras or chairs) of those 
who sold doves. The Dove is an emblem of the Holy Spirit. 
The seat is a place of teaching. He overturns the seats of all 
who sell the gifts of the Spirit, and who make a simoniacal traffic 
of their ministry. He reproves and punishes simony,—that is, 
the selling of spiritual grace for money. He is ever entering into 
the Temple of His Father, the Church, and He casts out from it 
those Bishops, Priests, Deacons, and laymen,—both sellers and 
buyers, who trade in spiritual things; for it is written, Freely ye 
have received, freely give. Matt. x. 8. (Hilary. Jerome.) Cp. 
Acts viii. 18—20. 

Deacons who do not well dispense the funds of the Church, 
but grow rich from the poor man’s portion, are the money-changers 
in Christ’s Temple whose tables Christ overthrows. Bishops, who 
intrust Churches to unfit persons, are they who sell doves,—that 
is, spiritual grace,— whose seats Christ overthrows. (Origen.) 

18. omndraov Anstey] a den of thieves. The term Anois, 
Hebr. yo» (parits), is a general term for a factious and lawless 
person in word and act. 

These words are not only descriptive of the then state of the 
Temple, but are prophetic of its future desecration by the bands 
of factious robbers and assassins (Anorat, o1xdpior), who would 
occupy the Temple during the siege. It is remarkable that 
Josephus (Ant. v. 12) uses the same word Anorat when speak- 
ing of them. Cp. Surenhus. p. 263. 

Your holy House is deserted by Me; it is left for desolation. 
Comp. the remarkable words of Facitus, Hist. v. 13, concerning 
the Temple of Jerusalem at the siege: ‘“‘ Expasse repenté delubri 
fores, et audita major humana Vox, Hwxcedere Deos.” 

14. mpochAOov—tuprot] the blind, &c., came to Him in the 
Temple. We first as a King purifies His Palace, and then dis- 
penses royal gifts to His people. (Luc. Brug.) 

16, odd€rote avéyywre—aivoy] For xarnpriow alvoy, the original 
(Ps. viii. 2) has 1) mip? (yisadta oz), i.e. ‘Thou hast found, 
established, strength.’ Our Lord adopts the sense already given 
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MATTHEW XXI. 17—25. 
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by the Jewish Translators, the LXX, as the correct one, as show- 
ing that the strength of the weak is in praise ; and that worship 
of Himself is strength. Cp. Mede, pp. 37—39. 266. 

— ék otduaros] From the mouth; for it was not done by 
their mind ; but by divine power giving articulate sounds to lisp- 
ing tongues; a figure of the Gentile world then stammering in 
infancy, but soon about to sing with faith. Here was also a 
cheering encouragement to the Apostles. God gives eloquence to 
babes, in order that the Apostles, being illiterate men, might not 
doubt that they themselves would be enabled to preach. Remark 
the contrast. Infants sing praise to Christ, like the Angels in 
heaven; and men reject Him. Christ is the Author of nature. 
He makes children speak wisdom in harmony with prophecy, while 
wise men become fools. (CArys.) 

Holiness makes babes into men; and sin makes men into 
babes. Some reckon the Raising of Lazarus, or the giving of 
sight to one born blind, or the Transfiguration, as the greatest of 
our Lord’s Miracles. But it seems to me that nothing was more 
marvellous than this. One man, Jesus, then so despised in their 
eyes, that He was afterwards delivered to be crucified, did what 
He now does, while the Rulers rage against Him and see their 
gains destroyed. He ejects a multitude, and overturns their 
tables and their seats, and does what a large force could hardly 
have done. Certainly a flame of fire and starry brightness flashed 
from His eyes, and the Majesty of the Godhead shone in His face. 
(Jerome.) 

17. e&7jA0ev—BnOaviay] He went out of the city to Bethany, 
and lodged there. 

“Ex urbeautem Jesus discessit, ut omnemaffectati regni terreni 
suspicionem a se amoveret. Preeclaré ad h. 1. notavit Michaélis, 
templum munitissimum, et coacervatam fuisse in eo infinitam 
pecuniee atque frumenti copiam, adeo ut qui templum, arcem urbis, 
occupasset, in ipsa quoque urbe dominaretur. Jesum ergo, quem 
tam insignis multitudo hominum rerum novarum cupidissimorum, 
eumque Messiam agnoscentium, in templum comitata esset, si 
voluisset regnum terrenum affectare, opportunissimam tunc tem- 
poris occasionem nactum fuisse seditionem movendi, preesertim 
cum plus quam decies centena millia, tempore festi Paschatos, 
Hierosolymis commorarentur ; eum verd hac occasione non usum 
esse, sed é templo, et ipsé urbe, discessisse.””’ (Kwin.) He went 
out to Bethany. In the great city of Jerusalem—His own Metro- 
polis—the King of the Jews and of heaven itself has not where 
to lay His head; but He goes out to a small village in the suburbs 
for a lodging. See on xxvi. 6. 

18. éreivace] He was an hungered—showing His humanity, 
as He ever was wont to do when about to exert His divine power. 

He was an hungered also spiritually. He yearned for the 
salvation of believers, and was grieved for the unbelief of Jerusalem. 
In the Fig-tree we see the Jewish Nation, standing near the Way 
—for it was planted by the Wayside of God’s Law—and He 
came to it and found on it nothing but leaves, the rustling leaves 
of religious profession, the barren traditions of the Pharisees, the 
ostentatious display of the Law, and vain exuberance of words 
without the good fruit of works. He says to it, ‘ Let no man eat 
fruit of thee for ever.’ And it was withered, because it had not 


the fruit for which Christ hungered. Our Lord was going to His 
crucifixion, and He therefore confirmed the minds of His disciples 
by this assurance of His power. If He had so willed, He could 
have withered His enemies, who were about to crucify Him, but 
He waited for their salvation by Repentance. See further below 
on Mark xi. 13. 

19. yiay] one. And so more conspicuous ; and there was but 
one Jerusalem (of which the tree was a type) in the whole world. 
Single it was in favour,—and in sin. 

— el wh pvadra pdvov] save leaves only. The leaves proved 
that it had received the sap of divine grace, enabling it, morally 
speaking, to bear fruit also ; and so its own foliage condemned it 
for barrenness of fruit. 

— Mnkér:] He hungers as Man, and withers the tree as God. 
He gives proof of His Divine Power, for He is about to suffer 
death in the weakness of Humanity. 

20. eénpdvOn] it was withered. The withering of the fig-tree 
was a Parable and Prophecy in action ; 

Our Lord withers a fig-tree, the most succulent of trees, in 
its full luxuriance of leaf, and near the public road, and thus the 
miracle was more striking. He here manifests His punitive power 
in order that the disciples may learn that He is able to wither the 
Jews who crucify Him. But He would not show this punitive 
power on any rational creature. The Evangelist St. Mark (xi. 13) 
says it was not yet the season for figs. But the Jewish people 
was here represented, and it was the season for the fruit of faith 
there. (Cp. Chrys.) 

We here see a proof of our Lord’s goodness. When He 
exercised His Mercy in His Miracles, He did it on the bodies of 
men, but when He displayed the severity of His future judgment, 
it was done upon a Tree, in order that the danger of unbelief 
might be shown without damage to those whom He had come to 
redeem. (Hilary.) Trees were made for men; they have no 
volition, and therefore cannot sin, and have no feeling of punish- 
ment. And this barren fig-tree, withered by Christ’s word, bears 
fruit for ever in the garden of Holy Scripture by the warning it 
gives against hypocritical ostentation and luxuriant unfruitfulness. 

21. éay Exnte mlorw] if ye have faith. The leafy and barren 
fig-tree, which looked so fair and flourishing, was withered by the 
breath of Christ, in order to teach the Apostles to have faith in 
Him; and to assure them, that, although He Himself was now 
about, as it were, to be withered by the blighting scorn and scorch- 
ing rage of the Jewish Nation, now seeming to flourish in pros- 
perity and power, yet He could blast it in a moment, and would 
wither it, if it did not bring forth fruits of Repentance. Let not 
therefore the Disciples of Christ ever faint; let them not be cast 
down by the temporary triumph of evil over good, but,—let them 
have faith in God. See further on Mark xi. 22. 

— 76 dpe robTw] to this Mountain of Olives, far from the Sea. 
Cp. Zech. xiv. 4. Rev. vi. 14; viii. 8. 

The moving of mountains, i.e. of impediments and difficulties, 
is characteristic of Faith. See 1 Cor. xiii. 2. Job ix. 5. 

24. &va] one; not more—one will suffice—though you have 
assailed Me often. 


MATTHEW XXI. 26—42. ill 
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28. ~AvOpwros cixe tTéxva 500] a man had two sons. In this 
and the next Parable our Lord connects the reception of the 
Gentiles with the rejection of the Jews. 

80. TG éxépw] So Tisch. and others on good MS. authority 
for Sevrépw. 

81. ‘O mpéros] This is the reading of most MSS. and Ver- 
sions, among which the old Syriac Cureton. And notwithstanding 
the ingenious observations of Tregelles (pp. 106—108) and the 
evidence given in his valuable edition of this Gospel, this reading 
cannot, it seems, be set aside for 6 torepos, or 6 devTepos, or 6 
éxxatos, which probably arose from a transposition of the para- 
graphs (vy. 29) 6 5& droxpidels—perauedndels arnrder, and (v. 30) 
6 5& drroxpi8els—ovk Gr7A9ev, a transposition which was very likely 
to occur, because both clauses begin and end with the same words. 
Besides, it wight be thought reasonable by some that the invitation 
should be made first to those who represented the Pharisees. 
Hence another occasion for transposition. 

— mpodyovow buas| they go before and show you the way. 

32. 686] 47] (dherech), way, track, doctrine. Hence 7 6dbs, 
the way kat’ ékoxhv, the Gospel (Acts ix. 2; xix. 23). 

83. aumed@va] vineyard. See above, xx. 1. Cp. Isa. v. 1—7. 
Ps. lxxx. 8—15. 

84. tos SodAous] his servants. The Prophets. (See Luke 
xiii. 34.) Servants—whom they beat as Jeremiah, or killed as 
Isaiah, or stoned as Naboth and Zechariah, whom they killed 
between the porch and the altar. Read the Epistle of St. Paul to 
the Hebrews and see what the servants suffered (Heb. xi.). (Je- 
rome.) 

— kaprodvs] fruit, as rent. See Luke xvi. 5, 

39. Zw Tod dumedavos] out of thevineyard. A prophecy that 
He would suffer without the gate (Heb. xiii. 12). 

42. AlOov] The Stone. This quotation finds a very appropriate 


place here, being from the same Psalm (cxviii. 22) as the language 
of Hosanna, which had just been addressed to Christ. (See 
above, v. 9.) He then passes to another prophetical image con- 
cerning Himself represented as a Stone. 

— cis kepadny ywvias] to the head of the corner. This ex- 
pression is synonymous with axpoywviatos, scil. Af@os, in Eph. ii. 
20, and | Pet. ii. 6 (occurring also in Barnab. Epist. c. vi.), there 
quoted from Isa, xxviii. 16, where the Hebr. is 72 j2x, to which 
the Hebr. 725 wx1, corresponding to Kepadr} -ywvlas is tanta- 
mount, since wx there refers to the headpoint, or angle, where 
two walls meet. Now a stone so placed may serve to bind the 
two walls, with which it is united, together; and hence the 
metaphor is highly suitable, since Christ is here represented as 
uniting Jews and Gentiles in Himself, so as to form one Body,— 
the Church of the faithful,—éev 6 maca % oikodouh cvvapmodoyou- 
mévn avter eis vady aytov év Kuptw, Eph. ii. 21. This view is con- 
firmed by Euthym., who (after Chrys. and other ancient Fathers) 
explains: Ka@dmep éxeivos (6 AlBos) ed éEauvTG cvvde? Tolxous 
dv0, Toy avTdoy tpdmov Kal 6 Xpiords ep? éavTS cvvdecuel Tods 
dvo Aaovs (Jews and Gentiles) kal cuvevolt 51a Tis eis adtdy 
mlorews. The same view is expressed in nearly the same words 
by Theophylact. So also Origen ap. Catenam in Matt., Oxon., 
p. 176 (ed. Cramer): ywvia éor) ouyxpdétyots dv0 Tolywv 7d e 
*Iopanar Ajjuma (read Actuua, and comp. Rom. xi. 5) kad trav eOvar 
TANpawa, eis ev gvyKpoT@v 6 Ales Xprords Thy ywviay worhoas. 
(Bloomf.) Christ is become the Corner-stone, that He may join 
the two Walls of the two Peoples (Jews and Gentiles) in Himself. 
(Jerome.) 

— aiitn] A Hebraism, mnt (zoth), hec, derived through the 
LXX (Ps. cxviii. 22). The feminine refers to the whole subject, 
not to ywvla or kedodAh. Cp. John xvii. 3; and see Vorst. de 
Hebr. pp. 282—287; and Kuin.: “ Hebrei foemininum szepius 
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MATTHEW XXI. 48—46. XXII. 1—13. 
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ponere solent pro neutro, et hanc loquendi rationem secuti sunt 
quoque interpp. Alewandrini. 1 Sam. iv. 7, pro nN12, est rowadrn 
pro rowiro: ib. xi. 2, pro mesa, év tadry: Judd. xix. 30, nxt, 
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44. 5 mecdy] he that hath fallen. The unbeliever stumbles at 
Christ, and is shattered to pieces; and the Stone will crush him 
and winnow him like chaff by its judicial power at the Great Day. 

— Tov rAlOov TtotvTov] this Stone, i.e. Myself. See above on 
xvi. 18. He refers here also to the same prophecy of Daniel, as 
in that passage, ta’tn Th wétpa; and it is observable that in the 
translation of Dan. ii. 44 by Theodotion, the same word is used 
as here—A:cunoer—will become like a fan and winnow him away 
like chaff. The Al@os or stone cut out without hands, Aerruve? 
kal Atkphoer Taoas Tas Baordetas. (Dan. ii. 34d—44). Cp.v. 35 
in LXX, where the other kingdoms are described as so pulverized 
by the Stone, that they become Aewrérepa axtpov ev GAwni, i. e. 
Aikpmomeva, 

46. cixov] Seexiv.5. ~- 


Cu. XXII. 2. ‘QwordOn] was likened. See vii. 24. 

— érolnoe yduous] See ix. 15. The word yduwor had been 
used by LXX for a Marriage Feast, sn (mishteh), from root 
mm (shathah), bibit. Gen. xxix. 22, Esther ii. 18. 

Almighty God has made a Marriage Feast for our Lord Jesus 
Christ and His Church, which is gathered from the Jews and 
Gontiles ; and He has sent His servants, Moses and the Prophets, 
and other servants, the Apostles. His armies are the angels; or 
the Roman armies, under Vespasian and Titus, sent to destroy 
Jerusalem. (Jerome.) 

On this Parable see Greg. M. Hom. in Ev. xxxviii. 

10. rovnpods kad drya0ots] bad and good. Such is the state of 
the Visible Church on earth, a mixed company, containing good 
and bad (see xiii. 3. 30). ‘ Arca in undis diluvii Ecclesie typum 
gessit ; in hac Hecclesia nec mali sine bonis, nec boni sine malis.”’ 
(Greg. M.) See above on xiii. 30—48. 

11. &dvpua yduov] a wedding garment. Literally, a garment 
of a wedding: a garment of which the peculiar characteristic 
and quality, present to the speaker’s mind, is, that it is worn at 
a wedding. 

On this very expressive use of the Genitive—which may be 
called the characterizing Genitive—a use derived from, or at least 
very common in, the Hebrew, and much more convenient than 


that of an Adjective, because it brings out more clearly the point 
to which the attention is directed, see Luke xvi. 9, panwwvas 
aduclas. James i, 25, dkpoarhs emiAnouovyis. 2 Thess. ii. 3, 
&vOpwmos Guaptias. Heb. i. 8, paBdos evOdTnTos. 2 Pet. ii. 1, 
aipéoats dmwArclas. 2 Thess. ii.9, Tépara Weddouvs. Matt. xxiv. 15, 
BdéAvypwa epnudoews. Cp. on Acts ix. 15, oxevos éxAoyjs. Acts 
vii. 2, @eds ddkns. See Vorst. de Hebr. p. 247. Glass. Phil. 
Sac. p. 260, and 257. 599, and Schroeder. Inst. Hebr. p. 227. 
Winer, § 34, p. 210. Exod. xxix. 29. 1 Sam.i. 11. Jerem. xii. 10. 

The &dSupua yduou is a Marriage Robe, which the King had 
provided for his guests, as was customary at Eastern audiences 
and entertainments. (Cp. Zeph.i. 8.) See Ros:nmiiller here, 
and the passages in Trench on-the Parables, pp. 227, 228. 

12. mas cichAOes Bde ph Exwv Evdvua ydmov;] how camest 
thou in hither, not having on a wedding garment ? 

What is represented by the Wedding garment? Many 
eminent Expositors say it is some inward affection, faith, or 
charity. Cp. Aug. Serm. xc. vol. v. pp. 702—706. But this 
does not seem to be an adequate reply to the question. 

The Parable represents the Visible Church on Earth, in 
which are bad mingled with good (see v. 10). No doubt, all 
the good will be severed from the bad, when the King comes in 
to see the guests, i.e. at the Last Day. And this process of 
severance had been already described by our Lord in many other 
Parables, viz. the Wheat and the Tares, the bad fish and the good 
fish (see Matt. xiii. 30—48). : 

But the aim of the present Parable is to represent a particular 
form of badness, viz., the refusal to wear the wedding garment, 
provided and appointed by the King for the guests. It is expressly 
said above, v. 10, that there were bad and good in the Guest- 
chamber ; and ad as well as good had on the Wedding garment. 
Therefore the Wedding garment cannot represent internal goodness. 

A garment is a visible thing ; and this garment was provided 
for all; it was one which all might and must wear, and by which 
they would be distinguished from all others, as wearing the livery 
of the King ; but which did not of itself make the bad to be good, 
—for there were some bad who had it on,—and yet he who did 
not wear it was condemned as bad for not wearing it. 

It must therefore be some outward mark, something which 
bad men may have as well as good, but without which, if wantonly 
and wilfully refused, when proffered by the King, none can hope 
to be saved. 

We may conclude, therefore, that the Wedding Garment 
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means external tokens of the Christian faith publicly professed, and 
the Christian Sacraments openly received. Particularly it means 
Baptism, as the germ of all the means of spiritual grace. Hence 
S. Cyril, in his Catechetical Lecture on Baptism, p. 39, compares 
Baptism, in which the soul is espoused to Christ, to a wedding. 

The question, therefore, ‘‘ Friend, how camest thou in hither 
not having a wedding garment ?’’ may be understood as specially 
addressed to those who bear the Christian Name, and who, by 
virtue of certain articles of Christian Belief that they hold, are, so 
far, members of the Visible Church; but who reject the visible 
signs and means of spiritual grace, which are provided for, and 
prescribed to, all by the Great King, viz. the Holy Sacraments. 

This interrogation, uttered by the King and Judge of all, has 
a solemn and awful sense in reference to the Quakers, and others 
who slight the sacramental symbols ordained by Christ Himself, — 
“Friend, how camest thou in hither, not having a wedding gar- 
ment ?”’ 

The white garment provided in the ancient Christian Church 
(especially on Whit Sunday) to be worn in Baptism, when the soul 
is espoused to Christ, may be referred to as illustrative of this 
interpretation. See Bingham XIl.iv. Cp. the Chrysom in our own 
Church, mentioned in K. Edward VI.’s Prayer Books. Bp. 
Gibson’s Codex, Tit. xviii. c. vii. Hence the Wedding Garment in 
this parable is applied to the Baptismal Robe kept pure and unsul- 
lied, or if sullied by sin, washed by penitential tears and in the 
Blood of Christgby Clemens R. ii. 6, ay wh Tnphowpey 7d Bawricwa 
ayvoy Kab wey mota memorOnoe ciaeAevodueba, eis TO BactAciov 
Tod Ocod; anv. Cyril Hieros. p. 3 and p. 39, and p. 12, who 
calls Baptism tvduua pwreivdy. Cp. St. Paul’s words, Gal. iii. 27. 

— épiud0n] was speechless; properly, as one gagged by a 
muzzle. See v. 34, and on Luke iv. 35. 

14. moAdAo) yap ciot KAntot] for many are called, but few 
chosen. Christ commands to baptize all Nations (Matt. xxviii. 
19). And He says, ‘“ Drink ye al/ of this” (Matt. xxvi. 27). He 
proffers the Marriage garment to all, and yet how many refuse it, 
and prefer their own clothes ! 

Besides, even of those who have the Wedding garment, some 
are described as bad, v.10. Therefore, few are chosen. The 
called, or Ecclesia visibilis, is numerous, but how few are the 
chosen! Compare what He has said concerning the narrow 
gate, vii. 13, 14, and His description of the character of the last 
days, xxiv. 37—39. Luke xvii. 26; xviii. 8. 

He had used this saying also above, xx. 16, where see note. 

15, 16. Papicatoi—peta Tay ‘Hpwdiavav] They hated one 
another: the Pharisees, under pretence of zeal for Jehovah, being 
eager to rebel against Rome; the Herodians profaning the things 
of God, under plea of loyalty to Herod and to Rome; but they 
conspired together against Christ, who confounded them both by 
the force of Truth. 

Observe Herodiani, a Latin termination, showing connexion 
with the Gentile world. So Christiani, a word first heard in a 
Gentile city (Acts xi. 26). mak 

17. ear] is it lawful ? A dilemma. If He answer No, it is 
not lawful to give tribute to Cesar, then the Herodians will accuse 
Him as a rebel against Cesar. If Yes, the Pharisees will condemn 
Him as a traitor to God, whose Prophet and Son He professes to be. 
But see how He turns the horns of the dilemma against them both! 


— Kivoov] ‘ censum ;’ émucepddaioy, a poll-tax. (Hesych.) 


— Katloapi] to Cesar—at that time Tiberius. Compare 
St. Paul’s precepts to those who lived under Nero, Rom. xiii. 
1—3. 

19. véuicua tod Khvoov] The money in which the Tax is to 
be paid. Not a Jewish shekel, but a Roman coin; a Denarius 
having Czesar’s image; sometimes combined with heathen em- 
blems, and showing that you are under his rule. ‘‘ Ubicunque 
numisma regis alicujus obtinet”’ (says a Jewish writer, Maimonid. 
in Gezelah. v. 18), “illic incole regem istum pro domino 
agnoscunt.”” 

20. Tivos 7 cixdv] Whose is thisimage ? He answers them by 
what they had in their hands, and with which they transacted 
their daily affairs—the current coin of the country—proving by 
its currency the subjection of their country to him whose coin 
it is. 

21. °*Anddore] Render ye. They had talked of giving tribute to 
Cesar, as if tribute was a boon! He corrects them by prefixing 
a preposition, amé,—He does not say, dér«, but dmd-dore,—not 
date, but reddite. ‘Tribute is not a gift, but a due. Render, 
therefore, tribute of your coin to Cesar; and tribute of yourselves, 
coined in the Divine Mint, and stamped with the Divine Image 
and Superscription (Gen. i. 26,27; ix. 6. 1 Cor. xi.7), to Ceesar’s 
God. Tertullian says (de Idol. xv.), ‘ Reddite imaginem Cesari 
que in nummo est, et imaginem Dei Deo que in homine est, ut 
Cesari quidem pecuniam reddas, Deo temetipsum.”’ Cp. Aug. in 
Joann. Tract. xl. 9, and xli.2; and By. Andrewes, “On giving 
Cesar his Due,”’ v. p. 127—140. 

The Pharisees had sent their disciples with the Herodians, 
preparing for Him a double snare, that, if He answered according 
to the opinion of the Herodians, the disciples of the Pharisees 
might accuse Him; but if He replied in their favour, then the 
Herodians might arraign Him. But He, as God, knew their 
thoughts, and, as His custom was, replied to them out of their 
own mouths. He does not say, ‘‘ Give to Cesar, but render, as a 
due.’ And lest they should allege that He subjected them to 
man, He adds, ‘‘ And render the things of God to God.” So St. 
Paul (Rom. xiii. 7), “‘ Render unto all their dues.’”-—And when 
you hear that you are to render the things of Cesar to Cesar, 
you are to understand that our Lord means you are to render 
those things which are not prejudicial to holiness; for the sur- 
render of any thing that is sacred is not Czesar’s tribute, but 
Satan’s. (Chrys.) 

Render to Cesar; Tiberius, under whom our Blessed Lord 
was crucified.—Render to Czesar his due, tribute, custom; and to 
God His own,—namely, tithes and offerings. (Jerome.) 

22. amfrOov] they departed. And yet they could afterwards 
accuse Him of forbidding to give tribute to Cesar! See Luke 
xxili. 2. 

24. Mwioyjs elrev] Moses said. The referenceis to Deut. xxv. 
5, of which the substance is here given, not the exact words. 

This method of quoting, common among the Jews, deserves 
attention, as showing that our Blessed Lord, and His Apostles 
and Evangelists, followed the practice usual among the Jews in 
citing Holy Scripture, and in giving the sense sometimes in an 
enlarged, sometimes in a compendious form, rather than the exact 
words. See Surenhus., and above on Matt. ii. 23. 
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29—382. uh ciddtes Tas ypapds] because ye know not the 
Scriptures. See Tren. iv. 5. 2, who thence argues against the 
Gnostics, that the God of the Old Testament is the same as He 
Whom Christ reveals as His Father in the New. Cp. Beveridge 
and Browne on Art. VII. 

82. °Eyé eiur] I am the God of Abraham, who is dead; but 
since I am His God, and since I am the everliving Jehovah, and 
all live in Me, therefore He will rise again. 

God calls Himself the God of Abraham; and Abraham con- 
sists of body and soul; so that Abraham’s body must rise again 
in order that God’s promise may be true. (Theophyl. in Marc. xii.) 

He proves also that Abraham’s souw/ is still alive; for God 
calls Himself his God, and He is the God of the diving, and so is 
inferred the resurrection of the Jody, which, together with the 
soul, had done good or evil. (Jerome.) 

The Eternal “I am ”’ calls Himself their God, therefore they 
will exist for ever. (Cp. Hilary, Origen.) 

God after their death desiring still to be called their God 
thereby acknowledgeth that He hath a blessing and reward for 
them still, and consequently that He will raise them to another 
life in which they may receive it. By. Pearson on the Creed, 
Art. xi. p. 702—712. “Nam non ewxistenti beneficia tribui non 
possunt.’’ (Rosenm.) 

In this question the Sadducees were not content with putting 
a case of three or four husbands, they speak of seven, in order to 
throw ridicule on the doctrine of the Resurrection. Since they 
plead Moses and the Law, He shows that their question proceeds 
from ignorance of Scripture. It is not wonderful that through 
ignorance of Me you should tempt Me, since your question proves 
that you know not God’s power nor Word. If you knew God, 
you would know that nothing is impossible with Him. And then 
He shows them from Scripture that they who are departed are 
still alive; for God says, I am (not I was) the God of Abraham, 
Isaac, and of Jacob; I am the God of them yet living. And He 
describes the manner of the Resurrection,—they do not marry 
nor are given in marriage, but are as the angels of God in heaven. 
Being as the angels they do not marry. The fashion of ¢his world 
passeth away. 1 Cor. vii. 31. (Chrys.) 

Our Lord chose this testimony from the Pentateuch, in order 
to refute the Sadducees, who received only the five books of Moses. 
(Jerome.) 


85. vouixds] a lawyer. This is the only passage in St. Matthew 
where this word occurs. He is called ypaumarebs by St. Mark, 
xii. 28. The word voukds is never used by St. Mark or St. John ; 
but six times by St. Luke. Perhaps St. Luke uses the word 
voutxos to distinguish the ypaumare’s from the persons known 
by that name in Greek cities. 

36. moia evtoAh weyddAn] what command is great, above the 
rest? (Heb. x. 21; xiii. 20.) Glass. Phil. Sacr., p. 274. Hence 
Mark xii. 28 has rpérn. The question of the Lawyer is conceived 
in the spirit of those Jewish Doctors who taught that if a man was 
careful to keep some “ one great precept,’”’ he mj disregard the 
rest. With a view to this dangerous notion the tle St. James 
Gi. 10) teaches that if a man wilfully and habitually allows him- 
self in the breach of any one commandment, he is guilty of all. 

The offering of sacrifice was by many regarded as the para- 
mount duty, as being placed first in Leviticus. (See Bede on 
Mark xii.) On this was founded the Gloss of the Corban (see 
above, xv. 5); and to this our Lord replies, v. 37. 39, from Deut. 
vi. 5, and approves the opinion of the scribe. Mark xii. 33, 7d 
ayamay K.T.A. TAEtOY eoTL TdYTWY TOY SdrOKaVT@UdTwY Kal TOY 
4vo1wv,—more than all the burnt-offerings and the sacrifices pre- 
scribed, as I well know, in the Law. 

37. "En até *Incots] So H, F, G, H, K, M, S, V, and others, 
not 6 5€7I. cimev aia. 

88. Air éorly 7 wey. k. tpd7n] So B,D, L, Z, and other MSS. 
and ancient Versions, among which the Syriae Cureton; and this 
appears to be preferable to the reading atrn éor) mpétn kab 
Meydan. 

89. duola] Like unto it in amplitude and largeness, inasmuch 
as it is the root out of which all Laws of duty to men-ward have 
grown, as out of the former all Offices of Religion toward God. 
Hooker, I. viii. 8. 

40. dros 5 vouos Kpéuarat k. of mpopjra)] All the Scripture 
hangs. On vdy, k. ‘™p., as equivalent to the whole Scripture, see 
vii. 12; xi. 13. kpewarat in sing. and after vduos, the reading of 
B, D, L, Z, Vulg., Syr. Cureton, &c., seems preferable to the 
other reading kp¢uavra at the end of the sentence. The Lawyer 
had asked what was the great commandment in the Law. Our 
Lord recites the commandment on which hangs all the Law, and 
the Prophets besides. 


44, Eimey 6 Kupios] i.e. Jehovah said to Adonai. (Ps. cx. 1) 


MATTHEW XXII. 45, 46. 
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Cp. Ps. ii. 4, where for Adonai the Chaldee Paraphrase has x19 | 


(meyimra), the Eternal Adyos, or Worp of God; from root Dx 
(amar), dixit. Cp. Acts ii. 34, where St. Peter applies the same 
prophecy to Christ ; and see on John i. 1. 


Cu. XXIII. 2. Em) ris Mwiioéws kabédpas exdbicay] they sate 
(i.e. were placed by authority), and continue to sit on Moses’ seat, 
Mwicéws kaedpas. Observe the alliteration mw asin (moshad 
mosheh) ; éxdicay, the aorist, denoting continuance; comp. 
evddxyoa, iii. 17, they were installed and now sié, i.e. they are 
invested with official authority, as Teachers (Luke iv. 20. John 
viii. 2. Matt. xxvi. 55) and as Judges. Cp. Exod. xviii. 13. 
Matt. xxvii. 19. 

And as far as they speak in the name of Moses, and in con- 
Sormity with his doctrine, they are to be revered and obeyed. 
See above, xvi. 6—12, and S. Aug. (in 8. Joann. Evang. Tract. 
xlvi. 6): Multi quippe in Ecclesia commoda terrena sectantes 
Christum tamen predicant, et per eos vox Christi auditur: et 
sequuntur oves, non mercenarium, sed vocem PasTorRis per 
mercenarium. Audite mercenarios ab Ipso Domino demonstratos: 
Scribe, inquit, et Pharisei cathedram Moysi sedent: que igitur 
dicunt, facite; que autem faciunt, facere nolite. Quid aliud 
dixit, nisi, per mercenarios vocem Pastoris audite? Sedendo 
enim cathedram Moysi legem Dei docent: ergo per illos Deus 
docet. Sua vero illi si velint docere, nolite audire, nolite facere. 
Quod enim facit malé, non predicat de cathedra Christi: inde 
ledit unde mala facit, non unde bona dicit. 

Hence also an argument may be derived for the Integrity of 
the Hebrew Text of the Old Testament. Our Lord refers His 
disciples to the Scribes as the Guardians of the Sacred Volume. 
He recognizes it as existing in their hands. Cf. Lud. Viv.in Aug. 
De Civ. Dei, viii. 39: ‘Scribe erant, qui sacrorum librorum 
literam docebant, nec ab e& recedebant latum culmum.” If the 
Scribes and Pharisees had tampered with the Sacred Text, such a 
sin on their part would never have passed unrebuked by Christ. 
He does censure them for making it of none effect by their Tra- 
ditions (xv. 3). But He never utters a syllable of remonstrance 
against them as if they had corrupted the Tewt itself. Hence we 
may safely infer that it was faithfully guarded by them. Indeed, 
from the vast number of Synagogues, and of copies of the Old 
Testament read every Sabbath, in every part of the civilized world, 
it was impossible for any one, even if he had desired it, to in- 
troduce any alteration into the Sacred Text of the Old Testament. 

‘The Pharisees had conspired with their enemies the Sadducees 
against Christ, as Herod and Pontius Pilate were made friends at 
the crucifixion. But what more meek and benign than Christ ! 
He had been tempted by the Pharisees; and yet to maintain the 
honour of the Priesthood and the dignity of its name He exhorts 
the people to submit to them, not in regard of their works, but 
their doctrine (as far as it was taught from the chair of Moses, 
i.e. consistently with the Law of God). (Jerome.) 

5. mAarivovoi—pvaaxtnpia] they make broad their Phylac- 
teries. The texts of Scripture embroidered on the Phylacteries, 


Vou. I. 


called Tephillim, from Tephiliah, prayers; amulets of parchment 
which were braced with leather thongs over the arms, the heart, 
and the eyes (Exod. xiii. 9. 16. Deut. vi. 4—10; xi. 18—20). 
Cp. Joseph. Ant. iv. 8. Hieron. in Ezek. xxiv. 17. Busxtor/, 
Lex. Talm. p. 1743. Goodwin, Moses and Aaron, i. 101. Light- 
foot, i. 944. Jahn, Archeol. § 319. 

— peyadrdvovor Ta Kpdoreda] they enlarge the Fringes of 
their garments. The kpdoweda (tsitsith) differ from the @uvAak- 
Thpta, being attached as fringes, of purple, to the garment (Numb. 
xv. 38. Deut. xxii. 12); whereas the ovAaxrfhpia were parch- 
ment-strips bound over the arm, &c. with strings. See Jahn, 
Arch. § 122. 

7. paBBt] 2, My Master. Rabbi, from root 14, rab = great; 
as Magister from magnus, wéyas. 

8. uh KAnO7jre] Let not this be your ambition ¢o be so called. 

— cis—é diddcnados] So Tischendorf and Alford for «is 6 
KaOnyntys, and, it seems, rightly. There is but one, the only 
Magister or Teacher, Who inspires all true Wisdom and enables 
you to receive it. He Who is the Wisdom of God. Cp. S. 
Augustine’s Treatise de Magistro (i. 187), in which this argument 
is handled. 

9. kal rarépa ui Kadéonte] and call not any one father upon 
earth. These prohibitions are to be understood from the practice 
of the Pharisees, who did not teach the people to look up to God, 
the sole Author of all good, but, in their ambitious desire of human 
glory and worldly titles, drew off the homage of the people from 
God to themselves, and usurped His place in the popular mind. 
Cp. 2 Cor. i. 24. James iii. 1. 1 Pet. v. 3. 

That man may be said to call no man father upon earth, who 
does all his actions as in God’s sight, and the language of whose 
life is, ‘‘ Qur Father which art in heaven, Hallowed be Thy 
Name!” (Cp. Origen.) 

10. kabnynrns] guide. The Pharisees claimed to be guides, 
(Rom. ii. 19), and are called 65nyol tupaol, blind guides, by Christ 
(xv. 14; xxiii. 16 24), a warning to these who encroach upon the 
province of others in exercising spiritual direction—aaddotpio- 
extoxomo: (1 Pet. iv. 15), and particularly to those who usurp 
dominion over the Conscience of others, or submit their own 
Conscience unreservedly to the will of others. See By. Sanderson, 
vol. iv. 62; de Conscient. Preel. iii. § 67. 

— 6 Xpicrés] the Christ. Our Lord now began to use the 
word Xpiorbds in speaking of Himself. (See xvi. 20. Mark ix. 41.) 
In the Gospels, when the word stands alone or with Incois, 
except in such cases as Matt. i. 1, Mark i. 1, John i. 17; xvii. 3, 
it generally has the article, but in the Epistles it is generally 
without the article. 

The declaration that Christ alone is their Master and Guide 
is a plain declaration of the Divinity of Christ. St. Paul says, 
“ Who is Paul, who is Apollos, who is Cephas? are they not 
Ministers or Servants, not Masters?” (1 Cor. iii. 5.) He means 
that we ought to know Him Whom we call Father, above all; 
God, the great cause of all Teachers and Fathers. And by adding 
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that one is their Master, Christ, He equals Himself to God, and 
makes Himself one with the Father. (Chrys.) 

1. ‘O pelGwy] The greater: perhaps with reference to the mean- 
ing of the word Rabli, see on v. 7. Ifa man is greater than the 
rest, let him prove himself to be really so, by making himself Jess. 

18. Oval] Woe! Used by the LXX for the Hebrew ‘ix or 47. 
Our Lord had begun with Eight Beatitudes (Matt. v.3—11). He 
now concludes with Hight Woes. 

These dreadful denunciations, pronounced by the meek and 
lowly Jesus, the ‘‘ Man of sorrows and acquainted with grief,” 
with stern severity and awful solemnity, as from a judicial tri- 
bunal, on those very persons, the chief powers of Jerusalem, who 
were about to bring Him as a lamb to the slaughter, and to arraign 
Him before the judgment-seat of the heathen Governor of Judzea, 
display in majestic grandeur the fearful transactions of the day of 
Universal Reckoning, when He who was crucified on Calvary will 
appear as supreme Lord and Judge of all on His great white 
Throne, and be seen face to face by all who have pierced Him 
with their sins, and will pronounce sentence of eternal weal or 
woe on every man. 

— bmoxpital] hypocrites. He repeats this word seven times here 
(vv. 13, 14, 15, 23, 25, 27, 29). On the term Hypocrisy applied 
to the Pharisees, not only as deceiving others, but as deluding 
themselves, being blinded by their evil passions ; whence they are 
called blind guides (v. 16; see also wv. 24, 26), see Bp. Buller’s 
Serm. on Jan. 30, and note in Christian Institutes, iii. pp. 48, 49, 
and see notes below on } Tim. iv. 2. 

— kal mpopdoe] And this ye do,—making long prayers for a 
pretext (Phil. i. 18) of religion; that is, ye add hypocrisy to 
rapacity, and therefore will receive greater damnation. 

— tepioodrepov] ‘‘ Qui bono abutitur ad malum ornandum 
magis judicatur.” (Beng.) 

15. mpoondvtoy] a proselyte. The word used by LXX for 
Hebrew 43 (ger), from 1a (yur), commorari (Exod. xii. 48, 49; 
xx. 10, and passim), and applied specially in our Saviour’s time 
to the two classes of converts to Judaism, i. e. (1) the Proselytes 
of the Gate, syvi 3, who were not circumcised; and (2) the Prose- 
lytes of Righteousness, 77¥ 3, who were circumcised and also 
baptized. Cf. Jahn, Archeeol. § 325. : 

On the uses of Proselytes in the propagation of the Gospel, 
see below, Introduction to the Acts of the Apostles, p. xvii. 

— viv yeévyns] son of gehenna, or hell. Cp. vidv dmwrelas 
(John xvii. 12, 2 Thess. ii.3). So myo 33 (ben maveth), ‘son of 


death’ i.e. ‘ spiritu inferni commotum et alios ad infernum secum 


trahentem, et dignum pcenis inferni, lisque afficiendum.” Cp. 
above on ix. 15, and on John xvii. 12. 
— dumdrdrepoy judy] twice as much a child of Hell. Hence 


we may infer degrees of punishment hereafter proportioned to 
degrees of sin. (Origen.) So Aug. Serm.161,4: ‘ Due habita- 
tiones sunt, una in igne eterno, alia in regno eterno: ibi omnes 
cruciabuntur, minus ille, plus ille.’’ He then cites x. 15 and this 
text, and adds, ‘alii duplo alii simplo.’’ See above on x. 15. 

The Pharisees made proselytes for their own advantage ; and 
these proselytes, seeing the vices of those who converted them 
under a semblance of piety, became worse than before, and even 
than their masters (cp. Jerome). Or because, having seen your 
sins, they relapse into heathenism, and become worse than before. 

18. 7d Sdépy] their own gift, counted by them in their own 
self-righteousness of more worth than the divine honour. 

23. amodexatodre] ye tithe, i.e. pay tithe of—see Luke xviii. 
12. ‘ @mrodexarody, verbum Alexandrine dialecto proprium, 
respondet Hebr. ‘wy, significat hoc loco decimas dare, Gen. xxviii. 
22, thy dexarny TeArciy, ut dixit Joseph. Ant. iv. 4. Judei sacer- 
dotibus dare debebant decimas omnium frugum, vid. Lev. xxvii. 
30. Num. xvii, 21. Deut. xiv. 22. Phariseeorum ii, qui non 
ex sacerdotum ordine erant, ut inprimis sancti et pii adversus 
Deum viderentur, hance legem diligentissimé observabant, ita ut 
etiam decimas minutissimorum olerum, que vulgo decimari non 
solebant, religiosissimé persolverent. Neque Jesus hanc eorum 
religionem vituperat, sed perstringit eorum simulationem, quod 
negligerent virtutes, quarum studium et exercitatio longé majoris 
momenti esset.”? (Kwuin.) 

Mint, anise, and cummin are the seasoning of food, and not 
the substance. Our Lord approves the observance of what is 
least, but commands to keep what is chief, that is, ‘‘ judgment, 
mercy, and faith.” 

24. dwAlCovres] The Vulgate rightly renders it eacolantes, 
straining out, straining of. In Amos vi. 6, the LXX have 
aivovres diwAiouévov olvoy,—i. e. drinking wine so carefully strained 
and filtered that no unclean animalcula could find their way into 
it so as to be swallowed by them. Buator/, Lex. Talmud. p. 516. 
This was the practice of those who professed extraordinary sanc- 
tity. See Talmud in cap. Schabbath, ‘ colant vinum per lintea ;’’ 
and Mazmon. de cibis vetitis, apud Vorst. de Hebr., p. 771. 

Irridet Christus scribarum in colandis culicibus diligentiam, 
quorum in glutiendis camelis esset incuria. S. Hilary. 
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27. Kexoviopevots] whitewushed. ovia, * calce dealbatis.” 
So toixe kevoviayeve (Acts xxiii. 3). Cp. Demosth. 36, 16; 689, 
24.  Pococke, i. 154, and Wetstein here. Graves were usually 
whitewashed at that season, i. e. in the month Adar (March), (cp. 
Lightf. and Schoettgen,) in order to guard persons from contract- 
ing pollution by proximity to the dead, see Numbers xix. 16. 

The ceremonial ordinances of the Law were instituted for the 
sake of the moral law, i.e. for mercy and judgment; so that the 
former were of no use without the latter. He speaks thus to 
show, that even before the Gospel, these ceremonial ordinances 
were not the main requisite, but were subordinate to moral duties. 
And this is what the ancient Prophets often teach, e. g. Hos. vi. 6. 
Micah vi. 8. We ought to be Temples ;—how often are we but 
Tombs! (Chrys.) 

29. tdpovs—pynueta] Ye build their tombs and adorn their 
monuments, but ye do not imitate their example; ye disobey their 
precepts, and slight their warnings, and rebel against their God, 
Who has sent to you His Son, to Whom all the Prophets bear wit- 
ness. And thus ye show yourselves the children of those who 
killed the Prophets, and are even worse than your fathers, because 
ye add hypocrisy to impiety. Woe, therefore, to you Hypocrites ! 

80. jucda] “Pro ey in pluribus et optimis codd. h. 1. et 
paulo post legitur #u<8a; quam Imperfecti formam recté in textum 
receperunt Griesbachius et Matthei. Attici enim veteres rarod 
dixerunt #unv pro jv, sed Alexandrina et communis dialectus hance 
Imperfecti formam sibi tanquam propriam vindicavit. vid. Jos. v. 1. 
Neh. i. 4. ii. 1]. Matt. xxv. 35 al. Moeris: #v, dyv7) rod Huny, 
*ArtiK@s’ Hunyv, “EAAnvin@s.” (Kuin.) Cp. Winer, p. 74, and 
below on xxv. 35. 

81. bore paprupeite] ye bear witness against yourselves that 
ye are the children of those who killed the Prophets. Them, 
who killed the Prophets, ye call your Fathers; and rightly, because 
ye imitate their acts; and are therefore their children. Cp. v. 45. 
Rom. iv. 11, 12. 

He therefore identifies them with their fathers, and charges 
them with their fathers’ sins. See v. 35, dv épovedoare, ye killed 
even Zacharias. Cp. John vi. 32, ‘‘ Moses gave you not,’’ &c. 

84. Aid rovr0] There is a remarkable similitude between this 
passage and 2 Esdras i. 28—33. (Beng.) (Cp. Luke xi. 49.) 

— pactiyecete ev Tals cvvarywyais] See on Acts xxvi. 11. 

85. Zaxaplov viod Bapaxlov] Zacharias son of Barachias. Cf. 
Luke xi. 51. ; 

Among the various opinions that have been adduced concern- 
ing this Zacharias, the most probable is, that our Lord refers to 
the Zacharias who was the son of Jehoiada the Priest, and was 
slain by command of King Joash, whom he had rebuked for his 
sins, and for those of his subjects. That Zacharias was slain in 
the court of the House of the Lord, or as our Lord describes it 
“ between the Temple and the Altar,” that is, in the Court of the 
Priests, between the Porch of the vads and the brazen Altar of 
burnt-offering ; and when he died he said, “‘ The Lord look upon 
it and require it.” (2 Chron. xxiv. 20—22.) 

The books of the Chronicles being regarded as the conclusion 
of the Historical Canon of the Old Testament, and the sum and 
colophon of all Jewish History (‘‘ Instrumenti Veteris Epitome,” 


says S. Jerome ad Paulin.), our Lord in citing the history of the 
Martyrdom of Zacharias from that Book, and in going backward 
JSrom it to the Martyrdom of Abel, as recorded in the Book of 
Genesis, comprises all Jewish History as narrated in the Inspired 
Canon of the Old Testament (cp. Bp. Cosin on the Canon, p. 13), 
and therefore combines the ‘ Acts and Sufferings of all the 
Martyrs,’”’ whose blood “ crieth from the ground’”’ to God, as did 
that of Abel and Zachariah. (Gen. iv. 10. 2 Chron. xxiv. 22.) 

The dying words of Zachariah were wrp) Ti NY and 
wr (darash) = (nréw, Lev. x. 16. Deut. xii. 5. 1 Chron. x. 13. 
Those words therefore of the martyr seem to be prophetical of 
our Lord’s allusion to his Martyrdom ; and our Lord (in Luke 
xl. 51) appears to refer to those dying words, val, A€yw buiv, 
ex(nTnohoerat. 

The words of Zachariah were spoken in the Temple where 
his blood was shed. Our Lord is the true Zacharias (from 733, 
zachar, recordatus fuit, and m7, Jehovah), or Remembrancer of 
God, and He is the true Son of Barachiah (from 3, barak), 
benedixit, and iy (jah), or son of the Blessed (see Mark xiv. 61), 
and He takes up those words of Zacharias in the Temple, and 
predicts its doom. 

Kuin. well says, ‘‘ Jesus igitur, ut significaret omnes ceedes 
hominum sanctissimorum, easdemque crudelissimas, ut Luce 
verbis utamur, ard karaBodjjs Kéopov, & Judeorum majoribus 
commissas, nominavit primam, maximé memorabilem, ceedem in 
literis sacris commemoratam (sc. Abelis), et ultimam cedem, ad 
aras perpetratam, nempe Zacharie. Altare etiam nocentibus, 
nisi atrocissimé deliquissent, asylum et tutela erat. vid. Exod. xxi. 
14, 1 Regg. i. 51. ii. 28 sqq. Sic neque nos tangunt ea, que 
observarunt alii, Zachariam nimirum non fuisse ultimum pro- 
phetarum a Judzis interfectorum, Uriam quoque prophetam jussu 
Joiakimi trucidatum esse, coll. Jer. xxvi. 21 ss. 2 Paral. xxxvi. 4 
ss. sed, quod probe notandum, non interfectus est ut Zacharias 
seratd TOD vaod Kad Tod Ovotacrnplov.”’ 

But it may be asked, why does our Lord not call Zachariah 
Son of Jehoiada ? Why does He call him the Son of Barachiah } 

Because probably Jehoiada was also called Barachiah. For 
numerous instances of persons with two names among the Jews, 
see Grotius here. Surenhus. p. 92. Glass. Philo]. Patrit. de Evang, 
ii. p. 43. 

And because, as Adel ‘the righteous,’ the good shepherd, 
slain by his brother Cain, was a type of Christ (Heb. xii. 24), so 
Zacharias, in his name, his priestly office, his preaching, and in 
his death, was a type of Christ Himself. The words, ‘Son of 
Barachiah,’ mean ‘Son of the Blessed,’ and this was a name of 
Curisr Himself (see Mark xiv. 61). Barachias (says Jerome) 
signifies ‘ Blessed of the Lord ;’ and the righteousness of Jehoiada 
the Priest is expressed by this Hebrew word. And in the Gospel 
used by the Nazarenes we find ‘Son of Jehoiada,’ instead of 
‘Son of Barachias.’ 

Our Lord has just been uttering maledictions against the 
hypocrisy of the Scribes and Pharisees; and He now intimates 
that they who suffer for the truth are children of “ the Blessed,” 
and that He Himself Whom they were about to put to death as 
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accursed,—for, cursed is he that hangeth on a tree (Gal. iii. 13. 
Deut. xxi. 23), is the ‘ Son of the Blessed,’ and had been typified 
in His testimony and His sufferings by all the Martyrs of the Old 
Testament, from Abel to Zacharias, the Son of the Blessed ; and 
that His own murder would be the crowning sin which would fill 
up the cup of God’s wrath to the brim, and make it overflow with 
vengeance upon them. And He concludes with saying that they 
should not see Him.till they acknowledge Him to be ‘ the Son of 
Barachias,’ and say, ‘‘ Buressep is He that cometh in the Name 
of the Lorn” (see v. 39). For an interesting inquiry into this 
text, see Dr. Jackson on the Creed, book xi. ch. xliii. vol. xi. 
p. 256—287. Lightfoot, i. 2040; ii. 237. 436. Thilo, Codex 
Apoc. N. T. Ixiv. 

86. Tatra mavra] all these things shall come upon this gene- 
ration. See on xxiv. 15. It may be asked why the blood of 
Abel and Zachariah, which was not shed by the Jews of that 
generation, should be required of it? Because they, who in their 
conduct to the Apostles imitated Cain and Joash, are considered 
as one and the same generation with them. (Jerome.) 

Our Lord encouraged and comforted His disciples, by show- 
ing them that whatever they might suffer, no less had been suf- 
fered by saints of old. And He warned the Jews, by predicting 
that as the persecutors of the ancient Saints were destroyed, so 
would they be punished also. They who see how others have 
been chastised for sin, and yet commit the same sin, or worse, 
will suffer worse punishment than those whose examples they have 
been permitted to see, and which they wilfully follow. (Chrys.) 

87. ‘Tepovoadrrp, ‘Iegovoadhu)] O Jerusalem, Jerusalem. This 
repetition of the name marks intense love. (Chrys.) 

— moodkis] how often! For Christ came to the Jews in 
Moses and the Prophets, and in the Angels themselves, minister- 
ing to their salvation in every age. (Orviyen.) 

— opus Ta vooota] as a hen gathers her chickens. Not only 
because He would have covered her with His Wings, but (as Aug. 
says, Serm, 264) “quia gallina propter infirmitatem pullorum ipsa 
infirmatur, et infirmatur cum pullis, et Dominus propter infirmi- 
tatem nostram et Ipse susceptione carnis infirmari dignatus est.” 
Cp. 2 Esd. i. 30. 

He derives the image from the bird who most loves her 
offspring, and from the language of the Prophets and Psalms, 
which speak of the people being safe under the wings and fea- 
thers, i.e. the providence and protection of God. Ps. xvii. 8; 
Ivii. 1; Ixi. 4; xci. 4. What Christ then prophesied has already 
come to pass; who can deny it? And as surely will His other 
prophecies be fulfilled. As surely as, according to His prophecies, 
Jerusalem has been destroyed, so surely will He come again to 
judgment. (Chrys.) 

38. 6 olkos tuay] your house, particularly the Temple; your 
holy House, which was God’s House, but is now become your 
house. by being made by you to be ‘a den of thieves ;’ that is 
now left to you, being deserted by God. See on xxiv. 15, and 
above, xxi. 13. 

The Veil of the Temple was about to be rent in twain; and 
though after the Ascension the Apostles still resorted to it for 
prayer, yet in fact the virtue of the daily sacrifice ceased at the 
Crucifixion (Dan. ix. 27), when the Type was merged in the 
Antitype, and when the Jewish Temple became the Cenotaph of 
the Law, and the Christian Churclf was made the Oracle of God. 

89. Ob uh pe YSnTe] Ve shall not see Me henceforth. You 
shall not know Me, before you welcome Me as the Messiah, and 
adore Me as God. You may crucify Me as Man, but that is be- 
cause you are blind, and because ye see Me not asI am. And 
now for your sins ye are smitten with blindness. The things that 
belong to your peace are hid from your eyes. Luke xix. 42. But 
in order to see Me, you must look at Me with the eye of faith; 


you must worship Me as God. And this will be, when with 
broken hearts and weeping eyes, you “‘ look on Him Whom you 
have pierced.’ Zech. xii. 10. Hos. iii. 4, 5. John xix. 37. On 
the phrase am’ &pt: see xxvi. 64. 

— EvaAoynuévos—Kuplov] Blessed is He that cometh in the 
Name of the Lord. ‘The solemn salutation of the Messiah (Ps. 
cxviii. 26. See xxi. 9). A reference to the name Barachias, men- 
tioned v. 35. 

What He says is this,—Unless ye repent, and confess Me, 
of whom the Prophets wrote, as the Son of God Almighty, ye 
shall not see My face. The Jews have now time given them for 
repentance ; let them confess Christ to be the Blessed One Who 
cometh in the Name of the Lord, and then they will see His face. 
(Jerome.) 

The Jewish Nation has ceased to be God’s household ; and 
remaining in the obstinacy of unbelief, they will not behold 
Christ till they bless Him coming in the name of the Lord. 
(Hilary.) When the veil is taken from their hearts, they will see 
Him. 2 Cor. iii. 14—16. 


Cu. XXIV. 1. tas oixodouas Tod fepod] the structures of the 
Temple, whose solidity and magnificence is described by Josephus, 
B. J. v. 5. Antiq. xv. 14, 

As Bengel observes, the word oixodouds intimates that the 
work of building was even then going on (cp. John ii. 20). 
“« Fortasse magis opus fervebat, ob Pascha instans.’”? While they 
were building it, He was prophesying its destruction. The 
Corner-stone was rejected’ by the Builders (Ps. cxviii. 22), and 
they built in vain ; for ‘‘ except the Lord build the house, their 
labour is but lost who build it”? (Ps. cxxvii. 1). 

Because our Lord had just said to the Jews, ‘‘ Your house is 
left desolate,’ therefore the Apostles, surprised by such an an- 
nouncement, come and show Him the buildings of the Temple ; 
as if in doubt whether so much glory could fade. He therefore 
proceeds to predict its entire destruction. Ye are surprised at the 
announcement—but not one stone will be left on another. The 
Apostles appear to have then supposed that the day of Jerusalem’s 
destruction would be the day of His Second Coming. They 
imagined this would be so because He had said, ‘“ Ye shall not 
see Me henceforth, till ye say Blessed is He that cometh in the 
name of the Lord” (xxiii. 39). But our Lord corrects this notion 
by saying, “‘ The end is not yet” (xxiv. 6). 

On former occasions, Jerusalem had been restored from time 
to time, and the Temple had been rebuilt ; but He now predicts 
that the next destruction would be total. (Chrys.) 

8. Tov dpouvs Tay eAaiGv] the Mount of Olives. Observe, that 
the Siege began at the place where this prophecy was delivered, 
i.e. the Mount of Olives (see Josephus, B. J. v. 2 and 3). Cp. 
the interesting comments of the History of the Siege of Jerusalem 
in Eusebius, H. H. iii. 5—8, with the notes of Valesius. 

Observe also, that the Siege began at the dime in which this 
prophecy was uttered, the Passover. (Josephus, B. J. vi. 9. 3.) 

Observe, likewise, that many hundreds were destroyed by 
the same death as they were now about to inflict upon Christ, 
viz. Crucifimion. (Ibid. v. 11.) 

Titus, the son and successor of the Roman Emperor Vespa- 
sian, regarded himself as the executioner of God’s Judgment on 
Jerusalem. The destruction of the Temple was a more striking 
fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy, because it was effected by Roman 
soldiers in opposition to the orders of Titus, who wished to spare 
it. And the woes with which Jerusalem was visited were more 
remarkable, as being brought about by the agency of one who 
was distinguished for clemency, and was called ‘“ delicize humani 
generis.”’—Vespasian, his father, who began the Jewish war, 
seems also to have been specially raised up by God to be the 
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minister of his purposes against Jerusalem; and it is observable 
that he alone of the Roman Cesars was permitted to bequeath 
the Empire to his sons. Cp. Dr. Jackson on the Creed, Book I. 
xxiii. and Serm. vi. vol. vi. p. 169. For the passages of Josephus 
which illustrate this prophecy, see Grinfield, Schol. Hellenist. 
pp- 60. 63, and Whitby, Notes to Chap. xxiv. 


— méte tavta tora; Kal Ti Td onmetov THS ORS mapovalas, | 


kal Tis ovuvtedclas TOD aidvos;] when shall these things be ? 
and what is the sign of Thy coming, and of the end of the 
world ? Here is the clue to the interpretation of this chapter. 
Our Lord’s prophecy has a double reference,— 

To the judgment of Jerusalem. And 

To that of which ¢hat judgment was a type, viz. His second 
Coming to judge the world. 

The Apostles, indeed, then supposed that the taking of Jeru- 
salem, and the end of the world, and Christ’s coming to judgment, 
would be simultaneous (cf. v. 6) ; 

It is to be observed, that several Future Events, however 
distant from each other, seem to be represented by Prophecy as 
contemporaneous, till one of those events is wear, and detaches 
itself from the others, and then the true sense of the Prophecy 
becomes more clear. 

Future events in time may be compared to distant objects in 
place. In a mountainous country, two ridges of hills, rising the 
one above the other, are seen in the horizon almost as one, 
althoagh there may be many miles between them ; and it is only 
when the spectator arrives at the summit of the first ridge, that 
he is aware of the chasm between it and the second. 

So it is with Future Events. 

The Prophets of the Old Testament pass rapidly from de- 
scribing the first Advent of Christ to the Second Advent, so that 
the two Advents seem to be blended together in one. 

But when the predictions concerning the first Advent had been 
accomplished by the manifestation of Christ in the world, then 
the prophecies concerning the Second Advent became more distinct. 

Yet even then the coming of Christ to judge Jerusalem 
seemed to be blended with His coming to the Universal Judg- 
ment, of which the judgment of Jerusalem was a type, and is so 
treated by Himself in the present Chapter. 

It is only in the Scriptures written after the taking of Jeru- 
salem (viz. the Revelation of St. John) that the transactions 
of the Great Day stand forth alone in all their awful majesty. 

And as there is a gradual process of clearing up in the pro- 
phecies concerning the coming of Christ, so is there a similar 
process of elucidation in the successive prophecies concerning the 
coming of Antichrist. And there is reason to believe that the 
prophecies concerning the coming of Antichrist will be brought 
to a climax at about the same time as those concerning the 
coming of Christ. é 

5. én) 7G dvduari wov] in My Name. Not eis 7d dvoua (see 
Xviii, 20), but éx) 7G dvduari,—i. e. standing upon it, and usurp- 
ing it. See note on v. 1}. 

6. mdvra] all that I predict. 

— otmw éor) To TAOS] the end is not yet. Cp. Mark xiii. 7. 
10. Luke xxi. 9. Our Lord, therefore, did not predict (as some 
have ventured to say) that He would come again /o judgment im- 
mediately. He said the contrary, as here; nor did His Apostles 
afterwards. See 2 Thess. ii. 2. 


7. Amol ral Aomol] famines and pestilences. 
Apol. 20. 

8. apxh wdivwy] Observe the word ®dives (pains of parturi- 
tion) as very appropriate and significant; because the circum- 
stances of the World on the eve of Christ’s coming will be like 
those of a woman in travail (see 1 Thess. v. 3), and because after 
them the New Creation will be dorn,—the madryyeveota will 
ensue. (See xix. 28.) 

Lest the disciples should be absorbed in dwelling on the 
punishments in reserve for the Jews, and suppose that they them- 
selves would be exempt from suffering, our Lord warns them of 
coming woes and trials for themselves (v. 9 and 12), and thus sti- 
mulates them to watchfulness and courage, And in order to show 
that the calamities which would overtake the Jews were divinely- 
appointed judgments for their sins, He specifies not only wars, 
but famines and earthquakes; and adds, “ Verily I say unto you, 
all these will come upon this generation,’’—i. e. for their cruelty 
to Himself. And lest the Apostles should imagine that the Gospel 
would be imperilled by these calamities, He says, “ Be not terri- 
fied’’ (Chrys.) ; the Gospel shall be preached to all Nations. 

The signs of which our Lord here speaks are to be under- 
stood both literally and figuratively ; there will be famines of 
bread, and also spiritual famines; famines of ‘‘ hearing the 
Word of God.’ (Amos viii. 11.) So also with regard to pesti- 
lences and earthquakes there will be false teachers, ‘‘ whose word 
eats as doth a canker’? (2 Tim. ii. 17), and commotions of the 
world, and the falling of many from the faith. (Jerome.) 

ll. Pevdorpopjra| false Prophets. Cp. v. 24. Here was one 
main cause of the miseries of the Jews. They had killed the true 
Prophet and the true Christ, Who had come for their salvation ; 
and, for a retribution of their sin, they were deceived by false pro- 
phets and false Christs, to their own destruction. See Acts v. 36; 
xxl. 38. Joseph. B. J. ii. 13. 45 vii. 11. 3. 

They rightly expected that the Messiah would appear at this 
time; and that He would come to His Temple, for so the pro- 
phets had foretold; but they knew Him not; and because they 
expected the Messiah and had not known Him, they were more 
easily deluded by impostors professing to be Christ; and they 
imagined it impossible that Jerusalem should ever be taken by the 
Romans, and even to the last believed that the Messiah would in- 
terfere to save them and to destroy their enemies. 

12. thy dvoulay] lawlessness. Cf. Zech. v. 8, where the LXX 
use the word for nywy (risheah), wickedness. Sometimes they 
use it for 1pw (sheker), falsehood, lying. 

In proportion as the end approaches, errors will increase, 
terrors will increase, iniquity and infidelity will increase, and the 
darkness of hatred among brethren. S. Aug. (in Joan. xxv.) 

— tay ToAAGY] Of the many—the world. 

13. 6 5¢ bromelvas €. 7.| he that endureth, &c. 
that many will fall away. 

14. rovro 7d ebaryyéAtoy] this Gospel of the kingdom shall be 
preached in all the world as a witness to all nations. The Gospel 
is present to our Lord’s eye here and xxvi. 13, as the great pur- 
pose of His coming into the world. He therefore calls it ¢his 
Gospel. 

Our Lord predicts a threefold struggle—from open enemies, 
from impostors, from false brethren. See St. Paul’s declaration, 
2 Cor. vii. 5; xi. 13. And yet He assures them, that so far from 
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the Gospel being extinguished by this conflict, it will be preached 
every where; but He does not say it will be beleved every 
where. It will be preached as a witness,—a witness to those who 
reject it,—it will be preached to their condemnation. Those who 
believe will be like witnesses against. those who do not believe, 
and will condemn them. (Chrys.) ; 

Observe how many difficulties beset the Gospel. Deceivers, 
Roman Armies, Famines, Plagues and Pestilences, and Harth- 
quakes, Tribulations, Treachery, Hatred, Dissensions, Failure of 
Love, Abundance of Iniquity ; and yet this Gospel triumphs, and 
will be preached in all the world. (Chrys.) 

The preaching of the Gospel throughout the world is a sign 
of Christ’s coming to judgment. (Jerome.) 

15. “Oray ody WnTe Td BSéAVypa THs épnudcews, TO PnOey Bid 
AavihA Tod mpophrov, éords ev Témy ayy] When ye shall see 
the abomination of desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet, 
standing in the holy place: témos &y.os is the wy) (kodesh), 1. e. 
“the Holy Place” (Exod. xxvi. 33; xxviii. 29. 35, and passim), 
viz. the vads, or part of the Temple where the Golden Altar of 
incense, &c. stood, and called Dipp (makom), or place kat’ ebox ny, 
in Isa. xxvi. 21, rendered by the LXX 7d Gyiov. 

Bd5éAvypa, or abominatio, is the Hebrew ypw (shekets), 
which signifies an unclean thing (Lev. vii. 21; xi. 10. 13. 41, 42), 
and is specially applied to denote an object of idolatrous worship 
(I Kings xi. 5. 7. 2 Kings xxiii, 13. 2 Chron. xv. 8), or an act 
of uncleanness and idolatry (Jer. iv. 1; xiii. 27. Ezek. v. 11). 

€phuwors, or desolation, is the Hebr. mmanw (shemamah), 
which signifies a devastation that causes astonishment and awe. 

BddAvypHa eonudoews is a Hebraism which expresses that the 
characteristic quality present to the speaker’s mind when He 
contemplates the Abomination, is that it will cause Desolation. 
On this use of the genitive see above, xxii. 11. 

The Prophet Daniel speaks of such a desolating Abomi- 
nation, in three passages (ix. 27; xi. 31; xii. 11), which appear 
to refer to three different times; as follows, 

His prophecy concerning the setting up of ‘‘ the abomina- 
tion of desolation” in the holy place, was doubtless fulfilled in 
the first instance by the setting up of the idol statue of Jupiter in 
the Temple of Jerusalem, by Antiochus Epiphanes; cp. 1 Macc. i. 
54, where that idol is expressly called BdéAvyua épnudaews em) Td 
OvotacThptoy. 

But the reference to Daniel made by our Lord in this His 
prophecy concerning Judza and the World, shows that Daniel’s 
prediction was not yet exhausted, but was to have a further 
accomplishment 

In Jerusalem, 

And also in the Church at large. 

With respect to Jerusalem, Christ says, that the Abomination 
which would make the Temple desolate, or be the cause of its 
being deserted and destroyed, would stand in “the Holy Place.”’ 
Cp. Mark xiii. 14. dzrov of Sei. 

It cannot therefore mean the Roman armies. The passage 
in Luke xxi. 20, speaking of Jerusalem encompassed with armies, 
refers to a different circumstance. He here speaks of an abomina- 
tion in the Holy Place of the Temple itself. 

Our Lord also says that it should be a sign and warning to 
His disciples that they should escape. ‘‘ Then let them that be 
in Judea flee to the mountains ”’ (v. 16). 

The passage in Daniel which appears to refer to the siege of 
Jerusalem by the Romans, and to have been specially in our 
Lord’s eye, is ix. 27, Dgwo DIpw m2 OY), The LXX and 
Theodotion paraphrase this as follows: kal, ém) rd iepdv, BSéAvy pa 
Tay épnusoewy. Some interpret this, ‘‘ the desolator shall come 
on the abominable wing ;’’ but it seems that the word ‘ desolator’ 
is put in apposition with the abominable wing, and describes its 
character, and that the sentence is to be thus paraphrased : And 
it (i. e. God’s wrath) shall be upon the Wing of Abominations 
that maketh desolate, and shall flow out or be poured out upon 
the desolator. 

This is our Lord’s interpretation of the passage, when He 
speaks of the Abomination of Desolation. 

This prophecy of Daniel first speaks of the cessation of the 
daily sacrifice; and it proceeds thus: ‘‘and God’s wrath will be 
poured out upon the wing of abominations which will be the de- 
solator.”’ 

This seems to be further described in Dan. xii. 11, which 
speaks of the taking away of the daily sacrifice, and of the 
abomination that maketh desolate being set up, where the LXX 
and Theodotion use the words afterwards employed here by St. 


Matthew, BdeAvypa épnudoews. Their original here is DQw Yip, 
i, e. the abomination that maketh desolate. 

The prophecy of Daniel concerning the taking away of the 
daily sacrifice in the midst of a week was doubtless fulfilled by 
Christ’s death on the Cross, at the end of his ministry of three 
years and a half. 

But it seems to have had another fulfilment in another 
sense. The daily sacrifice was taken away in the siege of Jeru- 
salem (see Joseph. B. J. vi. 2), three years and a half after the 
beginning of the war; and this was done by the factious zealots 
among the Jews themselves, headed by John, who had seized the 
Temple under plea of defending it and the city. (See Joseph. 
B. J. v. 6. 1, and v. 3. 1; cp. Antt. x. 11. 7.) 


What, then, is the Wing of abomination that maketh desolate, 
or, in our Lord’s words, the Abomination of Desolation ? 

A Wing (Hebr. canaph) is an emblem of covering, and de- 
fence, and love (see Ps. xvii. 8; xxxvi. 7. Ruth ii. 12); and 
God’s presence rested in the Temple, in the Holy of Holies, on 
the Mercy-seat, upon the Ark, between the Wings of the Che- 
rubim. (Exod. xxv. 20; xxxvii.9. 1 Kings viii. 7.) 

Hence the figure of a Wing is often applied to the Shechi- 
nah, or Divine Presence, by other Jewish writers. See Schoetigen, 
p- 208; e.g. “ Nidus est Templum, Israelite sunt pulli quibus mater 
insidet, et gentiles conversi sub alas Shechinz venisse dicuntur.” 

And just before our Lord delivered this prophecy, He had 
said, ‘“‘O Jerusalem, Jerusalem, how often would I have gathered 
thy children together, even as a hen gathereth her chickens wnder 
her wings, but ye would not!” (Matt. xxiii. 37.) 

It is observable that he adds, as a consequence of their refusal 
to be gathered under His wings, ‘‘ henceforth your house,” i. e. 
specially your Temple, is left unto you épyuos, desolate.” Your 
Holy House; that House of which He had said (xxi. 13), “ My 
house shall be called the house of Prayer, but ye have made it a 
den of thieves ;”’ ye have polluted it, made it to become abominable ; 
that Holy House which was once the House of God, but being 
made a den of thieves is now olxos tuayv, your house, the house 
of you, is left to you desolate, being deserted by God (see Theoph. 
on Luke xiii. 35); it is a camp of assassins (Anora), Joseph. B. J. 
v. 13), the scene of robbery and blood. (See on Matt. xxi. 13.) 

Therefore the Abomination of Desolation, or, as the prophet 
Daniel calls it, “‘ The Wing of abomination that would make 
desolate,” is that Power to which the Jews, in their trouble and 
in the Siege, looked for shelter, instead of taking refuge under 


“the Wings of the Cherubim and the Wings of Christ. 


Our Lord prophesies here, that this abominable and deso- 
lating Wing would be in the Temple, in the Holy Place (Matt. 
xxiv. 15. Mark xiii. 14). 

Now, we find that in Holy Scripture the word Wing is often 
used for a military power, on account of its rapid flight, whether 
for aggression or defence, and because it is, as it were, overspread 
to shelter those for whom it fights. See Isa. viii. 8. Jer. xlviii. 
40; xlix. 22; and Ps. xci. 4, concerning the Lord of Hosts. 

Hence, also, in other languages, the wings of an army. The 
desolating Wing, therefore, of which Daniel and our Lord speak, 
is that Army of Zealots and Assassins, whom the Jews invited to 
defend them against the besieging Army of the Romans, and 
under whom they took refuge and shelter, and which stationed 
itself and hovered and brooded, as it were, with an abominable 
wing over the Holy Place during the Siege, and defiled it with all 
manner of abominations ; by whose agency the daily sacrifice ceased 
and was taken away (see Dan. ix. 27. Josephus, B. J. vi. 23 x. 
11. 30) ; and which, by its outrages against God, and by its pro- 
Bees of His wrath, was the cause of the desolation of Jeru- 
salem. 

Josephus appears to confirm this interpretation; for he re- 
marks (B. J. iv. 6. 3) that there was an ancient saying then cur- 
rent, that Jerusalem would be taken and the Temple destroyed 
when it had been defiled by the hands of Jews themselves. And 
this exposition of Daniel’s prophecy concerning the siege of Jeru- 
salem, was adopted even by the Zealots who defiled the Temple 
under pretence of defending it. (Jeseps. B. J. iv. 6.3. Cp. Feng- 
stenberg, Christol. 708, 709.) 

_ The Jews themselves were the proper authors of their own 
miseries. “O Israel, thou hast destroyed thyself” (Hos. xiii. 9). 

The same principle is applicable to Christian Nations. Their 

Abomination of Desolation has always been from within. 


The interpretation to which these considerations lead is also 
confirmed by what Christ had just said concerning Zacharias, the 
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son of Barachias. The Jews had profaned the Temple with his 
innocent blood (xxiii. 35. 2 Chron. xxiv. 20, 21). And all the 
evils here mentioned were to come on this generation. And fitly ; 
because they were guilty of more than the same sin—in defiling the 
City with the innocent blood of Christ, ‘‘ the Son of the Blessed.’’ 

The Jews had refused to shelter themselves under the 
Wings of the Lord of Hosts, and under the Wings of Christ ; 
where they would have been secure from their enemies, for He 
would have ‘‘ defended them under his Wings, and they should 
have been safe under His Feathers’’ (Ps. xci. 4). “The Wing 
of abominations (Dan. ix. 27) overwhelmed not the city of Jeru- 
salem, until Christ had long laboured in vain to gather them under 
His Wings as a hen gathereth her chickens’’ (Mede, p. 298). 
But they would not have Jehovah for their God; they killed the 
Prince of Peace; and chose to flee for refuge to the wings of those 
who changed God’s Holy House into a Den of Thieves; they 
made them to be, as it were, their God, their Zdol, their BSéAvypa; 
and they, whom they thus preferred to God, were therefore not 
an Army of Defence, but an Abomination of Desolation. 


In the Christian Church, the prophecy of our Lord concerning 
the setting up of an Abomination of Desolation in the Holy Place 
appears to have been in part fulfilled by the setting up of the Bishop 
of Rome upon the Altar of God in St. Peter’s Church, in order that, 
there sitting, he may be adored—on his inauguration to the 
Papacy, and by the “ gross and grievous abominations ” (Hooker) 
of his heretical doctrines and idolatrous worship which he enforces 
as terms of communion, and so, as far as in him lies, makes the 
Church desolate. The Apostle speaks of this abomination of 
desolation in the Church, when he describes the Man of Sin as 
sitting in the Temple of God. See below, the notes on 2 Thess. 
li. 3. 

The word ‘abomination ”’ in Scripture means an zdol; and 
it is called ‘‘ of desolation”’ because the temple is made desolate 
thereby ; and the presence of idols in the Church deprives it of 
the presence of God. 

By “abomination of desolation’? we may understand, in a 
spiritual sense, perverse doctrine: ‘ Abominatio heeretice per- 
verseque Doctrine in Ecclesia.” S. Jerome, iv. 194. 204. 

And when we see this heretical abomination standing in the 
holy place, that is, the Church, and showing itself as God, we 
ought to flee from Judea to the mountains, that is, the everlasting 
hills, where is the light of God. 

We ought also to be upon the house-top (i. e. for prayer and 
meditation), where the fiery darts of the wicked cannot reach us, 
and not to come down from thence, nor to turn back for those 
things which we have left behind. And we ought to meditate in 
the spiritual field of Holy Scripture, that we may reap fruit there- 
from. (Jerome, Hilary, Bede, on Mark xiii.) 

15. AavijA Tod tpophrov] Our blessed Lord, the Divine Prophet, 
here gives the title, ‘‘ the Prophet,’ to Daniel; and condemns by 
anticipation all who, like Porphyry in ancient times, and some in 
modern, either reject the Book of Daniel, or ascribe it to another 
and later author than he. On the genuineness of the Book of 
Daniel see also Bp. Butler’s Analogy, ii. c. 7. Dr. Mill’s Dis- 
sertations, li. pp. 64—72, in reply to Strauss, and the Works of 
Hengstenberg, Havernich, and Dr. Tregelles on this subject. 

— éords] On this form see Winer, p. 73. Cp. Mark xiii. 14. 

— 6 dvaywdonwv voeirw| let him that readeth understand. 
Probably a reference to the words of the Angel to Daniel (ix. 25), 
“ Know therefore and understand.” 

16. pevyérwoay] let them fiee. Not only those in Jerusalem, 
but they in Judea were to fly. Before the siege, the Christians 
fled to Pella beyond Jordan, and so were saved (see Huseb. iii. 5. 
Epiphan. Her. 29, 30); whereas, on the contrary, many hun- 
dreds of thousands of Jews resorted to Jerusalem (against our 
Lord’s warning, Luke xxi. 21) for protection and for the Passover. 
See above, v. 2, and the summary in Hused. iii. 5, and his remarks. 

Tnis warning was very necessary, for after that the Anoral 
and oraciacrta) had for some time established themselves in the 


, 
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Holy Place, they would not allow any one to quit the city. (Jose- 
phus, B. J. v. 12.) 

17. wh kataBawéerw) let him not come down. But let him flee 
without any regard to his goods, i. e. with all expedition. 

For the spiritual meaning of this and the following verse, 
see on Luke xvii. 3]. 

18. 7a iudtia] his pallinm, or outer garment. 

19. rats ev yaorp!| those women with child. See Josephus, 
B. J. v. 10. 12, 13; vi. 3. Hused. iii. 6, 7, for the horrors of the 
siege—especially with regard to mothers and children. Cp. Deut. 
Xxvill. 53 —58. 

These prophetical warnings may also be understood spi- 
ritually. Woe unto them that are with child, i. e. loaded with a 
heavy burden, and not able to escape from their pursuers. Woe 
also to the souls which are yet in travail with the rudiments of 
faith. (Jerome.) Woe to them that are with child: by these 
we may understand persons who are loaded with worldly hopes ; 
and by those who give suck, persons who enjoy, cherish, and dote 
on the darling hopes and desires which they have conceived and 
brought forth. (Aug. in Ps. xxxix.) 

20. caBBarw)| on the Sabbath. A prophecy that this would 
be the case with some. He speaks to them as yet as Jews who 
scrupled to travel more than 2000 cubits on that day. See on 
Acts i. 12. Similarly (Luke xxii. 36) He speaks of buying a 
sword, —not that the Apostles of Christ were to go armed,—but 
to show the dangers to which they would be exposed. 

Besides, even though they themselves might have no scruple 
to travel on the seventh day, yet others would be unwilling to 
assist them in their flight on that day, on which the gates of cities 
in Judea were shut. (Cp. Nehem. xiii. 19—22.) 

On the spiritual sense of wv. 19, 20, see Jerome, iv. 193. Greg. 
M. Hom. i. 12: “ Videte ne tunc queratis peccata vestra fugere, 
quando jam non licet ambulare. Ne tunc queramus ad bené 
agendum vivere, cum jam compellimur de corpore exire.” 

Pray that your flight may not be in the winter or on the 
sabbath, i. e. that you may not be embarrassed by earthly impe- 
diments. (Aug. Qu. Ev.) 

As far as this refers to the taking of Jerusalem, this might 
well be their prayer, that they might not be prevented by the law 
of sabbatical rest or winter’s cold from fleeing to the mountains, 
And spiritually, we must pray that our faith may not grow cold, 
and we ourselves become torpid in doing the work of the Lord; 
and that our jlight, i. e. our death, may not happen when we are 
in this unhappy state of spiritual winter. (Jerome, Aug., Hilary.) 

21. OATis meydAn, ola ov yéyovey] great tribulation, such as 
never has been; as Josephus confesses, B. J. v. 10. 5. 

22. exoroBddnoay] were shortened. Soin the time of Christ’s 
absence in the grave, ‘the three days’’ were compressed, as it 
were, into the smallest possible compass. See xii. 40. 

From various passages of Holy Scripture it has been inferred 
that the Church will have to suffer three years and a half of 
severe suffering, before the end of the World. See Bede here. 

— ovn by éod0n aca capil] no flesh should have been saved. 
A double Hebraism, od mas = none (Ps. cxlili. 2. Jer. ix. 12; li. 
43. Luke i. 37). Rom. iii. 9, ob mdvTws: iii. 20, €& Epywy vduov 
od SixawOhnceTra maaacdpt. See Vorst. Hebr. p. 529. Schroeder. 
Inst. Hebr. p. 316. Glass. Phil. Sacr. p. 463. Waner, p. 154. 

And on the use of cdpé= wa for homo, Vorst. de Hebr. 124. 

— did 88 rods exAextots] on account of the elect. Lest any 
should object, as the heathens did, that these calamities were due 
to Christianity, He says that those days of affliction should be 
shortened for the sake of Christians ; and if it were not for these 
Christians, all the nations would perish. 

Observe, that the Evangelist S¢. John has recorded none of 
these predictions, lest he should seem to write prophecy from 
history; for he lived for a long time after the destruction of 
Jerusalem. But these prophecies are recorded by the Evangelists 
who wrote before the taking of Jerusalem, and saw nothing of 
what they wrote; in order that the splendour of the prophecy 
might shine forth more brightly. (Chrys.) 
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24, décove1] A Hebraism—diddvau, i. q. Hebr. yn2 (nathan), 
to give, used for to show (Deut. xiii 1. Joel ii. 30. See Acts ii. 
19, dé0w répara). Cp. Ephes. i. 22; iv. 11. Vorst. Hebr. p. 
167. 

be. "dod ev TH ephuw] Behold! in the desert. Our Lord 
passes from the destruction of Jerusalem to the times a little pre- 
ceding His own Second Advent. And these prophecies are ad- 
dressed not only to the Apostles, but to us. He declares the 
characteristics of that future coming, which will not be like the 
first coming at Bethlehem, in a corner of the world known only to 
a few, but glorious and universal. Among the tokens of His 
approach will be signs and wonders of Deceivers. He is here 
speaking of Antichrist and his ministers. And observe, He does 
not say,—Go out, and believe not, i.e. be not misled by those 
false wonders. But, Go ye not out after them; for there is great 
delusion where are the signs of delusion. But these signs will be 
only local. ‘The wonder of Christ’s presence will be universal. 
It will be like lightning, which requires no preannouncement, but 
shows itself to all who are sitting in houses and secret chambers, 
in the twinkling of an eye. (Chrys.) 

If any would persuade you that Christ is to be found in the 
wilderness of incredulity or sceptical Philosophy, or in the secret 
chambers of Heresy, believe them not; the faith of Christ shines 
from east to west in the Catholic Churches of the world. It is 
absurd to look in a corner for Him Who is the Light of the 
World. (Jerome.) 

Our Lord teaches us that He Himself is not limited to any 
particular place, or visible only to certain individuals, but that He 
is like lightning shining from East to West. And lest we should 
be ignorant where to look for Him, He proceeds to add, that 
wheresoever the Body is, the Eagles will be gathered together. 
He calls His saints Eagles, soaring, as it were, to Him, the Body, 
by a spiritual flight. (Hilary.) See note on v. 28. 

By the “secret chambers ”’ and the ‘desert’ our Lord sig- 
nifies the obscure and occult conventicles of Heretics; by the 
name of “the lightning,’ He may designate first, the manifesta- 
tion of His Church, by which He now comes and shows Himself 
in the clouds and darkness of this world (Aug. Quest. Hv.), and 
secondly, His coming to Judgment. 

A very interesting Exposition of this and the succeeding pro- 
phecies will be found in S. Aug. Epist. 199, and in his Work de 
Civitate Dei, lib. xx. 

28. brov yap dy H Td TrGua, exe? cuvaxOhoovta of deTol] 
Sor wheresoever the body is, there will the eagles be gathered 
together. Our Lord had been warning them not to follow false 
Christs, either to the wilderness or to the secret chamber. And 
He adds that wherever the rr@ua or dead body is, there the eagles 
will be congregated. That is, as keen as is the sense of Eagles for 
their prey, so sharp-sighted will be true Christians to discern, 
and flock to, the body of Christ. 

He calls Himself here mréua, and He also calls Himself 
o@pua in the parallel passage of St. Luke xvii. 37. The reason is, 
Christ saves us by His death. His body is caua (6 oH er), be- 
cause it is tra (0 winter). The corn is not quickened except 
it fall into the earth and die (John xii. 24), and then it brings 
forth much fruit. By His fall we rise, by His death we live. 
Christ’s 7Gua is our o@ua. And here is an answer to the ob- 
jection which has been made to our Lord’s saying, viz. that Hagles 
do not feed on dead bodies. But to Christ’s Body, which is 
Himself, in His Church, His Word, His Sacraments, especially 
the Holy Communion, where He feeds the faithful with His Body 
(Bp. Andrewes quoted below, on 1 Cor. v. 8)—all who are the 
Hagles of the Gospel will be gathered together; as the Hagle 
hasteth to its prey (Job ix. 26); they will flock to Him with 
Eagles’ wings (Deut. xxxii. 11); and they that wait upon Him 
shall renew their strength, and mount up with wings as Hagles 
(Isa. xl. 31), even to heaven itself. 

The following may be cited in support of the above exposi- 
tion : 


| 


The congregated Eagles are the assembly of Saints and 
Martyrs. (Chrys.) Christ is called the Great Eagle (Rev. xii. 14), 
and Christians are compared to Eagles, because they partake in 
the royalty of Christ. (Cp. Origen here.) Eagles are the Saints 
whose youth is renewed like the Eagles’ (Ps. ciii. 5); and who, 
according to the saying of Isaiah (xl. 31), mount up with wings as 
Eagles, that they may ascend to Christ. (Jerome.) In Christ 
we are renewed like Hagles, and cast off the plumage of our old— 
age (i.e. of the old man). (Ambrose on Luke xvii.) Christ’s 
Body crucified is that of which it is said, ‘My flesh is meat in- 
deed’ (John vi. 55). The Eagles, which fly on the wings of the 
Spirit, flock to this body. To this body the Hagles are gathered 
who believe Christ to have come in the flesh (1 John iv. 2). They 
fly to Him as to a dead body, because He died for us, so all the 
Saints fly to Christ wherever He is, and hereafter, as eagles, will 
be caught up to Him in the clouds. (S. Aug. Quest. Ev. in 
loc. Theophyl. and on Luke xvii. and in Huthym. Zyg. in Luc. 
xvii. 37. Greg. Moral. xxxi. 53.) And as the Eagle bears its 
young on its wings, so the true children of Christ will mount 
with Him on Eagles’ wings to heaven. Deut. xxxii. 1]. Exod. 
xix. 4. 1 Thess. iv. 17, and note on 2 Thess. ii. 1. Chrysostom, 
who, on 1 Cor. x. 24, applies this text to the eager hunger and 
thirst with which the Eagles of the Gospel flock to Christ’s Body 
and Blood in the Holy Communion of the Lord’s Supper, in order 
that they may thence derive strength to soar to heaven. 

Eagles are said to catch the scent of a body even across the 
ocean, and to fly to it. How much more ought we and all the 
flock of believers to hasten to Him Whose light shines from 
Hast to West! By the term “ dody,”’ or, as it is in the original, 
aT Gua, or dead body, we may understand the death of Christ, to 
which we are all called. (Jerome.) 

“Orov 7) cGua exel K.T.A. TouTéEoTI eis amdytnoly Mov, eis 
Sopupoplay Kal mapa moumhy. "~Aetovs yap wvduace Tovs 
dicatovs os bWndovs Tails apetats Kal Bacirskods, oOua 5 
‘Eautby os ovaywyby Tay TowlTwy deta’ TmTGMa Se Td 
cGua &ypavev 6 MarOatos, on which nearly the same words are 
repeated by Euthymius, adding, that Christ is tpop} mvevuatixh 
Tov ToLWvTwY deTaY Kal (wh ai®vios. (Euthym. Zygab. in Luc. 
xvii. 37.) 

“Orov 7b rTGpa,—rTovT eat, brov 6 vids TOD &vOpdmov, 
exed mdytes of G&ytot of Kodpo Kad byimere?ts—omep chuaros 
vexpov Ketmevou mates of caupkoBdpor Spvets ex” avTd pépovTo,— 
odTw kat TOD viod TOD &vOpdmov Tod dL jhuds vexpwOévTos Kad 
am ovpavod pavéevros maytes of &yiot cuvaxOhoovta. (Theophyl. 
in Lue. xvii.) 

The modern notion that Jerusalem is the mr@ua, and the 
aero) the Romans, has been rightly rejected by Meyer, p. 398. 

29. Evééws] ‘‘ Non ad nostrum computum, sed divinum, in 
quo dies mille sicut unus dies.” Ps. xc. 4. 2 Pet. iii. 8. (Glass. 
Phil. Sacr. p. 447.) Hence the whole interval between the first 
Advent and the second, is called in the Scriptures the last time 
(cp. 1 John ii. 18. Acts ii. 17. 1 Cor. x. 11. Phil. iv. 5. Heb. i. 
2. James v. 8. 1 Pet. iv. 7), eoxdrn dpa, and the Judge is de- 
scribed as at the door. So it is also in the mind of the Church. 
For example, in the Creed, after “‘ He ascended into heaven, and 
sitteth on the right hand of God the Father Almighty,” we say 
immediately, ‘‘from thence He shall come again to judge the 
quick and the dead.” So the Holy Ghost writes. And we ought 
to read Prophecy with the same mind as that with which it is 
written. 

The ¢i9éws is connected with what has immediately pre- 
ceded, which by many of the Fathers (e.g. Chrys.) is regarded 
as a description of the Antichristian persecution in the last days, 
immediately before the second Advent of Christ. 

Besides, observe, éxelvwy,—those days, i. e. those great days 
of trial, whenever they may be, as juépa éxelvn is that Day, that 
aes Day, the Day of Judgment, whenever it may be. 2 Thess. 
i. 10. 

They who in recent times have argued from this yerse, 
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and from v. 34, that our Lord represents His second coming as 
immediate, not merely neglect all these considerations, but con- 
tradict the express words of Scripture. See v. 6. 2 Thess. ii. 
2. 2 Pet. iii. 8, 9. 

— 6 ijAws croticOjcera] the sun shall be darkened. See 
Mark xiii. 24, and on Luke xxi.25. Rev. vi. 12; viii. 12. These 
Prophecies appear to have a double sense, 

First, to describe commotions and woes at Jerusalem, and 
the signs physical and political before its destruction. (Joseph. 
B. J. vi. 5. 3. Eused. iii. 8.) 

And secondly, troubles, alarms, and defections in the Church 
before the End. The sun shall be darkened,—i. e. the solar light 
of Christ’s Truth shall be dimmed, the lunar orb of the Church 
will be obscured by heresy and unbelief, and some who once 
shone brightly as stars in the firmament of the Church, will fall 
from their place. 

80. onmciov Tod Yiod Tod avOpdrov] the sign of the Son of 
Man coming on the clouds of heaven. Unbelieving men ask Me 
for a sign from heaven (xii. 38; xvi. 1), they shall then see one, 
and mourn at the sight. It is supposed by some that this sign will 
be the cross. The sign of the Son of Man is the cross shining 
more gloriously than the sun. Christ comes to judgment bearing 
his wounds, and showing the manner of his ignominious death, 
that sin may be self-condemned. Then the tribes of the earth 
will wail because they pierced Him whom they ought to have 
adored (Zech. xii. 10. John xix. 37), and did not profit by his 
death for them. He mentions the Cross to be revealed hereafter 
in glory, that His disciples may not be ashamed of the cross here. 
(Hilary, Jerome, Chrys. Cp. Bp. Taylor on Christ’s Advent to 
Judgment, vol. v. p.12.) They ask for a sign from heaven,—they 
shall then see Me coming from heaven. 

— vada) ris yiis] the tribes of the earth. The children of 
this world as contrasted with those of heaven. So in Rev. xi. 10, 
“they that dwell on the earth” are they who dote on earthly 
things, and have not their hearts, their treasure, and their con- 
versation, in heaven. (Cp. Jerome.) 

81. Tovs ayyéAous] See Rev. vii. 1. 

$2. ’Amd 58 tHs cuKAs] from the fig-tree. Though these are 
heavenly things, yet you may learn wisdom concerning them from 
a common shrub on earth. 

— rhy mapaBoarjy] its parable,—the parable it is designed to 
teach. Thus our Lord reminds us, that every thing on earth, how- 
ever lowly, has to attentive minds its appropriate moral—ids 
parable—concerning the kingdom of heaven. See Matt. vi. 28. 

— yeyntat madds| is now become tender. 

— 76 ptaAda] its leaves. 

33. eyytés éorw] He is near, and even at the door. See v. 30; 
cp. James v. 9. There is something solemn in the brevity of the 
phrase, without the nominative expressed. 

84. 4 yeved abtn] this generation. This, like most other 
expressions in this prophecy, has a double sense, as follows : 

First, relative to Jerusalem, destroyed by Christ coming to 
judge it about forty years after this was said,—and 

Secondly, to the world at large ; 

As to the first, He affirms that the generation of the literal 


Vou. I. 


Israel then living would not pass before the woes here predicted 
would fall on Jerusalem ; 

As to the second, He declares that the spiritual Israel, ‘the 
generation of them that seek the Lord ” (Ps. xxiv. 6, where yeved 
is used by LXX. So Ps. Ixxiii. 14, yeved r@v vidy cov), would 
not pass away,—i. e. that the faithful seed of Abraham would 
survive, and that the blessings of the Gospel would be preserved 
intact, notwithstanding all trials and afflictions of the Church, 
even to the End. 

The generation of the Church will survive the world; but 
all other generations, especially that of the tribes of the earth, 
will pass away. (Origen.) 

The generation of the faithful, notwithstanding all the afflic- 
tions which He has described, will remain constant even to the 
end. (Cp. Matt. xvi. 18.) Our Lord says, ‘‘ heaven and earth 
shall pass away,” to show that His Church is dearer to Him than 
the elements, whose Lord He is. She is more precious in His 
eyes than any creature; for all the creation will be dissolved, but 
the Church will remain unimpaired. (Chrys. Theophyl. on Luke 
xxi. Mark xiii.) 

Christ’s words have been already fulfilled in great measure. 
From what is past, let us learn to believe the future. (Chrys.) 

86. Spas] See Rev. ix. 15. 

— 6 Marthp wou pévos] The Father only knows that day; an 
assertion which does not exclude the Son of God from that know- 
ledge, as the Agnoéte imagined. Christ does not know it as 
Man, and it is not His office to declare it, as Son of God. See 
on Mark xiii. 32. 

By saying that the Angels do not know it, He checked the 
disciples from desiring to know it. He knew that they would be 
inquisitive concerning it, and restrains their curiosity. The times 
and seasons are in the Father’s own power, and they are not 
therefore for the Son to reveal. Itis in this sense only that He 
says that they are not known by Him. (Chrys. citing Luke x. 
22.) 

The Arians say, that the Son cannot be equal with the Father, 
if the Son does not know what the Father knows. To whom we 
reply, that by the Son all things were made (John i. 8); and 
therefore all times are made by Him, and all things are delivered 
to Him of the Father (Matt. xi. 27), and all the treasures of 
wisdom are hid in Him (Col. ii. 3). And when He says, it is not 
for His Apostles to know the times and seasons which the Father 
has put in His own power (Acts i. 7), He intimates that He 
Himself knows them; but it is not expedient for the Apostles to 
know them, in order that, being always uncertain when the Judge 
will come, we may so live every day, as if we were to be judged on 
that day. (Jerome; see v. 42.) 

$7. Née] Noé He thus describes the suddenness of His 
coming. So the Apostle, 1 Thess. v. 3,4. But how is it, that He 
speaks of the ¢ribulation of those days, and yet compares them to 
two periods of Jwaury? Because such will be the condition of 
the world; there will be great excess, and surfeiting, and de- 
bauchery, and insensibility, imaginary “‘ peace and safety,’’ and 
yet great tribulation, especially to the godly, as Noah and Lot. 
Such will be the times of Antichrist. (Chrys.) 
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40. Tére 5¢0] Men may make the same profession of faith, 
but with different hearts. The mill represents the world of 
secular labour; the house-top a life of contemplation; the field a 
spiritual office in the Church. Aug. Ps. xxxvi. cxxxii. Quest. 
Ey. See below on Luke xvii. 34—36. 

From all ranks of life some will be taken, and some left. 
(Chrys., who compares Exod. xi. 5.) 

Men may labour side by side in the field, but not be rewarded 
together at the Harvest. Let no one, therefore, plead his pro- 
fession as an excuse for sin. (Jerome.) 

Observe the present tense (mapaAayBdvero.) in these pro- 
phecies—denoting Certainty. 

42. Tpnyopetre] Watch ye. For such as you are at your 
death, such will you be at the day of judgment; and therefore, 
since Death is near, Judgment is near; therefore, watch. 

45. mords dodA0s Kad ppdviysos] Called oikovduos by St. Luke, 
xii, 42; and these sentences specially concern the oixoyduor, or 
stewards of Christ’s Mysteries,—the Bishops and Pastors of the 
Church. See S. Ambrose on Luke xii. 48, and Theophyl. on 
Luke xii. 42. Observe, 6 m. 5. k. p.; faithfulness is prudence. 

Our Lord is speaking here concerning the proper use of 
worldly substance, and of reason, power, graces, and all other 
talents committed to each man’s trust. These words are specially 
applicable to Civil Rulers, who ought to use all that they possess, 
whether wisdom, or office, or riches, for the general weal. Hence 
He requires of them prudence and fidelity. He speaks also to the 
Clergy, and to the Rich. If, when the Clergy spend large sums 
for Christ, you are not willing to make your offerings, where will 
be your excuse at the great day? On the other hand, He speaks 
of rewards to the wise and faithful servant. He will set him over 
all His goods. Who can conceive the blessedness of such an 
exaltation? (Chrys.) ; 

The layman is a steward of his property, in the same way as 
the priest is, who dispenses the offerings of the Church. As the priest 
is not at liberty to scatter as he chooses what you offer for the 
poor, neither are you justified in so dealing with your own wealth. 
For, although you received it as an inheritance from your parents, 
yet all your wealth is the property of God. And if you exact 
from others an account of your offerings to them, will not God 
require with much greater strictness from you a reckoning of 
His bounties ? Do you suppose that He will tolerate waste there ? 
No! what He has committed to you, He has entrusted on this 
condition, that you should give to others their meat in due season. 
He has confided it to you in love, as an occasion for the manifes- 
tation of your own love, and that He might thus kindle the love 
of man for man, and make it burn more warmly. (Chrys.) 

He here warns you of the severe punishment due to uncha- 
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ritableness and self-indulgence. Do you imagine that you have 
any thing of your own? No! what you have, you hold in trust 
for the good of the poor. Could not God immediately take it 
from you? Yes; but He graciously lends it to you that you may 
gain eternal glory by charity. Think not, therefore, your property 
to be yours; but give to God His own. He hath lent it to youas 
a talent, that you may trade with it for Heaven. Nothing more 
offends Him than neglect of our brother’s salvation. Thus we 
forfeit our own. God will be wroth with the evil servant, and 
command him to be cut asunder; for God makes love the charac- 
teristic of His own disciples: and if a man really loves, he will 
have a tender care for the things of Him whom he loves. Chrys., 
who quotes John xxi. 15. Rom. xv. 2,3. 1 Cor. x. 24; xiii. 3. 
Phil. i. 23, 24, as inculcating the duty of zeal for the salvation of 
others. 

48. XpoviCer 6 xvpios| My lord delayeth. On the temper of mind 
to be cherished with regard to these prophecies, concerning the 
Second Advent, see S. Augustine’s admirable Epistle (cxcix.) to 
his brother bishop, Hesychius, deserving the careful attention of all 
students of prophecy. “ Veniet dies”’ (he says, Serm. xlvi.) “ quo 
cuncta adducentur in Judicium. Ht ille dies, si seeculo longé est, 
unicuique homini, vitee suze ultimus, prope est. Utrumque latere 
Deus voluit. Vis non timere diem occultum? Ctm venerit, 
inveniat te paratum.’’ 

51. S:xoToujoer] See 1Sam.xv. 33. 2 Sam. xii. 31. 1 Chron. 
xx. 3. Dan. ii. 5; iii. 29,  supplicium in dSalixous conveniens ”’ 
(Bengel), and for those who make divisions. And yet it cannot 
mean ‘‘ utterly destroy,’’ or annihilate ; for he is described after- 
wards as having his part with hypocrites, where is that dreadful 
weeping, and ¢hat endless gnashing of teeth. 


Cu. XXV. 1. rap0dvois] virgins. 
Greg. M. in Evan. i. 12. 

Our Lord proceeds to inculcate still further the need of com- 
municating to the spiritual and temporal good of others. The 
Virgins must have oil in their lamps. (Chrys.) 

By the Virgins He means all in the Visible Church ; by the 
wise who have oil, those who have faith and works; by the foolish 
who have lamps but no oil, those who seem to confess God with 
the same faith as the wise, but do not maintain good works. 
(Jerome.) 

They are called Virgins, because the souls of Christians are 
espoused in baptism as chaste Virgins to Christ (2 Cor. xi. 2), and 
wait for the coming of the Bridegroom from heaven, Rev. xxii. 17. 


Comp. Milton’s beautiful Sonnet “to a Virtuous young 
Lady,” Sonnet ix. 


1—13. On this Parable, see 
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On 
Judges xiv. ll. 


— eis andvtnow T.v.] to the meeting of the bridegroom. 
these nuptial rites, see Jahn, Archeeol. § 154. 
Ps. xlv. 15; cf. Isa. lxi. 10. 

Christ is the Bridegroom, see on ix. 15. John iii. 29. 

3. Aapumddas—earaioy] Aaumas in the N. T. as in LXX, often 
signifies a torch (see John xviii. 3. Rey. iv. 5; viii. 10); but 
here it appears to signify a lamp (so Vulg.), and cp. Acts xx. 8. 

The lamps being probably of earthenware (terra cotta), fitly 
represent men, who are da7paxwa one’, earthen vessels (2 Cor. 
iv. 7), and yet have the treasures of the gifts of the Holy Spirit, 
the pure and holy oil (1 John ii. 20. 27) of spiritual grace, which, 
duly cherished, sheds forth the light of good works (2 Pet.i. 3—8), 
which are the fruit of the Spirit, for the glory of God (Matt. v. 
16). ‘Blessed are the dead that die in the Lord, even so saith 
the Spirit, for their works do follow them” (Rev. xiv. 13). Their 
lamp never goes out, but burns more brightly in Paradise, where 
they wait in patience and joy, like wise Virgins, for their Lord, 
till He comes from heaven, to lead His Bride to the Marriage. 
Rev. xix. 7; xxi. 2.9; xxii. 17. Cf. Greg. Nazian. Or. xl. pp. 
728, 729. 

The following is from S. Hilary. The Bridegroom is Christ. 
Oil is the fruit of good works. The Vessels are our human bodies, 
within which we ought to have the treasure of a good conscience. 
The wedding feast is the commencement of a glorious immortality. 
The delay of the Bridegroom is the time of repentance. The 
sleep of those who wait is the rest of believers, and the temporary 
death of all, in the time of repentance. The shout at midnight 
is the uncertainty of the last trump. The taking of the lamps 
is the resumption of our bodies. Their light is the manifestation 
of good works. The wise Virgins are they, who have the oppor- 
tunities given them of working out their salvation, and have pre- 
pared themselves for the coming of their Lord. ‘The foolish are 
they, who have only thought of present and worldly things, and 
have made no provision for the Resurrection, when no one will be 
benefited by the works of another. Every one must provide oil 
for his own lamp. 

5. éviotakay kad exdbevdov] they nodded and were sleeping. 
They fell asleep in death. (Hilary.) ‘ Dormire enim mori est.”’ 
So Greg. M.1\. c. “expectantium somnus credentium quies est.” 
Cf. 1 Thess. v. 10. 

6. Méons 5¢ vuxros] Suddenly, as it were at midnight, when 
all are in a sleep of security, the Advent of Christ will be pro- 
claimed by the shout of angels and the sound of the trump. It 
is a tradition of the Jews that the Messiah will come at midnight, 
as the destroying Angel came to the Egyptians. (Jerome.) 

— vupdios] the bridegroom. ‘Christus, die judicii tanquam 
fur in nocte’” (Greg. M.).—é€pxerat is not fourid in some MSS. 
(B, C*, D, L, Z) and Versions, and may perhaps be a subsequent 
addition. 

8. ai Aaumddes quay cBévyvyta] our lamps are going out. 
There is some extenuation and equivocation in these words; as if 
their lamps were only then just going out. 

The foolish Virgins represent persons who die in a careless 
condition, and their lamps were gone out, and now it was too late 
to ask for oil: ‘‘ Excesserat emendi tempus, nec adveniente die 
judicii locus erit poenitentie.’’ (Hieron.) 


9. Marore ob wh apkéon jutv xa duty] Lest there be not suffi- 
cient for us and you. Non possunt in die judicii aliorum virtutes 
aliorum vitia sublevare. (Hieron.) 

No one in the other world will be able to be an advocate for 
those who are delivered up for judgment by their own works. No 
one, however charitably disposed, will plead for us then, not be- 
cause no one will be willing, but because no one will be able. 
This is what Abraham intimates in the parable (Luke xvi. 26). 
And although after our death we ourselves may be charitably dis- 
posed, as the rich man was for the salvation of his relations, this 
will be of no avail. He had neglected the beggar at his gate in 
his lifetime, and he could do nothing for his brethren or himself 
after his death. ( Chrys.) 

— mop.] 5éis added by Elz., but is not found in A, B, D, 8, 
G, H, K, 8, V, A, and other MSS. 

12. ov« ofda buds] I do not know you. Quid prodest voce 
invocare Quem operibus neges? Noyit Dominus qui sunt Hjus 
(2 Tim. ii. 19) et qui Eum ignorat, ignorabitur ab Eo. At the 
Great Day, every one will be rewarded according to his works. 
And although men may be as Virgins, both in purity of body and 
in the profession of the true faith, yet if they have not oil, they 
will not be acknowledged by Christ. (Jerome.) 

13. Tpnyopetre otv] Watch therefore. As our Lord says, Luke 
xii. 35, ‘‘ Let your loins be girded about, and your lights burning, 
and be ye yourselves like unto men that wait for their Lord.” 
Semper extremum diem debemus metuere, quem numquam pos- 
sumus przevidere. (Greg. M.) 

— rt ove oldaTe Thy tmepay| for ye know not the day. Latet 
ultimus dies, ut observentur omnes dies. (Aug.) 

— éy}—épxerat] Omitted by A, B, C*, D, L, X, A, and some 
other MSS. and Versions. 

14. %yOpwmros arodnudv] aman travelling. Christ, in leaving 
this world at His Ascension, gave gifts to men (Eph. iv 8), and 
now in Heaven dispenses talents to each severally, of which, when 
He comes again, He will require an account. 

Compare the Parable of the Pounds (Mine), Luke xix. 11— 
28, and the notes there. Some of the most remarkable points of 
difference between these two Parables are as follows, 

That of the Talents was spoken to the disciples ; 

That of the Pounds to the Multitude, when they drew near 
Jerusalem, and thought the kingdom of God should immediately 
appear, and that our Lord would immediately display Himself as 
King of the Jews. 

In the Parable of the Talents, all men are represented as 
slaves (So0A01) of Christ, called simply &@pw7os, and among them 
He distributes His goods; and they who do not improve His 
gifts, but bury them in the ground, are cast out into outer 
darkness. 

In that of the Pounds, Christ, here called an &v@pw7ros 
evyevis, selects ten servants who are contrasted with His woAirax 
—the citizens of this world, who hate Him, and oppose His 
claims to the Kingdom; and the judgment of the unprofitable 
servant who hides his pound in a napkin, and the reward of the 
faithful who remain steadfast in their Lord’s absence, notwith- 
standing the opposition of the world, is combined with the destruc- 
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Ezek. 34. 17, 20. 
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q Isa. 58. 7. 
Ezek. 18. 7. 
Eccles. 7. 39. 
James 1. 27, 


tion of all His enemies who would not have Him to reign over 


them. 


14—30.] On this Parable see the Homily of Greg. M. in Hvang. 


i. 9, p- 1463. 
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Q , , 36 Ss \ aN , B} 62; AS , , 
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27. trois tpame(irais—rdnw] This question of our Lord may 
throw some light on the question concerning the lawfulness of 
usury. On which see Bp. Andrewes, ‘De Usuris,’”’ ed. 1629. 
Bp. Sanderson, ‘Case of Usury,”’ ii. 132; iii, 121; v. 127. 


21. “Eo¢n] Some MSS. add 6é. 

— én) drAlya—em) rodAAGy] Observe the change of case, from 
an accusative toa genitive; the former indicating a relation of 
trust extending to a thing ; the latter, a condition of supremacy 
over it. 

24. bepl(av—dreoxdpmicas] A Hebrew proverb (see Vorst. p. 
822). 
| Moewstesi fs is the Hebrew 1 (paradh), or 7. (zarah) 
(Ruth iii. 2). Chald. 1a (erar), ‘ ventilare,’ ‘ vannare,’ to win- 
now. Dan. ii, 35. The sense here is, ‘gathering corn into a 
barn floor whence thou winnowedst nothing.”’ 

On this use of cxopti(w = to winnow, see 2 Cor. ix. 9. 
25. poBnOcis] See on Luke xix. 20. 
26. dxvnpé] slothful. Sxvos = pvyh tévav. (Phavorin.) 
Observe, it is not only the sinner, who is cast into outer dark- 
ness, but he also who does not do good. Nothing is so pleasing 
to God as edification. Let us listen to the warning while we have 
time; let us have oil in our lamps, and improve our talents in the 
salvation of others, and for the glory of God. (Chrys.) 


Grotius, in Luc. vi. 34. Gerhard’s Loci Theol. vi. p. 645. 
Pococke’s Life, p. 346. One of our Lord’s reputed sayings was 
ylyvecbe Sédxuor Tpareitat. Origen in Matth. xxii. See 
Fabric. Cod. Apoc. p. 330, and note below on 1 Thess. v. 21. 

81. dy01] Omitted by B, D, L. 

33. épipia] goats. “Sheep,” says Chrys., ‘are profitable by 
their wool, their milk, their offspring. Not so Goats; they repre- 
sent unfruitfulness of life.” Euthym. adds Svowdla, in opposition 
to the sweet and fragrant sacrifice of holy and charitable deeds. 
See Phil. iv. 18, dcmhy edwdtlas Ovolay Sexthv,—also doéryera in 
opposition to chastity and holiness of life. ‘ [psi mali deemones 
hiret o-yyy Hebreis dicuntur.”’ (Rosenm.) 

34, 85. Acdre, of evAoynuévoi—emelvaca ydp] See S. Aug. 
Serm. xviii. 4, and lx. 9, and Dr. Barrow’s Sermon xxxi. vol. ii, 
p. 153, ‘On the Duty and Reward of Bounty to the Poor.” 

84. edAoynucvor to Marpds] ye blessed of My Father. Cp. 
John vi. 45, d:daxT0) Geod. Winer, p. 170. 

85. juny] On this form see Winer, p. 73. Cp. John xi, 15. 
Acts x. 30; xi. 5.17. Gal. i. 10. 


MATTHEW XXYV. 37—46. XXVI. 1, 2. 
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Dan. 12. 2. 
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Luke 22. 1. 


38. ot] Thee. Observe, the pronoun is placed before the verb, 
and is emphatic here and in the two following clauses. It is 
as much as to say, We may have done these things to our fellow- 
man, but when wast Thou,—Thou, our King and Judge,—seen 
by us in this state of need, and relieved by the alms of us, poor 
miserable sinners, Thy creatures and servants ? 

So in the answer, éuo) is placed before émovhoare. It was 
even J to whom ye did what ye did to them. And the same collo- 
cation is seen in wv. 44—46. 

41. 7d mip 7d aidévioy] the fire that is everlasting; much 
stronger than mip aidvioy ; see on v. 46. 

— 7d Hromacpnevoy TH AtaBdrAw] that has been prepared for 
the Devil. 

In verse 34 He describes the joys of heaven as a xAnpovopla, 
or inheritance, prepared for men by God even from the beginning. 
But the pains of hell are not described as prepared for men, but 
for the Devil and his Angels. God designs eternal happiness for 
men; men incur eternal misery by their own acts. 

The fire of Hell has been prepared for the Devil and his 
Angels, but they are not as yet cast into it; see above, viii. 21. 

44, cé] Thee. See v. 38. 

46. aidvioy] everlasting. The same word is used by our Future 
Judge to describe the duration of heavenly joys and of hell ¢or- 
ments. Cf. Rev. xx. 10. Dan. xii. 2, where the word aids is 
used twice in the LXX as it is here by our Lord, In the original 
the word D>iy (olam) is used twice. Indeed, our Lord’s words 
here are a solemn iteration of those in Dan. xii. 2, moAAo) ray 
Kabevddytav avacrhoovtTat, of mev eis (why aidviov, of Sé eis 
aisxvvny aidviov. The punishment of hell and the joys of 
heaven are both of them eternal. (Awg. de Fide et Op. 15; de 
Civ. Dei, xix. 11; xxi. 3—11. Greg. Moral. xxxiv.) 

The word aidy (as was observed above, xii. 32) corresponds to 
the Hebrew diy (olam), which appears to be derived from the 
unused root Dy (alam), to conceal; so that the radical idea in 
aidy, as used in Holy Scripture, is indefinite time; and thus the 
word aidy comes to be fitly applied to this world, of which we do 
not know the duration; and also to the world to come, of which 
no end is visible, because that World is Eternal. 

This consideration may perhaps check rash speculations con- 
cerning the duration of future Punishments. What the sense of 
the Christian Church has ever been on this subject we know from its 
sentiments expressed concerning Origen, who denied their Eternity. 
Cf. S. Clem. Rom.i.25. Tertullian, Apol. 18. Minucius Felix, 
§ 35. S. Aug. de Spiritu, c. 56, and particularly ad Orosium 
contra Priscill. et Origenistas 4, vol. viii. p. 940. Lact. vii. 21. 
Prosper de Vit. Cont. ii. 12, and S. Hippolytus, Philosophumena, 
p. 338, and de Universo, p. 22], ed. Fabric., and Dr. Horbery’s 
Treatise on this subject; Works, vol. ii. 7—273, ed. Oxf. 1828. 

Depart from me ye cursed, shall the Judge eternal say to all 
the reprobate, into everlasting fire; and lest any should imagine 
that the fire shall be eternal, but the torments not, it followeth, 
and these shall go away into everlasting punishment, but the 


righteous into life eternal. (Matt. xxv. 41. 46.) Now, if the fire 
be everlasting by which God punisheth the reprobates, if the 
punishment inflicted be also everlasting, then must the reprobates 
everlastingly subsist to endure that punishment, otherwise there 
would be a punishment inflicted and none endured, which is a con- 
tradiction. Nay, the /ife eternal may as well be affirmed to have 
an end, as the everlasting punishment, because they are both 
delivered in the same expression. Bp. Pearson. 

Indeed the eternity of that fire prepared for the devil and his 
angels is a sufficient demonstration of the eternity of such as 
suffer in it; and the question only can be, what that eternity doth 
signify. For, because some things are called in the Scriptures 
eternal, which have but a limited or determined duration; there- 
fore some may imagine the fire of hell to be in that sense eternal, 
as lasting to the time appointed by God for the duration of it. 
But as the fire is termed eternal, so that eternity is described as 
absolute, excluding all limits, prescinding from all determinations. 
The end of the burning of fire is by extinguishing, and that which 
cannot be extinguished can never end: but such is the fire which 
shall torment the reprobate ; for he, whose fan is in his hand, 
shall burn up the chaff with unquenchable fire (Matt. iii. 12. 
Luke iii. 17); and hath taught us before, that i¢ is better to 
enter into life halt or maimed, rather than having two hands or 
two feet to be cast into everlasting fire (Matt. xviii. 8), to go into 
hell, into the fire that never shall be quenched (Mark ix, 43. 45) ; 
and hath farther yet explained himself by that unquestionable 
addition and undeniable description of the place of torments, 
where their worm dieth not, and the fire is not quenched. (Mark 
ix. 44. 46.) And that we may yet be farther assured that this 
fire shall be never extinguished, we read that the smoke of their 
torment ascendeth up for ever and ever (Rev. xiv. 11); and that 
those which are cast into the lake of fire and brimstone, shall be 
tormented day and night for ever and ever (Rey. xx. 10), which 
expression of day and night is the same with that which declareth 
the eternal happiness in the heavens, where they rest not day and 
night, saying, Holy, holy, holy: where they are before the throne 
of God and serve him day and night in his temple. (Rev. iv. 8; 
vii. 15.) If then the fire in which the reprobates are to be tor- 
mented, be everlasting ; if so absolutely everlasting, that it shall 
never be quenched ; if so certainly never to be quenched, that the 
smoke thereof shall ascend for ever and ever; if those which are 
cast into it shall be tormented for ever and ever (all which the 
Scriptures expressly teach), then shall the wicked never be so 
consumed as to be annihilated, but shall subsist for ever, and be 
coeternal to the tormenting flames. And so this language of the 
Scriptures proves not only an effect eternal, as annihilation may 
be conceived, but an eternal efficient, never ceasing to produce the 
same effect, which cannot be annihilation, but cruciation only. 
Bp. Pearson, Art. xii. p. 723. See also notes below on | Cor. 
xv. 26. 


Cu. XXVI. 2. 7d mdoxa] the Passover. Hebr. mop (pesah) 
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MATTHEW XXVI. 3—12. 
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Pa gy n Ny A , x 9 , 
hodoa yap avTn TO pvpov TovTO emt TOD GamaTds jou TpOs TO evTadiacat 


transitus, trom root nde (pasah), transiit (Exod. xii. 11). Voca- 
bulum xdoxa est origine Hebraicum, mop Exod. xii. 11, et prop. 
notat transitum, transgressum, a MDB, transiit, pepercit, libe- 
ravit, unde Symmach. Ex. 1. c. vertit drépBaors: et Joseph. Ant. 
ii. 14. 6 usus est voc. drepBacta. 

Deinde mdoxa dicebatur agnus paschalis, quotannis a 
Judeis die xtv. mensis Nisan, post occasum solis, cum ergo jam 
esset dies xv. mensis Nisan, comedendus, vid. Exod. xii. 6. 
Num. ix. 5, agnus paschalis hoc nomine insigniebatur, quia cruor 
ejus, quo imbuti erant postes forium domuum Israelitarum ex 
Agypto migraturorum, defendebat ab iis cedem, ita, ut angelus 
mortis, Aigyptiorum primogenitos percutiens, Israelitarum domos 
preteriret ; vid. interpp. ad Ex. 1. c. 

Denique méoxa nominabatur etiam ut h. 1, tpswm Paschatos 
festum, quod septem diebus, quibus Judzi vesci debebant panibus 
infermentatis, vid. Deut. xvi. 6. Exod. xii. 18, absolvebatur, unde 
et festum ipsum vocabatur ra &Cuuav. 17. % éopth trav &Ciuov 
Lue. xxii. 1. yiveru vim habet futuri yevjoerat, nostis post 
biduum Pascha celebrari, etenim ylvecOa: positum est pro &yerOa, 
agitari, celebrari, atque respondet Hebr. niwy7 2 Regg. xxiii. 22, 
ubi Alex. od éyevfi6n 7) mdoxa TovTO. (Kuin.) 

Since the sufferings of our Blessed Lord, the Lamb of God, 
were typified by the death of the Paschal Lamb, a bone of which 
was not to be broken, and whose blood was to be sprinkled on the 
door-posts of the houses, that the destroying Angel might pass over 
them, when he smote the Egyptians and delivered Israel, it is not 
surprising that some of the Greek and Latin Fathers connected 
the Passover with the word rdcx, to suffer, and with the suffer- 
ings of Christ, the true Passover, Whose blood reconciles us to 
God, and saves us from everlasting death, and purchases for us 
life eternal. Almighty God is the Author of Language, and there 
may be a superintending providence, and even a prophetic charac- 
ter in its uses; and there seems to be a paronomasia in Luke xxii. 
15, ériduula éredvunoa totTo 7) Tdoxa oaryely pel? tuav, 
mpo Tov we wadety. The Holy Spirit loves to use this figure in 
the sacred Oracles. See Gen. ix. 6. 273 xviii. 27; and the 
numerous other instances of Paronomasia at the close of Dr. 
Wilson’s Bible Student’s Guide, Lond. 1850, p. pxc1, and note 
below on 2 Thess. iii. Jl. _ 

After His description of the last Judgment, and of future 
rewards and punishments, our Lord speaks of His own Passion. 
Thus He suggests the question, —If such glory is in store for you 
hereafter, why should you fear present suffering? He does not 
say,— You know that after two days I shall be delivered to be 
crucified ; but—After two days is the Passover, and the Son of 
Man shall be delivered, showing that what would take place was a 
Mystery, a Festival celebrated for the salvation of the World ; 
and that His Passion is our Liberation from innumerable woes; 
by mentioning the Passover, He reminds them of the deliverance 
of old from ELgypt. Chrys. 

He thus showed also that He foreknew all that He suffered ; 
and that He suffered by His own will. (Chrys., and on v, 5.) 

3. dpxicpéws, TOD Acyouevou Kaidoa] the High Priest who was 
named Caiaphas. It was necessary to record his name; for the 
high priests were now frequently displaced by the Romans, and 
others put in their room. (See Joseph. B. J. xviii. 2.) Annas 
had been deposed a.p. 14 by Valerius Gratus; then Ismael was 
appointed ; then Eleazar, son of Annas; then Simon; then (a.p. 
25) Joseph or Caiaphas, son-in-law of Annas, to the year a.p. 36. 
(Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4.) 

See further below on Luke iii. 2. 

5. Mh ev 7H éopti) Not at the feast. Observe Christ’s power 
over His enemies. Jf He had not been killed at the Passover, we 


should not have had the benefit of the argument from the coznet- 
dence of time in the offering of the typical Lamb, sacrificed year 
after year, for nearly fifteen centuries, and the sacrifice of the ¢rwe 
Passover, the Lamb of God, which taketh away the sins of the 
world. And the Passion of Christ would not have been so exem- 
plary and glorious as it now is, having been consummated in the 
Jewish capital, when it was most thronged by Jews and Proselytes 
from all parts. 

Oftentimes when they endeavoured to take Him, He escaped 
from them, for He would not then be taken (John x. 39). But 
at the very time when they desired no¢ to take Him, viz. at the 
Passover (cp. Luke xxii. 6), then He willed to be taken, and they, 
though unwilling, took Him (Euthym.); and so they fulfilled the 
Types and Prophecies, in killing Him Who is the true Passover, 
and in proving Him to be the Christ. Cp. Leo, Serm. lviii. 
Theophyl. in Mare. xiv. 2. 

Observe also: the Jews were accustomed to have executions 
at the Passover in order to inspire terror into a larger number of 
people then collected at Jerusalem, and for a salutary example to 
them. But they now desire to deviate from their usual practice. 
But God does not allow them to do so—in order that the Death 
of Christ may be more public and illustrious. 

— uh OdpuBos] lest an uproar should arise. 
was a holy season. 

Hence it appears that they had no religious scruples against 
transacting judicial business at the Passover. 

6. Tov dé Incod yevouévou] When Jesus was come to, and was 
at, Bethany. Here is aninstance of recapitulation. See above on 
xx. 29. This incident took place some days before our Lord’s 
betrayal, but St. Matthew introduces it here to mark the contrast 
between Mary and Judas. Judas murmured against her (John 
xii. 4) because she had bestowed on our Lord the offering of this 
precious ointment which might have been sold for three hundred 
pence (Mark xiv. 5), and he sells his Master for thirty pieces of 
silver, or sivty pence. See xxvii. 3, and on Mark xiv. 3—S. 

Bethany, the Place of Dates of Palms: see above, Matt. 
xxi. 17; hence the Bala powlkwy (John xii. 13) strewed in our 
Lord’s path the following day. 

— Zluwvos Tod Aerpod] Simon the leper. Not that he was a 
leper now, but who had been a leper; and perhaps he had been 
healed of his lepresy by Christ. So Matthew is called the Publican 
(x. 3), though he had been called by Christ from being a Publican 
to be an Apostle. Cp. on Mark ii. 26. 

7. yuvh| a woman. Mary, the sister of Martha and Lazarus. 
John xii. 2—8. 

— addBaotpov] A cruse of alabaster, dryyeiov pupoddxov. 
(Euthym.) ‘“ Unguenta optime servantur in alabastris.”” (Plin. 
N. H. xiii. 3.) “Nardi parvus onyx eliciet cadum.” (Horat. 
Od. iv. 12.17.) See further on Mark xiv. 3. 

8. arédcia] loss. A fit question for the vids dmwActas, John 

xvii. 12. 

Wl. eué 5& ob mdvrore Exerc] but Me ye have not always. 
How then could He afterwards say to His Apostles, ‘I am with 
you always?” Matt. xxviii. 20. Because He is now speaking of 
His corporal presence. See 2 Cor. v. 16. (Jerome.) My Divine 
Presence will be with you for ever, but you will not always have 
My human body, which she has anointed. 

Can He then be said to be present carnally in the Holy 
Eucharist, which is to be celebrated in His Church even till He 
come? (J Cor. xi. 26.) And may not this saying be designed as 
a caution against such a notion concerning that Sacrament which 
He was now about to institute ? 

12. mpds 7d evrapidoa pe] to embalm Me; from a divinely 
vouchsafed presentiment of My death; a reward for her love. 
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18. evayydArov—bAw TH Kéoum] When St. Matthew wrote 
and pudlished this prophecy, the Gospel was not preached in the 
whole world, and it was not a century old. But it has now been 
preached for eighteen centuries, and has been circulated in many 
hundreds of Versions in the principal languages and countries of 
the world; and in this fulfilment of the prophecy we see an evi- 
dence of its truth. 

15. éctnocay| they weighed. An allusion to the words of the 
prophecy, Zech. xi. 12, “‘ they weighed for my price.’”’ See xxvii. 9. 

— pidkovta apyvpia] thirty shekels; the price of a slave. 
Exod. xxi. 32. (Jerome.) Comp. also the sale of Joseph by his 
brethren, Gen. xxxvii. 28. 

Judas wished thus to compensate in part what he thought he 
had lost by the effusion of the ointment. (Jerome.) See on 
xxvii. 3. 

It has been alleged by some, that what is said of the conduct 
of Judas in selling his Master for so paltry a sum, is incredible; 
but they forget that when Satan has entered into a man’s heart 
he triumphs over his victim by infatuating him, and making him 
sell his birthright for a mess of pottage. 

A respectable Roman Catholic Expositor calls this the objec- 
tion of “many Protestant Interpreters.’’ Arnoldi, p. 500, and 
see p. 576, ‘‘ Recent Protestant Expositors pronounce the Gospel 
account of the sealing of the sepulchre (Matt. xxvii. 66), and the 
bribery of the soldiers to be legendary, because if it had been true, 
the women would never have come to embalm the Body.”’ Into 
what contempt has Rationalism brought the name of Protestant. 

17. Ti mpdéty Tay aCbuwy] On the first day of unleavened bread. 
See on v. 2 and Mark xiv. 12. 

They reckon the beginning of the day from the evening. 
They come on the fifth day of the week. Our Lord ate the Pass- 
over, in order to show, even to the end, that He did not contravene 
the Law. He has no place of His own where to lay His head, 
and therefore He sends to some persons unknown. (Chrys.) 

It therefore appears that our Lord instituted the Holy Com- 
munion in wnleavened bread. Cp. on v. 20 as to the allegation that 
we are obliged to conform to His example in all these incidents. 

— gayeiy 7) tdcxa] to eat the Passover. This and other 
passages,—xxvi. 19. Mark xiv. 12—16. Luke XXe ero. lle was 
15,—prove that our Lord did not (as some suppose) anticipate 
the paschal meal by one day. Such anticipation would have been 
a breach of the Law which He came to fulfil. As Tertullian says 
(c. Mare. iv. 39), ““O Legis destructorem, qui concupierat etiam in 
Pascha servare!”’ (Luke xxii. 7.) 

He ate the paschal Lamb with His Disciples on the day pre- 
scribed by the Law, i.e. on the 14th of Nisan, in the evening. 
(Exod. xii. 6. 17, 18. Lev. xxiii. 5. Numb. xxviii. 16. Deut. 
xvi. 6. 

bi the difficulty supposed to arise from John xviii. 28, see 
the note on that passage. 

It may be objected, ‘“‘ Was not Christ Himself the true Pass- 
over?” (1 Cor. v. 7.) And being so, why did He eat the Pass- 
over, and not suffer as the Passover, on the day appointed by the 
Levitical Law for killing the Passover, i.e. on the L4th of Nisan, 
as some say that He did? See Routh, R.S. i. 160. 168, 169 ; 
and S. Hippolytus and the Church of Rome, p. 67, 68, note. 

Our Lord instituted the Blessed Sacrament in commemora- 
tion of His own death on the day when the Lamb was killed; and 
He spoke of His Body as already broken, and of His Blood 
already shed for the sins of the whole world. Cp. Theophyl., 
who says on Matt. xxviii., ‘Our Lord, when He instituted His 
Supper, said to His Disciples, ‘Take, eat, this is My Body;’ so 


that He may be said to have then offered Himself, for no one 
eats what has not first been killed.’’ And it is well said by 
Remigius, ‘If the Paschal Lamb was a type of Christ, how was 
it He did not suffer on the day when the Paschal Lamb was killed, 
—i.e. on the 14th day of the month? The fact is, He did insti- 
tute the mysteries of His Flesh and Blood on that night, and on 
that night He was seized and bound by the Jews, and He so 
consecrated the commencement of His sacrifice.’’ 

His agony in the Garden may rightly be called a part of His 
Passion. The cup of His Passion (v. 39) was then presented to 
His lips. He suffered then by anticipation. He then said, ‘‘ My 
soul is sorrowful unto death” (Matt. xxvi. 38), and, ‘the Hour 
is come.” Matt. xxvi. 45. Mark xiv. 41. John xvii. 1. 

Perhaps also it may be said, that, in a new and special sense, 
our Lord, in suffering from Thursday at Gethsemane, to Friday on 
Calvary, fulfilled the command that the Passover should be slain 
between twoevenings. (Exod. xii.6. Numb. ix.3; xxviii. 16, 17.) 

18. rod +d wdéoxa] A Hebraism. See Vorst. p. 163. St. 
Luke, xxii. 11, has @dyw 7. 7. 

19. jroluacay] they prepared. See Mark xiv. 15. 

20. avéxerto| he reclined,—a deviation from the attitude pre- 
scribed Exod. xii. 11, where it is ordered, that the Israelites should 
eat the Passover with their loins girded, their shoes on their feet, 
and their staff in their hand, and in haste. God had commanded 
the attitude of sfanding in the reception of the paschal meal; be- 
cause the Israelites were then setting forth out of Egypt, as pil- 
grims to Canaan the Land of Promise, the type of heaven. But 
the Jewish Church having come to the Land of Promise, and 
being there at rest, reclined at that festival, and our Lord con- 
formed to that practice. 

Here is a proof, that positive commands of a ceremonial kind, 
even of Divine origin, are not immutable, if they are nof in order 
toa permanent end. See Hooker, (il. x. and III. xi. and IV. 
xi, and Bp. Sanderson, Prelect. iii. vol. iv. p. 54, 55; ii. 159; 
ili, 285. 301. 

As to the allegation of some (among the Nonconformists of 
the seventeenth century in England) that because our Lord and 
His Apostles reclined at table, in the institution of the Holy 
Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, and because the attitude in 
reclining in those days was analogous to that of sé/ting in ours, 
we ought to receive the communion sitting, aud not kneeling, see 
the excellent remarks of Bp. Sanderson, Preelect. iii. vol. iv. p. 54. 
Our Lord instituted the Holy Eucharist at a swpyer, in the evening, 
but we are not obliged to imitate His example in this particular. 
See the passages just specified in Hooker and Bp. Sanderson. 
But, whatever was instituted and ordained by Christ or His Apostles 
with a view to the conveyance of spiritual grace, and for the attain- 
ment of everlasting salvation (e.g. such things as the two Sacra- 
ments, the rite of Confirmation, &c.), obliges all men at all times. 

— peta, Tv SddeKa] with the twelve. Cp. Mark xiv. 17. Luke 
xxii. 14. It is generally supposed by the Fathers, that Judas, 
whose sin was not yet public, was admitted to partake of the Holy 
Eucharist. See the authorities in @ Lap. and Bp. Taylor, Life of 
Christ, Disc. xix. p. 435, and below on John xiii. 30, and Benge 
here, and Williams, Holy Week, p. 420. 

21. cis e& tudy mapaddécer ue] one of you will betray Me. 
Observe how tenderly He deals with the traitor. Before supper 
He washed his feet; and He did not say, he will betray Me, but 
“one of you,’’—in order to give him an opportunity for repent- 
ance; and He terrifies them all, in order that He may save one. 
And when He produced no effect on his insensibility by this inde- 
finite intimation, yet, still desirous of touching his heart, He 
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draws the mask off from the traitor, and endeavours to rescue 
him by denunciations. (Chrys., and on ». 26.) 

23. tpuBAlw] the dish. See Ps. xli. 9; lv. 13. The word 
tpuBAlov had been always used by the LXX for Hebr. m7? 
(kearah) ; from root (not used) xyz (haar), ‘to be deep ;’ cp. 
Lat. irulla. 

24. Kaddv jv] So Latin “bonum erat ;’? where we should use 
the conjunctive. For other examples see 2 Pet. ii. 21, and Winer, 
p. 263. 

25. Sd cimas] Yes. Exod. x. 29. 
there. Mark xv. 2, od Aéyeis. 

26. tov &prov] the one and same Joaf for all; probably one of 
the loaves provided for the Paschal meal. 

He had already prepared them for this action by saying 
(John vi. 35), "Ey® civ) 6”Apros ris (wAs: and 51, “Eye 
eiu) 6”Aptos 6 (Gy, «al 6 “Aptos dy Eya décw 7 odpt pov early 
jv Evo ddow brép THs TOD Kdopov Cwhs: and 58, 6 tpdywy Tov- 
Tov Toy &pTov ChoeTat cis Toy aidva. See the notes at the end 
of the sixth chapter of St. John. 

Besides, this consecration of bread and wine had been already 
prefigured by Melchizedeck, the Priest of the Most High God, the 
type of Curist (Ps. cx. 4. Heb. vii. 1—17) before the Law; who 
blessed Abraham, and who brought forth bread and wine (Gen. 
xiv. 18),—the first mention of bread in Holy Scripture. And so, 
in a certain sense, the mysteries of the Gospel were before the 
Law,—as the priesthood of Melchizedeck, the type of Christ, was 
before that of Aaron, who was blessed in Abraham (Heb. vii. 
7—9) by Melchizedeck, and so was inferior to him. Hence 
S. Jerome thus speaks: “ After the typical Passover was over, 
and He had eaten the flesh of the Lamb with His Apostles, He 
takes bread, which strengthens man’s heart, and passes to the 
true sacrament of the Passover, in order that as Melchizedeck the 
Priest of the Most High God had done when he offered bread 
and wine, so He Himself might represent the truth of His own 
body and blood.”” See below on Heb. viii. 1—17. 

— «dadoyhoas, Aare} having blessed, He brake. Luke xxii. 
19, and 1 Cor. xi. 24, edxapiornools exAace, and tovTd pov 
éor) Td cGua (for TodTS éott Td CHud, pov) 7d Erép buav KAG- 
evo. 

He brake the bread ‘post benedictionem ; contra transub- 
stantiationem. Accidens enim, quale post benedictionem panem 
esse volunt, non potest frangi.” (Beng.) 

On this subject see also By. Cosin’s Historia Transubstantia- 
tionis Papalis. Works, vol. iv. pp. 1—147. 

— éd{5ov] édfd0uv roy &prov, but v. 27, €5mKe 7d TworHpiov. 
He was giving the bread to each. He gave the cup once for all 
to all. (Humphry.) 

— AdBere, pdryete] Take ye, eat ye. This He said and did in 
order to transform the Levitical sacrifice prefiguring His death 
into an Evangelical Sacrament representing that Death, and in 
order to perpetuate the memory of His death, and to convey the 
benefits of it to all faithful receivers, to declare and strengthen 
their federal union as members with Christ their Head, and with 
each other in Him; to heal the wounds, and satisfy the hunger of 
their souls; to invigorate and refresh them with Divine virtue and 
grace flowing from Himself, God Incarnate, and to preserve their 
souls and bodies to everlasting life. 

If one clause of this sentence is to be understood corporeally, 
the latter ought to be so understood ; i.e. if the bread was lite- 
rally changed into Christ’s human body, the Disciples were to 
take and eat it. But that body was standing before them, and 
gave them what they did eat, and remained with them visible and 
entire after they had eaten, and afterwards died on the cross. 
Compare St. Paul’s language, 1 Cor. x. 4, ‘They all drank of 


See xxvi. 64, and Beng. 


that Spiritual Rock that followed them: and that Rock was 
Christ.” 

St. Paul in that chapter gives a divinely inspired exposition 
of our Blessed Lord’s words, ‘The Cup of Blessing which we 
bless, is it not the xowwvla, communicatio, of the Blood of 
Christ ? The Bread which we break” (the Apostle does not 
scruple to call it Bread after consecration), “is it not the cowwvia 
of the Body of Christ? For we being many are one Bread and 
one Body ; for we are all partakers of that one Bread” (1 Cor. 
x. 17). And so Tertullian, de Oratione 6, ‘Corpus Ejus in 
pane censetur.”” At the Jewish Passover, the master of the family 
took the unleavened bread into his hand and said, This is the 
bread of affliction which our fathers did eat in Egypt; and they 
ate it in remembrance of what they had endured there, and of 
their deliverance thence. Cp. Dean Stanhope on the Gospels, 
ii. 517. 

On the true sense of the words see Hooker, V. lvi. ‘* Christ 
as God and Man is that true Vine whereof we both spiritually and 
corporally are Branches. The mixture of His bodily substance with 
ours is a thing which the ancient Fathers disclaim....’”” And (V. 
Ixvii. 5) ‘‘ The Bread and Cup are His Body and Blood, because 
they are causes instrumental, upon the receipt whereof the parti- 
cipation of His Body and Blood ensueth. Every cause is in the 
effect which groweth from it. Our souls and bodies quickened to 
eternal life are effects, the cause whereof is the Person of Christ ; 
His Body and Blood are the true well-spring out of which this 
life floweth.... What merit, force, or virtue soever there is in 
His sacrificed Body and Blood, we freely, fully, and wholly have 
by this Sacrament; and, because the Sacrament itself being but a 
corruptible and earthly creature, must needs be thought an un- 
likely instrument to work so admirable effects in men, we are 
therefore to rest ourselves altogether upon the strength of His 
glorious power Who is able and will bring to pass, that the 
Bread and Cup which He giveth us shall be truly the thing He 
promiseth. ...’’ And (V. lv. 9) “ There is no stint which can be 
set to the value or merit of the sacrificed Body of Christ ; bounds 
of efficacy unto life it knoweth none, but is infinite in possibility 
of application.”’ 

On the doctrine of the Holy Eucharist see further below, 
the note on Heb. x. 12. 


28. Tovro—7d aiud wou] this is My Blood. The sense in which 
these words were spoken is explained by the Holy Spirit thus 
paraphrasing them (Luke xxii. 20, and 1 Cor. xi. 25): rodro 7d 
moThpiov 7 Katvy SiadHnKn eorly ev 7G aluart mov 7d brép 
judy exxvvduevoy : “ Preesens in S. Coend ea vis est, ac si eo 
momento Christi sanguis effunderetur ;”’ for then what has been 
shed once is applied to the soul of the faithful receiver, of what- 
Soever age or country he may be; and so the fountain opened at 
Calvary is perennially flowing in the Church. 

Aiabhxn is the Hebrew m2 (derith), a covenant, perhaps 
from root N13 (bara), to cut, from the slaying of victims in the 
ratifying of covenants by sacrifice, Gen. xv. 10. In Exod. xxiy. 
8, Moses says, ‘“‘ Behold the Blood of the Covenant,” to which 
our Lord seems here to refer. Cp. Heb. ix. 20. In the New 
Covenant of the Gospel, all the blessings flow from the death of 
the One, Heavenly, Holy Victim smitten for our sakes. Cp. 
Waterland on the Christian Sacraments, v. p. 493. 

He calls it the new covenant, because the Evangelical Sacra- 
ment succeeds to, and supersedes, the Levitical sacrifice, now be- 
come old and ready to vanish away (Heb. viii. 13), as the husk 
and the blossom vanish when the fruit succeeds. 

The Cup in the Holy Eucharist is appointed for the convey- 
ance of the blessing of remission of sins in the new Covenant,— 
that is, the Covenant of Grace,—vatified between God and Man 
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by the shedding of the blood of Christ, typified by the blood of 
the victims sacrificed under the old Covenant. 

Hither then Christ did what was superfluous (which it would 
be impiety to imagine) when He gave the Cup as well as the 
Bread to His Disciples, and commanded them al/ to drink of it 
(xxvi. 27), ‘and they all drank of it”? (Mark xiv. 23); or else 
the benefits of the New Covenant are not fully conveyed, when 
the Cup is not administered to the people. 

Cp. Bp. Cosin, Works, iv. 319—330, ‘On Communicating 
in one Kind,’’ and below on Luke xxiv. 30. 

It may be asked, How is it, that the Holy Spirit has given 
various reports of the words used by Christ in the Institution of 
the Holy Eucharist ? Cp. Matt. xxvi. 26—28. Mark xiv. 22—24. 
Luke xxii. 19, 20. 1 Cor. xi. 23. 25. The reason seems to be, 
that He designed to afford the full sense of the words by para- 
phrasing them in different ways. He has dealt with them in the 
New Testament as He has treated prophecies delivered by Him- 
self in the Old (see above, ii. 23); and by presenting them in 
various outward forms He has given us a clearer view of the one 
inward sense. ... But which of the Apostles or Evangelists would 
have ventured to do this without the Inspiration of the Holy 
Ghost? See above, Introduction to the Gospels. 

~- TOAAGY] of many ; equivalent to all. See Isa. liii. 12, ep. with 
v. 6. Dan. xii. 2. 2 Cor. v. 15. Matt. xx. 16; and above, note on 
xx. 28. Rom. v. 15. 18, 19; viii. 29. As S. Augustine observes, 
Civ. Dei xx. 23, Abraham is called a father of many nations 
(Gen. xvii. 5); and in Gen. xxii. 18, al/ nations are blessed in 
him. So 7)s is for any one whatsoever (John vi. 50). Cp. Glass. 
Phil. Sacr. p. 887; and Barrow’s Sermons on Universal Redemp- 
tion (Serm. lxxi.—lxxiv.), vol. iii. pp. 350 —426. And see note 
below on Rom. viii. 29. 

— cis teow ayaptidy] for the remission of sins. On the 
force of this phrase see on Eph. i. 7. Our Blessed Lord here de- 
clares that the remission of sins is conferred in the Holy Eucha- 
rist. See chap. ix. of Waterland’s Review of the Doctrine of the 
Holy Eucharist, vol. vii. pp. 240—266. Bingham, xix. 1, sect. 6. 

29. bray aitds tivw pel? Budy katvdv] when I shall drink it 
with you new in the kingdom of My Father. This was His last 
meal with His disciples, before His body laid aside all the weak- 
ness of mortality in the Grave. He made all things new by His 
Resurrection. (Rev. xxi. 5.) He here promises them a partici- 
pation in the joys of the New Jerusalem (Rev. xxi. 2), concern- 
ing which He says, Ye shall eat and drink at My Table in My 
Kingdom (Matt. viii. 11. Luke xxii. 30. Rev. xix. 9) at the Mar- 
riage Supper of the Lamb, when they will sing a new Song (Rev. 
y. 9; xiv. 3), and dwell in the new heavens and new earth 
(2 Pet. iii. 13). He does not say véoy, but kawdv. He does not 
say new wine, véov oivoy (Mark ii. 22), but wine made new. See 
on Eph. iv. 23. 

Our Lord did eat and drink with them after His Resurrec- 
tion (John xxi. 12), in one case to give proof of His Resurrection, 
and in another in the Holy Eucharist (Luke xxiv. 30. 43), when 
the Kingdom was come more nearly by the glory of His Resur- 
rection. 

He had spoken of His crucifixion, He now speaks of His 
Resurrection ; and assures them that they will see Him again, 
and be with Him. I will then drink with you the fruit of the 
vine new; that is, I will do it in a new manner; not having any 
longer a body liable to suffering, but an incorruptible body, and 
one that does not require nourishment. (Chrys.) 

Vou. I. 


See also on Luke xxii. 16. 

80. duvicavres] having sung. Psalms cxvi.—cxviii.; the second 
part of the great hymn of praise or Hallel; the former part (Ps. 
exili.—exv.) was sung before the Paschal feast. 

Observe how the use of the Psalms is commended to the 
Church by the example of Christ. Cp. below, xxvii. 46. 

31. yéyparrat] it is written: in Zech. xiii. 7, from LXX. Cp. 
Surenhus. p. 279. 

32. mpodtw] Iwill go before and lead you as your Shepherd. 
“Verbum pastorale.” (Beng.) Cp. v. 31, moiméva—mpdfara. 
Mark x. 32. John x.4. The promise now given was fulfilled 
Matt. xxviii. 7. 

84. adéxtopa] the cock. Rare, but not unknown at Jeru- 
salem. (Lightfoot.) Before a cock crows, i.e. about midnight. 
The ddrexropopwrvia (Mark xiii. 35; xiv. 30), or second crowing, 
was later, but before mpat. 

35. 5€] d€ is excluded by some Editors; but it is found in 
the majority of MSS., and it has a peculiar value and interest, as 
suggesting an extenuation of St. Peter’s fault, by a brother 
Apostle, St. Matthew :—as much as to say, he made these pro- 
fessions, but we all did the same. 

36. Tedonuave?] Gethsemane. On the western foot of the 
Mount of Olives, and on the east of the Brook Kedron. The 
name is from Hebr. n3 (yath), torcular or press, and yw (she- 
men), oleum; e.g. the Olive Press. 

The Press, in which Olives were crushed and bruised, is 
used in Holy Scripture and in the Christian Fathers as an emblem 
of trial, distress, and agony (Isa. lxiii. 3. Lam. i. 15. Joel iii. 13). 
See also S. Aug. Serm. xv., where he compares the Church to a 
Torcular, an Olive Press, in which by the crushing of trials and 
persecutions the dark amurca or lees are separated from the 
* Oleum sanctitatis.”” Therefore there was something in the 
name of Gethsemane very fitting for the place in which the Man 
of Sorrows was bruised by His agony, from which flowed those 
precious drops which proved the reality of His Manhood, and the 
intensity of His love. 

We may briefly notice here the meaning of the Names of 
some of the principal places in our Lord’s History. The Bread 
of Life was first given to the world at Bethlehem, the House 
of Bread. (See Matt. ii. 1.) The Man Whose Name is Netser, 
the Branch, grew up at Nazareth (see on ii. 23), whose name, 
derived from its branching shrubs and trees, may have shadowed 
forth that circumstance in His life. He chose His Apostles to be 
fishers of men from Beth-saida, the House of Fishing (see xi. 21 ; 
xiv. 13). He dwelt at Capernaum (iv. 13), the town of Consola- 
tion. He healed the impotent man at Beth-esda, the House of 
Mercy (John v. 2). Beth-any, the place of Palm Dates, speaks 
of the palms and hosannas of His triumphal entry into Jerusalem 
on Palm Sunday, and of the Victory and triumphal glory of His 
Ascension. In Beth-phage, the House of Figs, we may see a 
memento of the warning that He gave to Jerusalem and the 
World by the withering of the Barren Fig-tree. And now 
Geth-semane, the Press of Oil, is witness of His agony in which 
it pleased God to bruise Him for our sakes (Isa. liti. 10), that Oil 
might flow from His wounds to heal our souls. God so ordered it 
that the cemetery of strangers at Jerusalem should, by its name, 
Acel-dama, or Field of Blood, bear a perpetual record of the 
confession of Judas, and of the innocence of Christ. “I have 
sinned, in that I have betrayed the innocent blood.” (Matt. xxvii. 
4.) At Golgotha He rolled away our shame (see on xxvii. 33). 
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And on the Mount of Olives Christ went up to heaven, whence 
He holds forth the Olive branch of Peace between God and 
Man. 

May there not therefore have been some _providential 
adaptation in these names to the Birth, Sufferings, and Victory 
of Him Who is the Everlasting Word of God, and became Man 
for us? 

87. tov Tlérpov] Peter and the two sons of Zebedee, who were 
also witnesses of the glory of the Transfiguration, with which the 
Agony of Gethsemane is to be considered in connexion. See 
Matt. xvii. 1—8. Luke ix. 28—36. The glory of the one was a 
preparation for a right understanding of the suffering of the other. 
And the Transfiguration, which presented a view of the glory 
which belongs to the risen body of Christ and of His Saints (see 
xvii. 3), displayed the beatific state to which He and His are 
brought through the sufferings represented by the Agony. 

Accordingly, we find, there are many points in the Evangelic 
narratives of the Transfiguration and of the Agony which suggest 
that they are to be considered in this relation to each other ; 

Both, it would seem, took place by night. The same three 
Apostles were chosen to be witnesses of both. In both, Christ 
prayed (see Luke ix. 28, 29). In both, the three Apostles are 
described as heavy with sleep (see v. 43). In both, it is said that 
Peter wist not what to say (Mark ix. 6; xiv. 40). In both, 
Christ had a message from heaven. 

The one is a Vision of Suffering, the other of Glory; the one 
is in a lowly valley, the other is on a high mountain; in the one 
His visage is marred, in the other it shines like the sun, and His 
raiment is white as the light. We must all pass through the vale 
of sorrow in order to rise to the hill of Transfiguration; and if we 
do this, our vile bodies will be changed hereafter, so as to be like 
to His glorious body. Phil. iii. 21. 1 John iii. 2. 

38. TlepiAumds eoriy| Is very sorrowful. The soul of our 
Blessed Lord and Divine Head was troubled and sorrowful unto 
death, and His sorrow has been recorded in Scripture in compas- 
sion to us, in order that we His Members may not despair, when 
we find ourselves sorrowful in affliction and at the approach of 
death, and that we may not be tempted by Satan to imagine that 
God has deserted us. (S. Aug. Serm. xxxi.) ‘“‘Tristis est, non 
Ipse, sed anima,” says S. Ambrose on Luke xxii. 42. “ Non 
suscipiens, sed suscepta, turbatur; anima enim obnoxia passioni- 
bus, Divinitas libera.” i 

Knowing the sinfulness of sin, Christ felt proportionably the 
bitterness of its sting—death. 

Our Lord was very sorrowful, and so proved the truth of His 
Humanity. He was very sorrowful, not through fear, but for the 
sake of the unhappy Judas, and for the rejection of the Jews, and 
for the destruction of Jerusalem. But, returning to Himself, He 
acquiesces as a Son in that from which in His Human nature He 
had shrunk; and He says, Let not that be which I speak from 
human feeling, but let that be for which { came down from 
heaven, by Thy Will. (Jerome.) They had said that they would 
die with Him; and yet they are not able to watch with Him. 


(3") 8 EycipeoOe, ayaper, idod ywyyuKev Oo 


But He prays earnestly. And in order that His grief may be 
known to be real, His sweat falls to the ground, and this in drops 
as of blood, and an Angel comes to strengthen Him. For the 
same cause He prays; and by saying “if it be possible, let this 
cup pass from Me,”’ He shows His human nature; and by adding 
‘“‘not as I will,” He teaches us submission to God, even though 
our Nature draws us in an opposite direction, Since His counte- 
nance might not give evidence enough to the incredulous, He 
adds words and actions, in order that the sceptic might believe 
that He was really Man and suffered death. (Chrys.) 

39. mAhy odx] nevertheless not as I will, but as Thou. The 
Agony of Christ shows that prayer may be lawful and in faith 
without express promise of obtaining that which is prayed for; 
and also proves the existence of Two Wills in Christ’s Person, 
viz. His Human Will, and the Divine Will, which were indeed 
distinct, but not at variance with each other; and were perfectly 
reconciled by His exemplary Resignation. ‘ Non Mea Voluntas, 
sed Tua: Suam Voluntatem,”’ says S. Ambrose on Luke xxii. 42, 
“ad hominem retulit; Patris ad divinitatem.” Cp. Aug. in Ps, 
xxxii. and Leo, Serm. 58; and see Athanas. p. 1009. ‘ Christ 
intimates here His Two Wills, the one Human, the other Divine ; 
the Human Will from infirmity shrinks from the Passion, the 
Divine Will is eager for it.”” Hence is refuted the Heresy of the 
Monothelites. See on Luke ii. 52; and below, xxvii. 46, and on 
John xii. 27; and Hooker, V. x\viii. 

41. 7d wey mvedua] Quoted by Polycarp, Phil. 7. 

43. BeBapnuévor] their eyes were heavy with slumber—for it 
was night. The same is said of their state at the Transfiguration, 
which also seems to have been in the night time. See Luke 
ix. 32. 

In both these respects, the three disciples—as yet not illumi- 
nated by the Holy Ghost-—are figures and representatives of our 
unregenerate state. 

The eyes of the natwral man are weighed down with slum- 
ber, and are unable to gaze at Christ’s glory, and to watch in His 
tribulation. 

But, when the Apostles had received the Holy Ghost, they 
were empowered to follow Christ in His sufferings, and so to enter 
into His glory. 

45. Kafevdere] Sleep ye. S. Chrys. understands this as 
spoken ironicé. (Cp. Zech. xi. 13. Mark vii.9. John vii. 28. 
Glass. Phil. Sacr. p. 710.) Not so S. Augustine (de Consens. 
Evang. iii. 4), who supposes that our Lord allowed them to sleep 
till Judas came. Some read the words interrogatively. So Gres- 
well and Robinson. 

Perhaps these words may have a deeper meaning. Now you 
may hope for sleep and rest, for Iam about to die, to sleep in 
death for you, and so to procure true rest for you here, and 
a blessed sleep for your bodies in the grave, and eternal rest for 
you, both in body and soul, in heaven. 

— ido'—apaprwrdv] behold the Son of Man is being deli- 
vered into the hands of sinners. He says this in order to prove 
to them that (with all their professions) they would not be able 
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to endure the sight of danger, and would fly for fear, and that He 
does not need their assistance. And in order to show that, though 
all was foreknown by Him and preordained, yet the agents 
of His death are responsible and guilty, He says, ‘the Son of 
Man is delivered into the hands of wicked men.’ (Chrys.) He 
adds, ‘ Arise,’ i. e. that they may not find us as it were terrified : 
but let us go on willingly to death. He says this, that they 
may see His confidence and joy when He was about to suffer. 
(Jerome.) 

47. *lobdas] Judas came to Gethsemane, and at night, be- 
cause he sought an opportunity to betray Him without the know- 
ledge of the multitude. (Cp. ov. 5. 16. Luke xxii. 6.) They 
came with lanterns and torches (John xviii. 2—11)—though it 
was full moon—to look for Him, lest He should be concealed 
among the trees of the Garden. 

The first Adam attempted to hide himself, through fear and 
sense of Guilt, from a righteous God, amid the trees of the Gar- 
den; the second Adam, in the consciousness of innocence, comes 
forth from amid the trees of the Garden, and gives Himself up to 
wicked men. 

49. kareptAnce] kissed Him earnestly. 
épianoe. Cp. Acts xx. 37. 

Judas, the false Apostle, the traitor of Christ, is a personal 
type of that spirit of Antichristianism, which professes love for 
Christ, and flatters Him with the lips, and yet sells Him into the 
hands of His enemies, and makes itself instrumental in crucifying 
Him. 

50. ‘Eraipe] Used in remonstrance, Matt. xx. 13; xxii. 12. 
See also Luke xxii. 48. . 

— ép 6) 6 Elz., but 6 has the preponderance of authority. 

On é¢’ 0 for én) rl, see Winer, p. 150, Lobeck, Phryn. 
p.57. Fritzsch. renders it ‘ad qualem rem perpetrandam ades |’ 

51. eis] Not specified as Peter (cp. Mark xiv. 47. Luke xxii. 
50) till St. John wrote (xviii. 10) ; an evidence of the comparative 
lateness of St. John’s Gospel. On Tdv da%Aov see John xviii. 10. 


More emphatic than 


52. of AaBdvTes kudxaipay] i.e. they who fake it of their own 
motion, without authority from God, Who alone gives commission 
to bear the sword (Rom. xiii. 4), shall perish by the sword of 
divine retribution. Cp. Gen. ix. 6. 

53. dddena AcyeGvas ayyéAwv] Twelve legions of Angels in 
lieu of twelve feeble and timid Apostles. (Jerome.) 

56. todro—rAnpwiao.v] The Passion of Christ is the Ple- 
roma of Prophecy. 

57. xparnoaytes} See on Luke xxii. 54. 

— Kaidpay] After He had been before Annas. See that inci- 
dent supplied by John xviii. 13; but St. Matthew hastens on to 
the great catastrophe. 

— brov of ypapyparets] i.e. the Great Sanhedrim of seventy 
with the President (Numb. xi. 16). The members were, the High 
Priest, the High Priests emeriti; the twenty-four Presidents of 
the twenty-four épnuepiar of Priests (called apxtepets) ; Heads 
of Tribes or Families, mpeoBirepo: and ypayyareis. (Cp. Mishna 
Cod. Sanhedrim, cap. 1. Selden de Synedrio. Jahn, Archeol. 
§ 244. Winer, R. W. ii. 551.) 

58. nicodovder] was following. 

— Ths abdAfjs] the open cowrt-yard ; ‘atrium.’ 

59. kab 7d cuvédpiov ddov] and, in aword, the whole Sanhe- 
drim; of which the Chief Priests, &c. mentioned before were 
members. Cp. Winer, p. 388. 

— é(hrovy] were seeking ; the imperfect tense describes a pro- 
tracted employment studiously pursued, “. 

60. ody eSpov] they found not. The second ovx ebpoy is can- 
celled by some Hditors; but in solemn matters the Holy Spirit 
often uses Repetition. Cp. on Acts x. 16. And the repetition 
here shows the earnestness of the search—and its vanity. 

61. katadtou tov vady] to destroy the Temple. See John ii. 
19. Our Lord did not undeceive them as to the meaning of this 
saying, which was cast in His teeth even on the cross (xxvii. 40). 
Their time of trial was past. 
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62. Ovddey amoxplyn] Dost thou make no answer to what these 
are witnessing against thee? On rt for 8 7. see Kiihner, § 837. 
Or, the sentence may be divided into ¢wo questions ; obdtv do- 
aplyn; tho. o. K.; 

68, éo1dmra] ‘ tacebat’—was remaining silent. 

— *Ekopni(w oe] I conjure thee. Our Lord, Who had before 
been silent and answered nothing, being adjured by the High 
Priest officially, replies. 

On the practical inferences from this, as to the legality of 
Oaths in Courts of Justice, see By. Andrewes, de Jurejurando, 
Lond. 1629, p. 92: ‘“Bellum et Jusjurandum spontanea, mala 
sunt; et ut bona sint, éaxrd& esse debent, id est, pressa et ex- 
pressa (ut scite Augustinus de Juramentis) vel auctoritate de- 
ferentis vel saltem duritie non credentis.’’ See above, v. 34. 

64. mAhy Aéyw duiv] nevertheless I say unto you. He answers 
their thoughts. Thou the Son of God! think they; Thou Who 
art here bound as a Malefactor. Yes; and I am also the Son of 
Man; and as Man, tl am now enduring these things in My ap- 
pointed way toward that glorious exaltation, in which you, who 
now revile Me, will see Me, seated as King, at God’s right hand. 

— am &pti] henceforth—a modo ; that is, the next time that 
ye see Me will be when ye will see Me appear in glory. Mal- 
donat, See xxiil. 39. 

— bwWerbe] ye shall see Him appearing. As Daniel has pro- 
phesied, vii. 13. Our Lord said this deseTieés, i.e. referring to 
Himself, as in that other reference to Daniel, Matt. xvi. 18, ém) 
TalTn TH méTpa, «.T.A. Thou, O Caiaphas, and ye, O Priests, 
who sit there to judge Me, will then see Me appearing in the 
clouds in the divine glory, and be summoned to stand before My 
judgment-seat. 

It was ¢his assertion, joined with that in v. 63, which elicited 
the charge of blasphemy. See v. 65, note, and on Mark xiv. 62. 

65. dieppnte Ta iudria] he rent his clothes. St. Mark has 
dieppnte tovs xit@vas. The plural appears to be according to 
Hebrew usage (cp. Mark v. 30. John xiii. 4; xix. 23. Acts xviii. 
6). “Hebrei” (says Rosenmiiller, on John xiii. 4) ‘ pallium 
plurali numero 73, et NY notarunt.’”” Cp. Schroeder. Inst. 
Ling. Hebr. p. 130, and pp. 236, 237. Glass. Phil. Sacr. p. 285. 
Winer, p. 159. 

The High Priest Caiaphas did what was unlawful for a High 
Priest to do in a private grief (Lev. x. 6; xxi. 10). To him the 
declaration of the Son of Man’s coming hereafter to judgment, 
was a@ worse woe, than even the loss of a son. He, the High 
Priest of God, was conspiring against the True High Priest. 
Perhaps, also, there was something significant in the act, showing 
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that the Priesthood itself was now about to be rent from him and 
the Jewish Nation. (Jerome, Chrys.) 

— eBracdjunoe—Prachnulay] He spake blasphemy. Here 
is an instance of an use of the word Blasphemy, for assumption 
of what belongs to another, especially to God, seeix. 3. This use is 
frequent in the Apocalypse, ii. 9; xiii. 1. 5,6; xvii. 3. For the 
cause of the High Priest’s imputation of blasphemy, see on xvi. 14. 

66. Oavdrov} of death. By the Law (Lev. xxiv. 13—16) it 
would have been by stoning. As St. Stephen was stoned (Acts 
vii. 58), and as Christ Himself had been menaced with stoning 
(John viii. 59; x. 31), for what they called blasphemy. But God 
ordered that the death of Him Who was the true Paschal Lamb, 
should not be by stoning, but by crucifixion; a death not usually 
inflicted by the Jews, but a heathen punishment, and yet, won- 
derful to say, precisely typified in the slaying and death of the 
Paschal Lamb (Exod, xii. 9), and that without the breaking of a 
bone (Exod. xii. 46). See the parallel between the killing of the 
Lamb and crucifixion, traced by Justin M., Dial. Tryphon. § 40. 

On the religious considerations suggested by the sanner of 
Christ’s death, i.e. by crucifiwion, see below on xxvii. 22. 

69. kw éxdOnto] he was sitting without, in the court-yard, 
while His Master was standing within before the High Priest, 
and undergoing these indignities. 

— pla madicxn) a certain maiden. 
kept the door. See John xviii. 17. 

71. &AAn] another. For the reconcilement of a seeming dis- 
crepancy here, see on John xviii. 25, and on Luke xxii. 54. 

— avtois éxet] So the best MSS. Elz. rots é@. The sense 
is,—she says to persons stationed at the wvAdy, or gate of the 
court-yard (i. e. officials), there, —not to all that were there. On 
this use of aids, see Matt. xii. 15; xix. 2. Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 133. 

72. we? dpkov} with an oath. Peter volunteers an oath, and 
denies Christ. Our Lord is put on His oath by the High Priest, 
and confesses Himself to be Christ. See above, v. 63. 

73. ) Aadid cov] thy language. St. Peter was terrified by a 
woman, and was not able to speak his own Syro-Chaldaic lan- 
guage with correctness, and he denies Christ. But afterwards, 
when Christ was glorified, and the Holy Ghost was given, he was 
enabled to confront and confound those who slew Christ, and to 
convert three thousand Jews from every country under heaven by 
his eloquence in their languages. See on Acts ii. 14—41. 

75. &kAavee] he wept,—a stronger word than édd«puce. Cp. 
Luke xix. 41. Even soon after he had received the Holy Com- 
munion he denied his Master. But he repented, and was par- 
doned. Hence we may confute the Novatians, who refuse to 
restore those who fall into grievous sin after Baptism and the 
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Holy Communion. And St. Peter’s sin, and the sins of other 
saints, are written in Holy Scripture that we may not be high- 
minded, but fear; and that when we fall into sin we may repent. 
(Cp. Theophyl., Mark xiv. 72.) The grace given in the Holy 
Communion was improved by St. Peter into the means of godly 
repentance; but it was perverted by Judas to his own destruc- 
tion. It was used as medicine by the one, and was abused into 
poison by the other. 


Cu. XXVIL. 2. Movrig MuAdrw] to Pontius Pilate. The suc- 
cessor of Valerius Gratus, as Procurator of Judea (Tacié. Ann. 
xv. 54, ‘¢ Christus, Tiberio imperante, per Pontium Pilatum Pro- 
curatorem supplicio affectus est.’ Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4). 

Pilate is said to have communicated the facts of the cruci- 
fixion of Christ in an official despatch to the Emperor Tiberius. 
See Eused. ii. 2, and below on Acts iv. 6. 

Pontius Pilate held the office of Procurator from A.D 25 to 
A.D. 36; he was deprived of it for cruelty, and is said to have 
destroyed himself at Vienne, in Gaul, in the first year of the 
Emperor Caligula. See Eused. ii. 7, ed. Vales., and Bp. Pearson 
on the Creed, Art. iv., who observes, as an eminent act of the 
providence of God, that the full power of Judicature in Judea 
(‘jus gladii’) was left in the hands of its resident Procurator ; 
which was not usually the case. 

On the succession of Jewish Procurators at this time, see 
Chronol. Tables at the end of the Preface to the Acts, p. xl. 

The Roman Procurator’s residence was at Cesarea, but he 
came to Jerusalem for the Passover, to maintain order in the city. 

— 76 fryeudui] to the Governor. On the different usages of 
the Evangelists, as to this word, see Mark xv. 1. 

8. petamednbels] He does not say wetavojoas. On the dif- 
ference between true and false repentance, see Bp. Sanderson, 
iii. 13 —25, and below on 2 Cor. vii. 10. 

— Ta TpidKovta apyipia] the thirty shekels (see above, xxvi. 
15). A shekel was two drachmas (Gen. xxiii. 15, 16, LXX), or 
two denarii. See xvii. 24, and Winer, Lex. i. 266 ; ii. 445. 

4. aiua d0G0v] more than an innocent man. I am guilty of 
his blood,—eis 7d xvOjva. (Huthym.) 

5. év 7G vag] in the Holy Place; where the Corban was. 
On the difference between vads and fepdy, see xxvii. 51. Luke i. 9. 
2 Thess. ii. 4, note. 

— anhytaro] he hanged himself; as his prototype, Ahithophel, 
the friend of David, who conspired against him, had done, 2 Sam. 
xvii. 23. See on Acts i. 18, and cp. the ancient author adv. 
Cataphryg. in Euseb. v. 16. Routh, R. S. ii. 188, Adyos avap- 
THoat Eavtovs, lovda mpoddrov dikny—Kad dicxevdevTa KaKas 
TENEUTITAL. 

The following words, on the death of Judas, contain important 
historical statements, as well as doctrinal truths. ‘‘ Unde scelestior 
omnibus, Juda, et infelicior extitisti, quem non poenitentia revoca- 
yit ad Dominum, sed desperatio traxit ad laguewm? Expectasses 
consummationem criminis tui; donec sanguis Christi pro omnibus 
funderetur peccatoribus, informis lethi suspendium distulisses. 
Camque conscientiam tuam tot Domini miracula, tot dona torque- 
rent, illa saltem te @ precipitio tuo revocassent, que in Paschali 
cen, jam de perfidia tua signo divine scientize detectus acceperas. 
Cur de Ejus bonitate diffidis, qui te a corporis et sanguinis sui 
communione non repulit ? qui tibi ad comprehendendum se cum 
turbis et armatorum (Joan. xviii. 5) cohorte venienti, pacis osculum 
non negavit? Sed homo inconvertibilis, spiritus vadens et non 
revertens, cordis tui secutus es rabiem, et stante diabolo a dextris 
tuis, iniquitatem, quam in sanctorum omnium armayeras caput, 
in tuum verticem retorsisti: ut quia facinus tuum omnem men- 


suram ultionis excesserat, te paveret impietas tua judicem, te 
pateretur tua poena carnificem.” Leo M. (Sermo lii. p. 121.) 

Judas was a type of the Jews, in his sin and end. See on 
Acts i. 20. 

6. xopBavay] Hebr. y32 (korban); from root 27 (karab), 
appropinguavit ; and in Hiphil » 77, appropinguare fecit ; i.e. 
obtulié; whence Corban is used either as an offering (Mark vii. 
11) or oblation ; or the place where oblations were received, —the 
Treasury of the Temple,—as here. 

If the money had been cast into the treasury, the circum- 
stance of the betrayal would not have been so notorious; but by 
the purchase of the field the Chief Priests perpetuated its memory 
to posterity, and fulfilled the prophecy; and this they did with 
deliberation—having called a council—and so they bear public 
testimony against themselves. (Chrys.) 

8. ’Aypds aluatros] Akel-dama. See Acts i. 19. 

— €ws tT. ohucpov] until this day. Cp. xxviii. 15. In both 
these cases the clause follows an aorist, indicating that the act 
then begun had been continued without interruption till the time 
of the writing of the Gospel. It does not necessarily intimate 
a long time ; but it marks a striking circumstance, that the Rulers 
of the Jews in one case were not able, in the other were not 
willing, to put an end, even after a short interval, to what reflected 
so much disgrace on themselves. It also shows a continuity of 
knowledge on the part of the Evangelist. 

9. Tére érrAnpdon Td pnbev dia ‘Iepeuiov] Then was fulfilled 
what was spoken by Jeremiah. A prophecy not now read in 
Jeremiah, but in Zechariah, xi. 12,13. In that prophecy of 
Zechariah the Messiah is introduced asking for the wages due to 
Him as Shepherd of His people; and the wages paid Him are thirty 
pieces of silver; and Jehovah says to Him, ‘‘ Cast them to the 
Potter (the LXX has ywveurnpiov, for an explanation of which 
see S. Cyril Hieros. Cat. 13, pp. 188, 189), a goodly price at 
which I have been priced by them !” 

Thus then Jehovah identifies Himself with the Shepherd— 
the Messiah—and speaks of this contempt shown to the Messiah 
as an insult to Himself. ‘Then I took the thirty pieces of silver 
and cast them in the House of Jehovah to the Potter.” 

No one can doubt the general adaptation of this prophecy to 
the death of Christ, the Good Shepherd laying down His life for 
His sheep. (John x. 11. 15.) 

It is the practice of the Holy Ghost, especially in St. Mat- 
thew’s Gospel, written primarily for Hebrew use, to give the sense 
rather than the exact words of the Hebrew Prophecies, which He 
Himself had dictated in the Old Testament (see above, on ii. 23) ; 
and in this passage He intimates, that though the parties concerned 
in the present transaction recorded in the Gospel, were Judas and 
the Priests, yet all that was done by them in the rejection of 
Christ, was foreseen by God, and was done with ‘‘ His determinate 
counsel and foreknowledge.” (Acts ii. 23.) As S. Augustine 
says, ‘‘ Pater tradidit Filium; Ipse Filius seipsum tradidit pro 
nobis; et Judas Eum tradidit.’”’ 

But how is it to be explained, that a prophecy written by 
Zechariah is ascribed by St. Matthew to Jeremiah ? 

If (as some do not scruple to say) St. Matthew had written 
Jeremiah by mistake, such an error as this—in a matter obvious 
to every reader of the Old Testament—would have been pointed 
out to him by those who read his Gospel in primitive times, and 
the text would have been corrected accordingly, and have been so 
read in the Church. For, as Antiquity testifies, St. Matthew 
published his Gospel originally in Hedrew, and afterwards in 
Greek. The error (if error it had been) would have been pointed 
out in the first edition—the Hesrew—and would never have 
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appeared in the second edition—the Greek. Such errors, com- 
mitted by Historians and Editors in their first editions, are 
amended in subsequent revisions ; and if this had been an error, 
it would not now stand in the transcripts of the Gospel. 

It is observable, that though the Prophet Zechariah is three 
times quoted by St. Matthew (xxi. 5; xxvi. 31; xxvii. 9), he is 
never quoted by name; nor is he once quoted by name even in the 
whole of the New Testament. Indeed, the Holy Spirit in the 
Gospels, in quoting the prophecies, is not accustomed to par- 
ticularize the names of the Prophets, by whose instrumentality He 

- had delivered them; and thus, it is probable, He intends to teach, 
that all prophecies proceed from One Spirit, and that those by 
whom they were uttered are not sources, but only channels of the 
same Divine truth. Cp. Awg. de Consens. Ev. iii. 7, vol. ili. p. 
1416. 

For a similar reason, it may seem, the Holy Spirit in the 
New Testament often combines prophecies spoken by differenti 
Prophets in the Old Testament, and introduces them as spoken 
by ‘‘ the Prophet,”’ or by one of the two Prophets, and treats them 
as coming from the same Author. Compare, for instance, Matt. 
xxi. 4, 5, in which passage we see that a prophecy of Zechariah 
is coupled with one of Isaiah, and both are said to be dia Tov 
mpobhrov. So Matt. xxi. 13 is formed out of Isa. lvi. 7, and 
Jer. vii. 11. So He speaks of what is written in one Prophet 
(e. g. Habakkuk, i. 5), as “written in the Prophets.” Acts xiii. 
40. Again, in quoting two prophecies, written by two Prophets, 
He mentions only one of the two Prophets. See Marki. 2. Cp. 
Glass. Phil. Sacr. p. 960, and Junii Parallela; and the Parallela 
in Mr. Grinfield’s Editio Hellenistica N. T., Lond. 1843. 

We may infer from the manner in which the Prophets of the 
Old Testament are treated by the Holy Spirit in the New, that 
He designed to teach us, that, as in the Gospel, Paul is nothing, 
and Apollos is nothing (1 Cor. iii. 5), so, in the Old Testament, 
Jeremiah is nothing, Zechariah is nothing, but God’s ministers, 
holy men, who all spake as they were moved by the Holy Ghost 
(2 Pet. i. 21); and that there are diversities of gifts, but the same 
Spirit; and diversities of ministries and operations, but it is the 
same God which worketh all in all (1 Cor. xii. 6). 

Again, in the New Testament, the Holy Spirit sometimes 
cites Prophecies which were delivered of old to the world, and of 
which we have no written record in the Old Testament. See 
Jude 14, 

Also, there appears to have been a tradition among the Jews 
that prophecies now read in Zechariah had been in the first 
instance delivered by Jeremiah; for it was a saying current with 
them, “‘ Zechariam habuisse Spiritum Jeremiz.” (See Surenhus. 
p- 282.) And the words quoted by St. Matthew were seen by St. 
Jerome in a copy of Jeremiah used by the Nazarenes. See also 
Rosenm., “ Huic sententize favet locus insignis Lectionarii Coptici 
a cel. Woide notatus.”’ Vid. Michaelis, Bibl. Orient. iv. 288. 
Cp. Hammond, p. 135. Burgon. ad loc. 

S. Jerome says, ad Pammachium, vol. iv. p. 251, ‘‘ Accusent 
Apostolum Matthzum falsitatis, quod nec cum Hebraico, nec cum 
Septuaginta congruat Translatoribus, et (quod his majus est) 
erret in nomine, pro Zecharia quippe Jeremiam posuit—Sed 
absit hoc de pedissequo Christi dicere !”’ 

S. Jerome then refers to another passage of Zechariah, where 
the Evangelist deviates from the precise words of the Prophecy 
in order to give the sense. See Matt. xxvi. 31. And he says, 
‘« Sermonum varietas Spiritiis unitate concordat,” 


| On the whole, there is reason to believe, with S. Chrysostom 
and Eusebius (D. EH. x. 5), that the prophecy which we read in 
Zechariah (xi. 12, 13) had, in the first instance, been delivered 
by Jeremiah; and that by referring here not to Zechariah, where 
we read it, but to Jeremiah, where we do not read it, the Holy 
Spirit teaches us not to regard the Prophets as the Authors of 
their prophecies, but to trace their prophecies backwards and 
upwards, flowing in different channels from age to age, till we see 
them all at length springing forth from the one living Fountain 
of wisdom and knowledge,—the Divine Well-spring of Inspiration 
in the Godhead Itself. 

Thus this passage, like others in the Written Word of God, 
appears to be set, as the Incarnate Word is set, for the fall and 
rising of many in Israel (Luke ii. 34). They are set for our moral 
probation, which supposes difficulty, ‘‘ut fides, non mediocri 
premio destinata, difficuliate constaret ”’ (Tertul. Apol. 21). And 
so these difficulties are the leaves and flowers of which the crown 
of glory is woven. They are set for our fall, if with a partial eye 
to single difficulties, and without due regard to the general evidence 
and scope of Revelation taken as a whole, and presuming too 
much on ourselves, we thence take occasion to deny the Inspira- 
tion of the Gospels. They are set for our rising, if we thence are 
led to distrust ourselves, to feel the weakness of our own facul- 
ties, and our need of Divine grace, and to exercise humility and 
faith, to recognize the same Spirit speaking by all the Writers of 
Holy Scripture, and to look forward with patience and hope te the 
time when all that is dark in Holy Scripture will be cleared away, 
and we shall see the truth as it is, and know even as we are 
known (1 Cor. xiii. 12). 

Other replies to the question here considered may be seen in 
Glass. Philol. Sacr. p. 99, and in Surenhus. KatadaAayh, p. 280. 
Cornelius a Lapide on Zech. xi. 12. Dr. Jackson on the Creed, 
book viii. ch. xxvii. Mintert, Lexicon, voc. ‘Tepeuias. Archbishop 
ranean on Zech. xi. 13. Hengstenberg, Christologie, ii. 258. 

55. 

11. Sd Aéyers] Thou sayest ; i. e. what is true, 
John xviii. 837; and 1 Tim. vi. 13. 

16. BapaSBay] Barabbas. From 43 (bar), filius, and NAN 
(abba), pater. They rejected the True Son of the Father, and 
chose a robber, who bare the name of Father’s Son, in His place. 

17.] In some MSS. and Versions there is a remarkable reading 
here, i. e. *"Incody prefixed to Barabbas; and this is approved by 
Fritzsche, Meyer, and others. ‘ Codices ante Origenem habu- 
erunt *Incoty BapaBBay.”” (Rosenm.) 

__ If this reading is correct, the contrast is striking. Whom 
will ye? Jesus who is called Barabbas, or Jesus Who is called 
Christ, the Son of the Living God? But perhaps *Incody, i. e. 


IN after “MIN, is only a repetition of the two final letters, IN. 
Barabbas the murderer and robber is acquitted by the Jews, 
and Jesus is killed by them. But He is acquitted by the voice of 
Pilate’s wife, and is pronounced innocent .by Pilate, the Roman 
Governor, and is acknowledged by the Roman centurion to be 
“truly the Son of God.’ The act of the Jews was suggested by 
the Evil One, who still reigns over them, and therefore they can- 
not have peace. (Jerome.) 
19. emt rod Biuatos] on the judgment-seat. The cause itself 
was heard in the pretorium, or palace of the Governor, but judg- 
ment was pronounced from the Bima, or tribunal, which was in 


See xxvi. 64. 


an elevated place outside the preetorium. 
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— 7 yur} avtod] his wife; whose name is said to have been 
Procla, or Claudia Procula. Niceph. i. 30. Evang. Nicod. 2. 
Libr. Apocryph, ed. Thilo. p. 522 sqq. 

In the whole history of the Passion of Christ no one pleads 
for Him but a woman—the wife of a Heathen Governor, the 
deputy of the Emperor of the World. She says, Have thou no- 
thing to do with that Just Man. 

How often the movements of the heart of one weak woman 
are wiser than all the popular clamours, and deliberative counsels, 
and judicial decisions, of the Multitudes, Nations, Senates, and 
Rulers of this world! 

— mordd exafov] I suffered many things. How many 
things took place that ought to have made the Chief Priests pause ! 
Together with the examination and inquiry by Pilate came this 
dream of his wife; sent to her perhaps because she was holier 
than her husband, and because, if sent to him, it might never 
have been divulged. And not only did she see the vision, but 
suffered many things in that very night, because of Christ. 
Pilate wished to let Him go, but they importuned to have released 
unto them a notable prisoner—one infamous for his crimes—and 
preferred Barabbas to the Saviour of the World. Chrys. 

22. Sravpwhitw] Let Him be crucified! Not only by putting 
Him to death, but also by the manner of His death, viz., by 
Crucifixion, did the enemies of Jesus fulfil the prophecies, and 
prove Him to be the Christ. See above, xxvi. 24. 66; and below, 
on v. 43, and on Gal. iii. 13. 

For a description of the cross and of crucifixion, see Bp. 
Pearson on the Creed, Art. iv. and the notes. That the feet 
were nailed as well as the hands, see Justin, c. Tryphon. 97. 
Tertullian, c. Marcion. iii. 19. Plaut. Mostell. ii. 1. 13. Cp. Ps. 
xxii. 17. Luke xxiv. 39. 

Some of the meditations of the Ancient Church upon the 
Crucifixion are thus expressed : 

“ Per lignum servi facti sumus; per crucem liberi.” (Aug.) 

“Ut non sibi sed omnibus vinceret Christus, manus in cruce 
tetendit.”’ (Ambrose.) 

“Tpsa species crucis, quid est nisi forma quadrata mundi? 
unde 8. Apostolus, que sit altitudo et latitudo amoris Christi.” 
(Hieron.) See John xii. 32, and on Ephes. iii. 18. 

‘Crux patientis fit cathedra docentis, et tribunal judicantis, 
et currus triumphantis.” (Ang.) See below on Luke xxiii. 23. 

On the Passion of our Blessed Saviour, see Leo M. Serm. 1. 
—Ixviii. SS. Cyril Hieros, Catech. 13, p. 182—203. Dr. Bar- 
row’s Sermon xxxii. vol. ii. p. 206, and vol. v. p. 566—603; and 
Bp. Andrewes’ Sermons, ii. p. 120—184, and Westcott on the 
Canon, pp. 61. 120, for primitive testimonies concerning it. 

23. expaCoy| they were crying. Then were fulfilled the words 
of Isaiah (v. 7), ‘‘ He looked for judgment, but behold oppres- 
sion; for righteousness, but behold a ery.” (Jerome.) 

24. amrevivato Tas xelpas] he washed his hands, but not his 
heart. We was guilty of crucifying Christ, by delivering to be 
crucified Him Whom he pronounced innocent; and so in deliver- 
ing up Christ he condemned himself. 

Sense of guilt makes men cowards. Pilate was afraid, lest, if 
he did not comply with the desires of the Priests and People, and 
deliver Jesus to them, he himself should be accused by them to 
his master, Tiberius, for the many sins he had committed in his 
government of Judea. See John xix. 12. 

Observe how many things were done by Christ to deter the 


° 


Jews from this sanguinary deed. They saw Pilate washing his 
hands; they heard his protest of Christ’s innocence; they saw 
the death of Judas the Traitor, stung in conscience for betraying 
Him ; they beheld the majestic silence of Christ; and yet they 
prefer Barabbas to Christ, and imprecate a curse on themselves 
and their children. This curse is still of force upon the Jews 
even to this day; as Isaiah says (i. 15), “‘ When ye make many 
prayers, I will not hear: your hands are full of blood.” This is 
the legacy which the Jews have bequeathed to their posterity, 
“« His blood be upon us and upon our children!” Jerome. 

26. gpayeAAdoas| having scourged ; as was usually done to 
slaves before their crucifixion. See Webst. here. ‘‘ SparyeAdovy 
vox origine Latina, id. qd. waoriyody xx. 19. Joan. xix. 1. Fla- 
gella erant aculeata, ossiculis pecuinis fere catenata, unde horribile 
flagellum dixit Horat. Sat. i. 3.119. Flagellis ceedebantur apud 
Romanos servi (liberi virgis) et fere capite damnati, nudi et ad 
columnam adstricti, antequam in crucem agerentur. Facinus est 
vinciri civem Romanum, scelus verberari, prope parricidium 
necart, quid dicam in crucem tollere? Cic. Verr. v. 66. Conju- 
ratio servorum—multi occisi, multi capti, alios verberatos eruct 
affixit, gué principes conjurationis erant. Liv. xxxilil. 36. Servum 
verberibus multatum sub furca ad supplicium egit. Val. Max. 
i. 7. Pilatus ergo more Romanorum poenam flagellorum Christo 
in crucem agendo irrogabat. Attamen cum flagellis esset czsus, 
ultima vice tentabat Procurator, an ad commiserationem flectere 
posset Judzeorum animos, ideoque Jesum flagellatum in conspec- 
tum populi producebat ; sed rursus eum spes fallebat, denuntiabant 
ei Ceesaris iram; hanc metuens, eum in crucem agi jussit, coll. v. 
31. Joan. xix. 1, 2 sqq.” (Kuin.) 

According to the Roman laws, they who were to be crucified 
were first scourged. Jesus was delivered to the soldiers, and thus 
that most holy body was torn by the scourge. But this was 
done, that ‘‘ by His stripes we might be healed’’ (Isa. liii. 5). 
(Jerome.) 

On the time of the scourging see on Luke xxiii. 16. 
John xix. 1. 

27. orpariéroi—ometpay] the soldiers of the Governor (Pilate) 
having taken Jesus to the pretorium, gathered together to him 
their whole band. ‘ Mare. xv. 16 dicuntur of orpari@rat milites 
pretoriani. Td mpartép.ov vox origine Latina, est domus, palatium 
Procuratoris. Hoc pretorium fuerat olim regia Herodis, in 
superiori urbis parte magnifice exstructa, ex qua aditus patebat in 
arcem Antoniam, templo junctam, vid. Joseph. Ant. xv. 9. 3. 
B. J. i. 21. 1; v. 4. 3. Procuratores Romani, qui Cesare 
degebant, quotiescungue iis Hierosolymis versandum esset, hoe 
palatium sibi deligebant domicilium.” (Kuin.) 

Concerning this word pretorium, and the reflections it 
suggests in the history of the sufferings of Christ, and of those of 
St. Paul, see below, notes on Phil. i. 13. 

“Tribunal erat extra pretorium v. 19, abducebatur ergo 
Jesus in interiorem partem pretorii, in aulam. ovviyyayov em abtdy 
dAny Thy omeipay, totam cohortem ad eum illudendum coégerunt. 
Cohortem Romanam, que erat decima pars legionis, et constabat 
quadringentis viginti quinque militibus, interdum sexcentis, etiam 
mille, si legiones majores erant, vid. Lipsius de Militié Romana i. 
4. Joseph. B. J. iii. 4. 2. Quinque cohortes Czsarez erant, una 
Hierosolymis, eademque major, tempore festi Paschatos, vid. 
Joseph. B. J. ii. 15. 6; v. 5. & Act. xxiii. 23.” (Kuwin.) 


Cp. 


104 


q Mark 15. 21. 


r Mark 15. 22, &c. 
Luke 23. 33, &c. 
John 19. 17, &c. 
s Ps. 69. 21. 

ver. 48. 


t Ps. 22, 18. 


MATTHEW XXVII. 29—37. 


A \ 3 3 A 

mepieOnxav ato xdraptda Koxkivyy, 9 Kal mréEavtes orépavov e€ axavOav 
lal sy aA s\ 

éréOnkav émt tiv Kehadiyvy adtov, Kal Kddapov emt tHy de€iay avTod, Kal 
, + > Ce awe ts ord 32 de A G ye ‘ 
yovuTeryaavtes eutpocbey advrod évérailov ait@ héyovtes, Xaitpe, 6 Bacrreds 
lal XN 
Tov “Iovdatory (77) kal eumticavtes cis adtov edhaBov Tov Kahapov, Kat 


\ y lal SN 
31 kat ore evéraréay avto, e€édvcav avTov 


Y 5) \ \ > Les’ 
€ruTTov eis THY KEepadyv avTov 
\ / Non oN Seo , > le WO , SEN > bs 
THv xhapvoa, Kal évédvoay adrov Ta YadTia avTOd, Kal amryyayov avTOV Els TO 
OTAVPOT aL. 
ie ae y - ww lal 

(=) ? -E&epyomevor de 4 eSpov avOpwrov Kupnvatoy, dvomate Sipwvar Tovrov 
5) , 4 y XN N > lal 
Hyydpevoay, iva apy Tov oTavpoy abrod. : 

x / / “A 3 la a 

( =) 33 * Kai ehOdvres ets Témov heyomevov Todyofa, 0 €oTt heyouevos Kpaviov 
Tomos, (a) * *edwkay adT@ mew £05 meTa YOAHS pEe“LypLevoy" Kal yevordpevos 
ovk HOede Teetv. , 

(3) ® Sravpdcarres S€ adtov Sueyepicavto Ta iudtia abrov Bdddovtes 

“~ Y ON On \ e Oe s \ “ , ie fe \ € - , 
K\ypoy, va mANpwOn Td pynVEev Vd TOD TpodijTov, ‘AvewEeptoavTO TA LMaTLA 
pov €avtots, kal éml tov ipaticpov prov €Barov Krnpow * 

On Sas: SON > GN (= 37 N 5) ‘6 > , A Mh 3 A 
KaOyuwevor erTHpovv avtov exe’ (=) % Kal éréOnxay érdvw Ths Kepadns avTov 

S\ , la} 4, 

THY aitiay avTov yeypappevyv, OYTOX ESTIN IHSOYS O BAXIAETS TAN 
1] 


\ 
KQL 


IOYTAAINN. 


28. xAautda] A round military cloak (‘sagum,’ ‘ paludamen- 
tum’), of dyed wool, fastened on the right shoulder with a fibula, 
so as to cover the left side, and thrown over the other dress. 

— koxkiyny] scarlet. As military Imperator, or King—in 
mockery. It is called mopptpa by St. Mark, xv. 17, and was 
probably of scarlet, with purple clavi, or stripes. See Hutrop. 
ix. 26. Winer, Lex. i. p. 664. 

All these things, done in mockery, were so ordered by God as 
to have a divine meaning. Christ is clothed in scarlet and purple, 
for He is a military Conqueror and King; He is crowned with 
thorns, for He has a diadem won by suffering, the diadem of 
the World; He has a reed in His hand, for He wields a royal 
Sceptre, earned by the weakness of humanity (see Phil. ii. 8—11). 
The cross is laid on His shoulder, for this is the sign of the Son of 
Man, the trophy of His Victory, by which He takes away sin and 
conquers Satan; His titles are inscribed on the Cross, ‘* King of 
the Jews,”’ for He is the Sovereign Lord of Abraham and all his 
seed. In all these circumstances, as 8. Hilary says, He is wor- 
shipped, while He is mocked. The purple is the dress of royal 
honour ; His crown woven with thorns is a crown of victory. As 
S. Ambrose says (on Luke xxiii. 11), ‘ illudentes adorant.” 

82. Kupnvatov] a Cyrenian. ‘The Cyrenians, who had now 
come up to the Passover, had a synagogue at Jerusalem. Cp. 
Acts ii. 10; vi. 9. 

— Sluwva] Simon. See Luke xxiii. 26. 

— nyydpevoay| they pressed into service. 
Mark xv. 21. His Cross was laid on a stranger. 
not worthy to bear it. (Hilary.) E 

— va tpn] in order that he might bear it. Criminals were 
obliged to carry their own cross to the place of execution. It is 
probable, that when our Lord was oppressed by the burden, the 
soldiers, meeting Simon coming from the country, pressed him 
into the service as a disciple of Jesus. 

33. Toayo0a] from rad. 543 (galal), volvit; whence the word 
Gilgal, Golgoltha, and euphonicé Golgotha, a rolling; and Gul- 
goleth, a skull (2 Kings ix. 35), from its roundness. 

Perhaps by recording the name Golgotha. the Holy Spirit 
may intend a reference to the words of Joshua the type of Jesus, 
at the hill Gilga/, where he circumcised the people (Josh. v. 9), 
and had his camp. ‘‘ Behold, £ have to-day rolled away (*n\>2) 
the reproach of Egypt ; therefore the name of the place is called 
Gilgal.”” And by our Jesus at Golgotha the shame and guilt of 
sin was rolled away from the Israel of God; and there—where 
He was crucified—was His camp ;—for He conquered by the 
Cross. Cp. above on xxvi. 36. 

Golgotha was outside the walls of the city (Heb. xiii. 12), 
and probably on the n.w. of Mount Sion. See Williams, Holy 
City, p. 243. Some Expositors suppose that Golgotha derived 
its name from its conical form (Redland, Paleest. p. 860), and that 
for this reason it is called kpdviov by St. Luke, xxiii. 33. Cp. 
Stanley, Palestine, p. 454, and Museum of Classical Literature, 
ii. pp. 311—476. 


See above, v. 41. 
The Jews were 


There was an ancient tradition (see Origen, Tertullian, 
Athanas., August.) that the bones of Adam had been buried 
there. S Jerome is of opinion that it was called Calvary because 
it was a place of public executions, and many skulls of criminals 
who had been beheaded, might be seen there, perhaps exposed 
in terrorem. 

Observe, our Lord was crucified on Golgotha, and He as- 
cended into heaven from the Mount of Olives. The Sun of 
Righteousness went down in the west, and arose to heaven on the 
east of Jerusalem. 

84. dkos wera XoARs] vinegar with gall. 
Mark xv. 23. Ps. lxix. 21. 

— ovk HOere mety] He would not drink. ‘ Sive quod aversa- 
retur malitiam; sive quia volebat majorem pati sitim in cruce, 
ut nobis mortificationis vivum daret exemplum.’’? (@ Lapide.) 
Perhaps He refused it, that it might not be said by His enemies 
that He had not suffered all the agonies of crucifixion, and that 
some drugged potion had been given Him by His friends to stupify 
His senses and to deaden His pain till just before He died (see 
below, v. 48. John xix. 28). Such potions were often given to 
those who were crucified. See Lightfoot. ‘ Vinum myrrha con- 
ditum mentem turbat. Solebant supplicio afficiendis porrigere 
vinum, herbis temulentiam procreantibus mixtum, qué mints 
sentirent dolores. Tr. Sanhedrin. c. 6, Dixit R. Chesda: qui 
ducitur ad mortem, ei datur bibendum granum turis in poculo 
vini, ut distrahatur mens ejus, quia dictum est Prov. xxxi. 6, 
Date siceram perituro, et vinum illis qui sunt amaro animo.” 
Merillius. Casaubonus, Exercitt. Antibaron. xvi. 80. Jesus 
ver0, qui doloris sensu rationisque usu privari hoc modo nolebat, 
sed animo forti fatum subire volebat, vino leviter degustato calicem 
epotare recusabat. (Kuin.) 

85. iva AnpwO7i—xAjjpoy| not found in A, B, D, E, F, G, H, 
K, L, M, 8, U, V—and probably not from St. Matthew. 

86. erhpouv avtdv] they were watching Him. The vigilance 
of the soldiers and Priests has proved of great use to us, as giving 
us clearer evidence of the Resurrection, and of Christ’s power 
therein. (Jerome.) 


87. Obtds éorw—Iovdalwv] This is Jesus, the King of the 
Jews. See S. Ang. in Joan. xix. 19. 

Thus by Pilate’s voice the Gentile World (represented by 
him as Roman Governor) replies to the Jews, ‘‘ Whether ye will 
or no, Jesus is King of the Jews,—the Lord of all who believe.” 
(Jerome, referring to the derivation of the word Jew, i. e. one who 
confesses and praises God.) 

“The first authorized title of ‘ King of Judah’ after the 
captivity of king Zedekiah, was that Inscription written on our 
Saviour’s cross by the command of Pilate (the Representative in 
Judeea of Cesar, the world’s Governor), so that the Jews could 
not get a change of it in any of the three languages in which it 
was written. That which the world might conceive was written 
in jest, the God of Israel made good by making this Jesus, Whom 
Pilate crucified, both Lord and Christ (Acts ii. 36; iv. 10); that 
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is, a far greater King than Cesar, whom they acknowledge their 
only king!” Dr. Jackson on the Creed, bk. vii. c. 32. 

On the different forms in which this Inscription is repre- 
sented by the Evangelists, see above, Introduction to the Gospels. 

38. S00 Anotai] two robbers, or, rather, felons, rebels, and 
assassins. ‘* Vocabantur Anor@y et sicariorum nomine qui injussu 
publico arma cepissent. Crux poena latronum.” (Rosenm.) See 
above, xxi. 13. These rebels and assassins were executed at the 
Passover for a public example at that great festival. 

— cis ex fekiav] one on the right, the other on the left. Like 
the good and wicked at the Great Day of Judgment. See above, 
xxy. 33, 34. 41. Christ on the cross accepts the one (Luke xxiii. 
43), while the other remains impenitent and blasphemes. So even 
the Cross becomes a Judgment-seat, and the Crucifixion displays 
a vision of the Universal Judgment to come. 

42. KaraBdrw—Ka) moretoouey] let Him come down, and we 
will believe. A false promise. For which was greater, to come 
down from the cross, or to raise Himself from the dead ? He rose 
again, and ye did not believe. If He had come down from the 
cross, ye would not have believed. Perhaps the Spirits of Evil 
suggested these words ; for, as soon as the Lord was crucified, they 
felt the power of the Cross, and that their own power was broken 
thereby ; they would then that He should come down from the 
Cross. But Christ remains on the Cross in order to destroy the 
Devil, and in order that the world may believe and be saved. 
(Jerome.) Cp. 1 Cor. ii. 8. 

— én aT] we will become believers in Him; a stronger ex- 
pression than the reading of some MSS. =. aire. 

43.] Quoted by Clem. Roman. c. 16, p. 71. 

— rénoiey em) roy Ocdy] He trusted in God, let Him deliver 
Him, if He will have Him. Wonderful fulfilment of Divine pro- 
phecy! They who nailed Jesus to the cross, and mocked Him 
on the cross, used the very words which the Holy Spirit, speaking 
by David in the person of the Messiah, a thousand years before 
the crucifixion, had said that the enemies of the Messiah would 
use against Him, when they would pierce His hands and feet, and 
part His garments, and cast lots for His vesture. Ps. xxii. 16. 
18. See that Psalm, v. 7, 8, All they that see Me laugh Me to 
scorn, they shoot out the lip, they shake the head, saying, He 
trusted in God that He would deliver Him; let Him deliver 
Him, if He will have Him. Thus they fulfilled the Scriptures in 
condemning Him. (Acts xiii. 27.) Thus, in crucifying Jesus, 
they proved Him to be the Christ. 

44. Anorat] the robbers : one of them. Luke xxiii. 42,43. S. Aug. 
de Consens. Evang. iii. 16, and S. Ambrose in Luc. lib. x. For 
similar uses of the plural see above, ii. 20. Acts xvii. 18, and 
Matt. xxvi. 8, where it is said that “the disciples murmured,”’— 
viz. Judas, one of them, did. Acts xiii. 40, “ that which is spoken 
by the Prophets,” —i. e. in one of them, Habakkuk, i. 5. 

Or, it may be inferred from a comparison of St. Luke’s 
account with St. Matthew’s, that at first, doth the malefactors 
railed on Him; but afterwards, one of them (Luke xxiii. 40), 
moved by the prodigies which he saw (the darkness and the 
earthquake, &c.), was penitent, and rebuked the other. So, first, 
Jews and Gentiles reviled Christ; but now the Gentiles repent, 
and plead with the Jews. Jerome. ' 

In the two Thieves, one blaspheming, the other confessing 
Christ, some of the Fathers see a figure of the “duo populi,’”’ the 


Jew and the Gentile, dupdrepor yap uvouor (says Theophyl. in | the E 
Mare. xv.) GAN 6 wey ebvixds evyvduwy, 6 dt lovdaixds BAdopnmos. | Mou. St. Paul uses Tid0ce, 1 Tim. i. 18; vi. 20. 


Vor. Ls 


45. And 5 exrns Spas oxdtos eyévero] And darkness came 
over the land from the sixth hour until the ninth hour, i. e. from 
twelve o’clock, when our Lord was crucified, to three, when he 
expired. 

As to the hour of the Crucifixion, see below, Mark xv. 25. 
John xix. 14. 

Concerning this darkness, which could not have been an 
eclipse, the moon being then full, see Jul. African in Routh, 
R. 8. ii. 297, 298, Av oxdtos Georolntoy, ibid. ii. 477, and iv. 7. 
Euseb. Chron. ad a.p. 33. Cf. Tertullian, Apol. 21, who appeals 
for the fact to the Roman Archives. 

S. Cyril Hieros. p. 195, sees here a fulfilment of Zech. xiv. 
6, 7, and Amos viii. 9. 

By racav tiv viv, St. Matthew probably meant the Land 
of Judea (Origen, Chrys.), and see Matt. ix. 26. Luke iv. 25; so 
that it would not be surprising if no mention of it is made in 
Heathen Historians. 

At the first Passover, the Hebrews had light in their dwell- 
ings, while the rest of Egypt was dark; but now, when the True 
Passover is killed by them, ¢hey are in darkness; and the light of 
the Gospel is about to be poured on the Gentile world. 

Observe, the Passover was to be killed at the full moon. 
When Christ suffered the Moon was full. Christ the Sun of 
Righteousness illumines the Church typified in Scripture by 
the Moon; and the fulness of her light is from the death of 
Christ. 

46. Aaud caBaxOavi] Ps. xxii. 1. Our Lord cries out, “ My 
God, why hast Thou forsaken Me?”’ using the words of the 
Psalmist, in order that He might show with His last breath that 
He acknowledges the Old Testament. (Chrys.) 

Our Lord, with His dying breath, taught us to refer this Psalm 
to the Messiah ; it is therefore impiety no¢ to apply it to Him. 
(Jerome.) Cp. Acts i. 20; iv. 25. 

It would seem from this, and from Mark xv. 34, “Edo, 
°EAw), that our Lord used the vernacular, or Syro-Chaldaic words: 
‘“‘Heec verba deprompta sunt é Ps. xxii. 1, et Jesus, hanc vocem 
emittens, utebatur dialecto, que tunc in Judea vigebat, atque 
verba ipsa ut Galileus pronuntiabat. Pro ’HAl, ’HAl, Hebr. 
ve, 8 ap. Mare. xv. 34, legitur, "EAw!, EAw?; quod est Chald. 
7x, TN; Jesus vero pronuntiabat, v. ad xxvi. 73, 7x, TN. 
Apud Marcum legitur Aquwud, quia Hebr. et Chald. scribitur ma), 
Pro Hebraico »yn213 usus est Jesus Chaldaico »ny2w.” (Rosen., 
Kuin.) 

May not this be an argument also for the use of vernacular 
Scriptures ? 

This voice is for our sakes; that we may know that Christ 
was perfect Man, having a human body and human soul, to the 
last. He spoke in our name. (Greg. Naz. 543. Athanas. adv. 
Arian. iii. pp. 478—480.) And that we should never despair, 
even if God hides His face from us. For Christ, Who uttered 
these words, was the Beloved Son in Whom He was well pleased ; 
and with reverence be it said, the Father was never more pleased 
with Him than in this His act of humility and perfect obedience. 
And He was then heard (Heb. v. 7), and because He was obedient 
to death, even the death of the Cross, therefore God highly exalted 
Him, and gave Him a Name above every name (Phil. ii. 9). 

— @cé] On this rare vocative for cds, see Winer, p. 59. 
Cp. Jud. xxi. 3. The LXX in the Psalm here quoted has 6 @eds 
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48. ra\duw] with a reed. This is probably the stem of the 
hyssop, mentioned by St. John xix. 29, which grew from a stalk 
into a tuft; and, the cross not being high, might be reached by a 
person holding it. ‘‘ Hyssopus caules erigit dodrantales aut 
altiores, duros ac lignosos.”’ Dodoneus, de Stirp. iv. 19. See 
Mintert and Winer in v. 

50. pwvh weydrn] with a loud voice. To show that He laid 
down His life by His own will, not from exhaustion of natural 
force. 

He cried with a loud voice, and thus proved the truth of what 
He had said, No one taketh away My life from Me; I have power 
to lay down My life, and have power to take it again (John x. 18). 
Pilate, therefore, wondered that He was so soon dead (Mark xv. 
44), and the centurion was the rather led to believe in Jesus, 
because He died with power (Mark xv. 39). 

This cry rent the veil of the Temple; and opened the graves, 
and made the house of the Jews desolate. He showed His might 
by the raising of the dead, and by the quenching of the sun’s 
light, and by the earthquake, and by a revolution in the elements. 

He who rent the rocks and shook the earth, could have also 
destroyed His enemies; but in His mercy He spared them, and 
wrought these wonders for their conversion, and yet their hearts 
were hardened. (Chrys., Jerome.) 

5l. 7d Karaméracua—eoxlobncay] the Veil of the Holy of 
Holies was rent in twain. Duo erant templi vela; interius, quo 
velatum erat Sanctum Sancterum, quod Hebr. n359, ab Alex. 
kataréragua dicitur, alterium ewxterius, quod erat ad introitum 
templi et Hebr. qO2, ab Alexandrinis kdédAvyma Exod. xxvi. 31. 
33. 35, a Philone éxlamactooy vocatur. Hoc loco intelligi debet 
illud velum, quod oppansum erat Sancto Sanctorum, quod simpli- 
citer kararéracua nuncupabatur, vid. Philo de Vit. Mos. 2, p. 
667, C. Joseph. Ant. v. 5.4. Kuin. 

Velum Templi scissum est, ut omnia Legis revelata mysteria 
universis Gentibus proderentur. (Jerome, iv. 176.) Liber jam 
aditus in Sancta. (Bengel.) 

The veil was rent. Thus our Lord showed His power and 
wrath, and at the same time His love. He intimated that what 
was before inaccessible, was now made easy of access, and that 
Heaven would be opened, and that He our Great High Priest 
would now enter the true Holy of Holies. They had said, “If 
He be King of Jsraed, let Him come down from the Cross;’’ but 
He proves Himself King of the World. They had derided Him, 
saying, “Thou that destroyest the Temple,” He showed that it 
would be desolate, by rending the Veil. (Chrys.) 

Concerning this Veil and its typical meaning, see below, 
Heb. vi. 19; ix. 3; x. 20. 

52. kerounudvey| of those who were asleep. komwacba = 
19d, ¢o sleep in death, 1 Kings xi. 43, and passim. Vorst. pp. 
199. 202. John xi. 11.14. Acts vii. 60; xiii. 36. See notes 
1 Thess. iv. 13—15. 1 Cor. vii. 39; xi. 30; xv. 18, 20. 51. 

— iryép0n] arose from the graves. This is the eighth Resur- 


| established by that event. 


rection recorded in Holy Scripture. There may be something 
symbolical in this number, which is specially connected in Holy 
Scripture with Resurrection. Seeon Luke xxiv. 1. The preceding 
ones are as follows :-— 

. The Son of the Widow of Sarepta. 
The Shunamite’s Son. 2 Kings iv. 
. That caused by the bones of Elisha. 
Jairus’ Daughter. Mark v. 
. The Widow’s Son at Nain. 
. Lazarus. John xi. 

. Christ Himself. 

These bodies of the saints arose after Christ’s Resurrec- 
tion; and were an earnest of the general Resurrection consequent 
on the Resurrection of Christ. The Chief Priests had said, “*‘ He 
saved others, Himself He cannot save.’ He hanging upon the 
Cross raised the saints from their graves, and thus gave a pledge 
of the General Resurrection. 

Although the graves were opened, yet none of the bodies of 
the Saints arose before the Resurrection of Christ; in order that 
He might be the firstborn from the dead. (Col. i. 18. 1 Cor. xv. 
20. 23.) They did not appear generally to all persons, but to 
some chosen for that honour. (Jerome.) 

The risen Saints entered the Holy City aud appeared to many 
—as a pledge that al/ the bodies of the Saints wili be raised here- 
after, and enter the heavenly Jerusalem. 

The fact of this Resurrection is referred to by S. Ignatius 
ad Magnes. 9. 

53. efeA@dvtes] the masculine, after cduara, indicating per- 
sonal life and action. Cp. on Mark ix. 26. 

— aylav mba] the Holy City— Jerusalem, so called here 
by the Holy Ghost, even in the History of the Crucifixion. She 
was still the Holy City, because of God’s goodness to her in the 
gifts and graces of the Holy Scripture, and of the Temple and its 
sacred offices, which she still by His mercy retained, though mise- 
rably abused by her who had received them, and who by her sins 
would, ere long, bring destruction from heaven upon herself. 

This is an important testimony to the true doctrine con- 
cerning particular Churches, which make up the Church Visible 
on earth. Every such Church, as long as it retains the Word and 
the Sacraments of Christ, is a Holy City; but any one of such 
Churches may be rejected and destroyed for her sins. 

The Visible Church of God was not destroyed by the taking 
of Jerusalem ; but rather it was farther enlarged and more firmly 
; The Universal Church of Christ will 
never fail, though any one particular Church may. 

— evepavicinoay) they appeared visibly. Whether they died 
again, or were received into glory, the Fathers are not agreed. 
See Aug. Epist. ad Euodium, 99. Theophyl. for the former 
opinion; and Origen, Jerome, and others (apud a Lapide) for 
the latter. Cf. Heb. xi. 40. 


57. *Apiuabalas] of Arimathea. Probably the native place of 


1 Kings xvii. 
2 Kings xiii. 


Luke vii. 
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Samuel, in Mount Ephraim (1 Sam. i. 1), sometimes called Rama 
m2, from Hebr. om (rum), elatum esse. 

For a beautiful Homily on the Burial of Christ, év 7@ avi 
kal peydaw cabBdary, see S. Epiphan. ii. 259. 

See further Luke xxiii. 51. 

— Tovvoua Iwonp]| named Joseph. In addition to the paral- 
lelism in our Lord’s Birth to life from the Virgin’s Womb, and 
the second Birth of His humanity to eternal life from the Virgin 
Tomb (see v. 60), it may be noted that one Joseph was appointed 
by God to be guardian of His body in the Virgin Womb, and 
another Joseph was the guardian of His body in the Virgin Tomb, 
and each Joseph is called a just manin Holy Scripture; see Matt. 
1.19. Luke xxiii. 50. 

59. cwddu kabapa] clean linen. c.wdev is the word used by 
the LXX for the Hebr. 1p (sadhin), and seems to be derived 
from it, from root }1D (sadan), to cover. Arab. wool. The LXX 
sometimes used d@dviov (Jud. xiv. 13), as St. John does here, xix. 
40, for odd. 

Some of the Fathers applied this to the preparation to be 
made for the reception of Christ’s mystical body in the Holy 
Eucharist. It is to be received in linen fine and white, which is 
the righteousness of saints. Rev. xix. 8. 

By this simple burial of the Lord, a rebuke is given to those 
who cannot dispense with luxury, even in their graves. And, 
spiritually, we may say that whoever receives the body of Christ 
with a pure heart, wraps it in clean linen. (Jerome.) 

60. xawG] new, free from corruption; and lest it should be 
said that some one of the saints had risen for Him, or had been 
the cause of His Resurrection. Cp. the history of Elisha, 2 Kings 
xiii. 21. (Bengel.) 

The new tomb, in which none was ever laid. And thence He 
arose to everlasting life, as He had been born from the Virgin’s 
womb. (Jerome.) Christ rose from the new tomb, without moving 
away the stone. He who, as man, entered life through the closed 
gate of the Virgin’s womb, rose to immortality from a sealed 
sepulchre. 

The Fathers observe here the analogy to His birth from the 
Blessed Virgin, ‘‘ut ex clauso Virginis utero natus, sic ex clauso 
sepulchro resurrexit, in quo nemo conditus fuerat, et postquam 
resurrexisset se per clausas fores in conspectum Apostolorum in- 
duxit.”’ Cp. Ezech. xliv.2. Greg. M. 

S. Epiphan. (in Sepulch. Christi, tom. ii. p. 262) observes 
that Christ arose without breaking the seal of the tomb,—éa7mep 
eoppayiouevey Tov KAclOpwy Tis mapbevixhs piaews ek mupbévov 
yeyevntot,—and he also remarks, that as He was presented in 
the Temple of the earthly Jerusalem forty days after His mpdérn 
yévynois, so after forty days from His deuvrepa yévynots, or birth 
from the grave, He presented Himself in the Temple of the 
heavenly Jerusalem. 

— &v th métpy] in the rock. Concerning the Holy Sepulchre 
and the Church there built, see S. Cyril of Jerusalem, Cat. 14, 
pp. 211. 216, and the authors there cited in the notes. 

On the question whether the present site so called is the 
same as that of the Sepulchre, see the statements and authorities 
in Robinson, ii. 64. Later Researches, p. 254. 

62. rapaciceuqy] the Preparation, i.e. for the Sabbath; hence 
Friday bas this name (rapackevjy) in the Eastern Church, and 


was observed in memory of the Crucifixion, ‘ab antiquo et 
ubique,”’ says Routh, R.S. iv. 500; iii. 457. 467. 470; iv. 45. 74. 

The following are from Authors of the third century. Victo- 
rinus (Routh, iii. 457): ‘ Dies sextus parasceue dicitur: hoc die, 
ob passionem Domini, aut stationem Deo aut jejunium facimus. 
Die septimo requievit ab omnibus operibus suis. Hoc die solemus 
superponere, ut Die Dominico cum gratiarum actione ad panem 
exeamus: ea die resurrexit qua lucem fecit.” 8. Peter Alex. 
(Routh, iv. p. 45), thy rTerpdda vnorevouey did Td yevdmevoy 
cuuBovrtoy bxd TaY “lovdatwy er) TH mpodocia Tov Kuptou, Thy dé 
wapackevny Sia TO weTOVOEévat adTdy tmép Huey Thy yap 
Kuptakhy xapnoodyns nucpay &youey 81a Tov GvacT dvT a, ev AUTH. 

On the sixth day of the week (Friday) the first Adam was 
created; and on the seventh day God rested. So, Christ, the 
second Adam, Who by dying for us is become to us the Prince of 
Life, died on the sixth day, and by His death became the Author 
of the new creation of man; and on the seventh day He rested 
in the tomb; and on the first day, on which Light had been 
created at the beginning, the Light of the World arose from the 
darkness of the tomb. 

The seventh-day Sabbath died and was buried with Christ, 
and the Sabbath rose again with Him in fresh glory and beauty 
on the first day of the week, and became the Lorp’s Day. Cp. 
on xxviil. 1. Col. ii, 16. 

64. vuxrds] Not in some of the most ancient MSS.; cp. 
xxviii. 13. 

— mAdvn] cp. wAdvos, v. 63. That will be worse for us than 
His former 7Adv7y in calling Himself the Messiah. 

65. ws oldate] as ye know: said with something of irony. 
Uti nostis—nam ego quidem de ista re nihil laboro, vos attinet, 
me nihil spectat. 

66. jnoparicavto] they made fast. A divine dispensation ; 
that the evidence of Christ’s power in His Resurrection might be 
more glorious. 

The more strictly He is guarded by His enemies, the more 
clearly the power of His Resurrection is proved by us. (Jerome.) 

It has been asked, If the stone was sealed and the watch 
set, how was it that the women came to anoint the body? (Mark 
xvi. 1. Luke xxiv.1.) The sealing had not taken place on Friday, 
but on the Sabbath, the great Sabbath (xxvii. 62). The women 
had returned home (Luke xxiii. 56) on Friday afternoon, and pre- 
pared spices, and rested during the Sabbath, “according to the 
commandment,’’ while the Priests were busy negotiating with 
Pilate for the watch, and in setting the seal on the tomb ; and it 
is not probable that the women knew any thing of the matter. 
Cp. Arnoldi, p. 576. 


Cu. XXVIII. 1. °OWé] Late, i.e. ‘nocte in auroram vergente.”’ 
See Mark xvi. 2, Alay mpwt. The word owe is equivalent to the 
Hebrew my (ered), and together with the morning makes the day. 
Gen. i. 5. 

— cafBBdrwv] The Sabbath, or seventh day in the paschal 
week, was a high day. On that day, the second day of unleavened 
bread, and falling in that year on a Saturday, the first ripe sheaf 
of the harvest was to be waved before the Lord (Levit. xxiii. 10O— 
12),—a prophecy of our Lord’s Resurrection, and of our Resur- 
rection also, (1 Cor. xv. 20.) re Hos. vi. 2, quoted by S. Cyril 
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Hierosol. p. 212. Bp. Pearson, on the Creed (Art. v. p. 486), 
appears to be of opinion that this year the sheaf was waved on the 
First Day of the week—the day of the Resurrection; and this 
perhaps may be explained by what is stated by Bp. Patrick on 
Levit. xxiii. 16. 

— Th emipwokovon] illucescente. A remarkable expression. 
The Sabbath dawns into the Lord’s Day, and shines in heavenly 
radiance in the whole Church, see xxvii. 62. 

— play caBBdrwyv] the first day of the week. ula = xpdrn, 
amy. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 47. See on Acts xx.7. Thence called 
4 Kuptaxy, ‘dies Dominica’ (dimanche), ‘the Lord’s Day.’ Rev. 
i. 10. Cp. above, note on xxvii. 62. 

On the due observance of the Lord’s Day, see the excellent 
remarks in Serm. 280, p. 3100, in Appendix to Sermons of S. 
Augustine. ‘ Dominicum diem Apostoli et Apostolici viri ideo 
religiosa solemnitate habendum sanxerunt, quia in eodem Redemp- 
tor Noster 4 mortuis resurrexit, quique ideo Dominicus appellatur, 
ut in eo, 4 terrenis operibus vel mundi illecebris abstinentes, 
tantum divinis cultibus serviamus, dantes scilicet diei huic honorem 
et reverentiam propter spem Resurrectionis nostre quam habemus 
in illa. 

“Nam sicut Ipse Dominus, Jesus Christus et Salvator, resur- 
rexit 4 mortuis, ita et nos resurrecturos in novissimo die speramus. 
Apparet autem hunc diem etiam in Scripturis Sanctis esse solen- 
nem. Ipse enim est primus dies szeculi, in ipso formata sunt 
elementa mundi, in ipso @ mortuis resurrexit Christus, in ipso de 
celis Spiritus Sanctus super Apostolos descendit. Manna in 
eodem in eremo primtim de ceelo datum est. Ideo sancti doctores 
Ecclesie decreverunt omnem gloriam Judaici Sabbati in illam 
transferre, ut quod ipsi in figura, nos celebraremus in veritate ; 
quia hine erit Requzes nostra vera, quando Resurrectio fuerit 
perpetrata, et remuneratio in anima et corpore simul perfecta. 
Observemus ergo diem dominicam, et sanctificemus illam sicut 
antiquis est de Sabbato preeceptum.”’ (Levit. xxiii, 32. 35.) 

Christ resting in the grave consecrated to us the true Sabbath, 
which is rest from sin, and rest in Christ ; that we may rise again 
to newness of life here, and to glory everlasting hereafter, for an 
eternal Lord’s Day. And therefore Christ says, ‘‘ Come unto Me, 
—and ye shall find Rest for your souls.’’ See Macar. Hom. 35, 
“ On the Old and New Sabbath,” p. 191. 

On the “case of the Sabbath,’ see Bp. Sanderson, v. 40; 
and on the divine Institution and perpetual obligation of the 
Lord’s Day, Bp. Cosin, Works, iv. p. 45)—461, and v. p. 529. 
Bingham, Ant. xx.2. Hooker, V. xx. and the Hditor’s Occasional 
Sermons, No. 44. j 

— % &AAn Mapta] the other Mary. The mother of James and 
Joses, and, probably, the wife of Cleophas or Alpheus. Cp. 
xxvii. 56. 61. Mark xv. 40. John xix. 26 

The women are said by the Evangelists to have come to the 
tomb at different times; this is no sign of error on their part (as 
is profanely alleged by some), but it is a proof of the zeal and love 
of those who could not bear to be long absent from the tomb of 
their Lord. (Jerome.) 

For Homilies on the Resurrection, see Epiphan. ii. 276. 8S. 
Cyril Hieros. Cat. 14, p. 205—216, and Bp. Andrewes, Serm., ii. 
185—427 ; iii. 1—103. 

2. &yyedos] an angel. Our Lord, who is one and the same 
person, both Son of God and Son of Man, according to His two 
Natures, at one time shows signs of His greatness, at another of 
His humility. As Man He is crucified and buried, inclosed in a 
tomb sealed with a stone; but the deeds done in the outer world 


prove Him the Son of God; the sun hiding his face, the dark- 
ness covering the earth, the earth itself rocked by an earthquake, 
the veil torn, the rocks rent, the dead raised, the ministry of 
Angels. Angels attended Him at His birth. An Angel was sent 
to Mary, to Joseph, to the Shepherds. He is tempted in the wil- 
derness, and after His victory Angels minister unto Him. Now 
an Angel comes to guard His tomb, and by his white raiment 
intimates the glory of His triumph; and at His ascension two 
Angels appear to the Apostles and give a promise of the second 
coming of Christ, when He will appear with legions of Angels. 
(Jerome.) 

— amextrAce Toy AlBov] rolled away the stone. St. Matthew 
goes back to an earlier point. The stone had not been rolled away 
in order that Christ might rise from the tomb; but it was rolled 
away after His resurrection, in order that the women and others 
might go in and see where He had lain. 

Tn the case of Lazarus, the stone was removed Jefore he was 
raised by Christ; but Christ raised Himself, and the stone was 
removed afterwards. 

Thus He showed the’ Divine Power by which He will here- 
after call us all out of our graves, John v. 28. Rev. xx. 13. 

5. yuvaitl] to the women. Death began with woman; and to 
women the first announcement is made of Resurrection. (Aii/ary.) 
See v. 9. 

— tyets] ye, emphatic: Let those Roman soldiers fear (v. 4) 
—not ye,—weak women though ye be,—-for ye are seeking Jesus, 
who has been crucified, and has now raised Himself. 

— éoravpwpévoy] crucified. After the Resurrection the Angel 
came and rolled away the Stone, in order that the women might 
see the tomb empty, and might believe that He was risen. And 
they were rejoiced (v. 8) when they saw it, for they were persuaded 
that no one could have taken away the body while the soldiers 
were watching the grave. And the Angel says, I know that ye 
seek Jesus who has been crucified. The Angel is not ashamed to 
speak of ¢he cross; for that is the source of our blessings. (Chrys.) 

6. 6 Kupios] the Lord: yours and ours; the Lord of life and 
death; and now declared to be such by His glorious Resurrection. 
See v. 2, where ¢his angel is called &yyeAos Kupiov, and so Christ 
is acknowledged to be one with Jehovah. 

7. Tadwratay: éxet adtdoyv dWeo0e] In Galilee of the Gentiles, 
despised by the Jews; in Galilee, the scene of His earthly ministry, 
not in Judzea;—an intimation that the Gospel, refused by the 
Jews, would be preached to the Heathen. 

Probably this manifestation is the same as that mentioned by 
St. Paul, 1 Cor. xv. 6. 

8. e&eAbodca] having come out of the sepulchre. St. Matthew 
does not tell us that they had gone in, but this circumstance is 
supplied by St. Luke xxiv. 3. 

9. anhvtnoey adtais| He met them. After He had appeared 
specially to Mary Magdalene. (See Mark xvi. 9. John xx. l. 
11—18.) That previous appearance accounts for the readiness 
with which the women here acknowledge Jesus as risen. 

— Xalpere}] Hail ye! The women receive the reward of their 
constancy and faith; they were the first to see the sepulchre open, 
and to carry the good tidings of what they heard and saw. And 
Jesus Himself met them, and said, ‘All hail!’’? Observe, how 
our Lord elevates the weaker sex, which had fallen into dishonour 
through the transgression of Eve; and how He inspircs it with 
hope, and heals its sorrows, and makes women to be messengers 
of glad tidings to His disciples. They hold Him by the Feet. 
We may perhaps wish to have been with them. And we may 
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hold Christ now by receiving the holy eucharist with a pure heart; 
and if we are merciful to His members, we shall see Him coming 
with the Holy Angels at the great day, and not only receive His 
salutation, ‘‘ Adi hail !’’ but hear the gracious words, ‘‘ Come, ye 
blessed children of My Father, receive the kingdom prepared for 
you from the foundation of the world.”” (Chrys.) 

13—15. Evrare—orfepoy] Say ye that His disciples came by 
night and stole Him away while we were asleep. Cp. Justin 
Martyr c. Tryphon. §§ 17. 108. 

Veritatem absconderunt, mendacium vendiderunt, menda- 
cium ceci cecis. O vanitas vendens veritatem vanitati. Hodie- 
que hoc est apud Judzos. Testimonium Martyrum nolunt audire, 
ut vivant; et testimonium dormientium audiunt, ut pereant. Si 
dormierunt custodes, unde potuerant scire quis illum tulerit? Aut 
vigilabatis et custodire debebatis; aut dormiebatis, et quid sit 
factum nescitis. Aug. (Serm. 44 and 129.) 

For an answer, by implication, to this calumny of the Chief 
Priests, see John xx. 6, 7. 

17. edioracav] they doubted. Dubitatum est ab illis ne dubi- 
taretur 4 nobis. (Leo M. Serm. Ixxi. in Ascens. p. 152.) 

18. °E3d6n wor] Was given to Me as Man; for as God He had 
it from everlasting. Jt was given to Him in virtue of His Incar- 
nation and humiliation, and of His perfect obedience as Man 
(Phil. ii. 8. Acts ii. 36; xiii. 33. 1 Pet. iii. 22). Given to Him 
it is for the protection of His Church and the subjugation of His 
adversaries (John xvii. 2). Cp. Athanas. c. Arian. Orat.i. p. 344, 
355, who says, “ Christ, as Son of Man, is said to receive, because 
He has a human body, which is by nature capable of reception ; 
but He Himself as the Worp possessed all things from the be- 
ginning because of His Divinity and perfection.” This is enlarged 
upon by Athanas. adv. Arianos iii. pp. 26. 40. 456.467. See also 
S. Basil de Spiritu Sancto, vol. iii. pp. 23—28. 

This Power that has been given to Christ is that of His 
Mediatorial Kingdom, which He will exercise till the last Day 
(1 Cor. xv. 24, where see note), when all His enemies shall be put 
under His Feet (Ps. ii. 6.9; cx. 1. Heb. x. 13. See Bp. Pear- 
son on the Creed, Art. vi., and below on Acts iii. 21). But His 
kingdom absolutely, in that He is God and Man for ever and 
ever, will have no end. 

19. TMopevdévres obv] Go ye therefore. The ody is not found 
in some MSS.—A, H, F, H, K, M, S, V, and may perhaps have 
been inserted in others to mark the connexion.— Since I, as God- 
Man, am universal Lord, therefore, go and bring all Nations under 
subjection to My sway by the ministry of the Word and Sacra- 
ments. He Who before His Passion said, ‘‘ Go not into the way 
of the Gentiles’? (Matt. x. 5), now that He has suffered and is 
risen, and about to ascend, says, ‘‘Go ye (uadyrevoare), make 
disciples of all Nations.” 

Here is an assertion of Christ’s Universal Sovereignty, and 
of His claim to public homage from all Nations of the World. 


He now, as King of the Universe, demands obedience and honour | 


from All Nations; and hereafter will ‘“‘ be gathered before Him 
as Judge of the World All Nations”’ (xxv. 32). 

— pabnredoare] make disciples of. jadynredoa is preparatory 
to 5:ddcKew, which marks a continual habit. See the use of the 
word pabntevoa ch. xxvii. 57. 

— Barrivovres] baptizing them. The Jews baptized Proselytes 
into the Name of One God. This One God is revealed, to Chris- 
tians as being in three Persons, Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. 
See Waterland, Serm. viii. on this text. 

— éis rd dvoua] Not in, but into the Name; and not Names 
(plural), but into the One Name ; i.e. admit them by the Sacra- 
ment of Baptism into the privileges and duties of Faith in, and 
Obedience to, the Name of the One God, in three Persons, the. 
Father, and the Son, and the Holy Ghost (8. Hieron., 8. Cyril 
Alex. in Joh. i., Euthym.), and into participation of, and com- 
munion with, the Divine Nature. On dvoua, see above, vi. 9; 
xviii. 20, on eis 7d dvoua. ‘“ Christ,’”’ says Athanas. p. 555, 
‘has founded His Church in the belief in the Holy Trinity.” 

— kal Tob Tiod] and of the Son. From this junction of the Son 
with the Father, Athanasius (adv. Arian. ii. 41, p. 402) demon- 
strates the Godhead of the Son. The same may be said of the 
Holy Ghost. (See Athanas. ad Serapion. § 12, pp. 528. 541, 
542. 553; and Grey. Naz. Orat. xxxi. de Spiritu Sancto, et Orat. 
xxxiii. p. 615.) Indeed this Baptismal formula is a declaration 
from Christ, that His Religion is grounded on a Profession of 
Belief in, and Obedience to, One God in three Divine Persons, 
Father, Son, and Holy Ghost. See Waterland’s excellent Sermon 
on this text, Serm. viii. vol. ii. p. 172. 

And on the difference between the doctrine of the Trinity, 
and Tritheism on the one side, and Arianism on the other, see 
ibid. p. 447, and Dr. Barrow, Detence of the Blessed Trinity, 
iii. 495—519. 

On the privileges founded on Christian Baptism, see, among 
others, the beautiful Sermon in S. Hippolyt. i. p. 261, and Greg. 
Nazian. pp. 692. 729, Orat. xl. S. Jerome, ad Lucifer., says, 
p- 292, “In Patre et Filio et Spiritu Sancto baptizatus homo 
Templum Domini fit; quum veteri ede destructa novum Trinitatis 
delubrum edificatur.”’ 

20. uc0” buav] with you, and with those in whom your Apos- 
tolic authority to preach and administer the Sacraments will be 
continued to the end, and in whom therefore it will live by My 
Power. 

— maoas tas hucpas] all the days. J shall never be absent 
from you a single day; I shall never ve absent in any of the days 
of the greatest trial and afiliction of the Church; but I shall re- 
main with her till the /as¢ Day, when you wili see Me again in 
bodily presence. 

— ws] until the end of the world. J shall be with you 
always di// that time; and shall never be absent from you after it. 
(Greg. Nazian. p. 542.) See above on i, 25, and xvi. 28. 
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Christ is now with us; hereafter, if we continue His to the 
end, we shall be for ever with the Lord. 1 Thess. iv. 17. 


Why did not St. Matthew mention the Ascension? Why did 
not St.John? They were both present at it; but St. Mark and 
St. Luke, who describe it, were not. The Holy Spirit inspired 
St. Matthew and St. John. And He inspired St. Mark and St. 
Luke to describe what they did not see. They saw it and describe 
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it by the Spirit’s aid. And when He was writing by St. Matthew 
He knew that He would describe the Ascension by St. Mark 
and St. Luke; and when He was writing by St. John He knew 
that He had sufficiently described it by them. And St. John takes 
it for granted as a fact well known to the Church. (See John vi. 
62; xx.17.) St. Matthew’s silence is that of foresight; St. John’s 
silence is that of assent. And “blessed are they that have not 
seen, and yet have believed” (John xx. 29). 


INTRODUCTION 


TO 


ST. MARK’S GOSPEL. 


Ir appears from external testimony that the Evangelist St. Mark was the son of Mary, who dwelt 
at Jerusalem, and whose house was resorted to by the Apostle St. Peter, on his deliverance from the 
prison by an Angel’. 

After St. Peter’s departure from Jerusalem’, St. Mark was associated with the Apostle St. Bar- 
nabas, who was his near kinsman*; and he travelled together with him and St. Paul, after their 
ordination to the Apostleship, during the former part of their first Missionary tour, in Cyprus * and 
in Asia; and he remained with them till their arrival in Pamphylia, when he departed from them, 
and went back to Jerusalem °. 

Paul and Barnabas, after their return to Antioch in Syria, and after the Council at Jerusalem, 
and a sojourn of some time at the Syrian Antioch, resolved to undertake a second missionary 
journey into Asia; and Barnabas was desirous of again having his kinsman Mark as their companion ; 
but this wish was resisted by St. Paul, and led to a separation between them; and Paul took Silas °, 
or Silvanus, with him, and went through Syria and Cilicia; but Barnabas took Mark’, and sailed 

to Cyprus, his own country *. This happened about a.p. 50°. 

Subsequently we hear nothing of St. Mark from the New Testament for an interval of about 
twelve years; when we find him restored to the friendship and entire confidence of St. Paul, then 
at Rome, in his first imprisonment. St. Mark is with him, and is described by St. Paul as his 
Jellow-labourer**, and the salutations of Mark “the cousin of Barnabas,” are sent by the Apostle, 
together with those of the “beloved Physician,” the Evangelist St. Luke, to the Colossian Church, 
and to St. Paul’s Colossian friend, Philemon". St. Mark is specially commended by St. Paul to the 
favourable reception of the Church of the Colossians, in Phrygia; whom, it would seem, he designed 
to visit at that time. Perhaps St. Mark was then on his way to meet his father in the faith, 
St. Peter. He next appears in St. Peter’s company, when that Apostle was at Babylon’, where he 
wrote his first Epistle to the Christians of Asia Minor, both Jewish and Gentile *; and St. Peter 
concludes that Epistle with sending to them a salutation from Marcus his son, who may therefore 
be presumed to have been well known to the Asiatic Christians, and to have laboured among them. 

Shortly after this date, we see St. Mark in Asia Minor, in the neighbourhood of Ephesus. 
St. Paul, now in his second imprisonment at Rome, and on the eve of martyrdom, writes to 
Timothy, the Bishop of Ephesus, and desires him to come and bring Mark with him, “for,” adds 
the Apostle, “he is profitable to me for the ministry’**.” This apostolic testimony closes the 
historical notices of St. Mark in Holy Scripture. Such is the honourable witness which he received 
from St. Paul; and we have seen that he is mentioned in affectionate terms by the Apostle St. 
Peter, calling him his son. 

These Scriptural notices of St. Mark are illustrated by the ancient records of Church History, 


1 See on Acts xii. 12, where reasons are stated for this opinion, 7 Acts xv. 37—41. 
which is adopted by Lightfoot, Welstein, Lardner, Michaelis, § Acts iv. 36. 
Marsh, Rosenmiiller, Davidson, Meyer, and others. 9 See the Chronological Table prefixed to the Acts, or to St. 
2 Acts xii. 17. Paul’s Epistles. 
3 dyetids, probably cousin. See notes on Col. iv. 10. 10 Philem. 24. 
4 Acts xiii. 4. 1! Col. iv. 10. Philem. 24. 
> Acts xiii. 13; xv. 38. 12 See below on | Pet. v. 13. 
6 Afterwards connected with St. Peter; see notes on | Thess. 13 See 1 Pet. ii. 10. 


i 1, and Phil. i. 1. 14 2 Tim. iv. 11, eBxpnoros cis Stak ovis, 
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which attribute to this Evangelist an intimate connexion with the Apostle St. Peter. It is 
asserted by carly authorities’, that St. Mark wrote his Gospel under the eye of St. Peter; and that 
it was written at the request of the Christians’? at Rome, who heard St. Peter preach there; or, 
as others say *, it was dictated by that Apostle at Rome, with a special view to circulation in Italy 
and among the Romans generally; and that St. Mark was sent afterwards by St. Peter to Alexandria 
in Egypt; and that he was the first Bishop of that Church*; and that the Catechetical school at 
Alexandria, which produced a succession of learned teachers, was founded under his authority °. 

It is observable, that he bore the surname of Mark, a Roman name, in addition to his Hebrew 
name John; and perhaps he was thus designated with a view to intercourse with Gentiles, especially 
with Romans; as the Hebrew name of Saul was changed into Paul for a like reason °. 

The external testimonies above recited are corroborated by the internal evidence presented to 
us in the Gospel of St. Mark ; 

1. It is the shortest of all the Gospels. This characteristic harmonizes with the design 
assigned to it by Ecclesiastical writers, who inform us that it was specially intended for Roman use. 
The brevity of this Gospel would commend it to the acceptance of a great body of the Roman 
people, especially of the middle classes, engaged in practical business, legal affairs, commercial 
enterprise, and military campaigns, and migrating in frequent journeys from place to place. Such 
an Evangelical Manual as this, would be particularly appropriate and serviceable to them. Accord- 
ingly we find it distinguished from the other Gospels by the introduction of Latin words, and 
by an accommodation of phraseology to Roman usages’. The Evangelist seems to suppose that 
his readers are not familiar with Jewish topography*® and Jewish customs’. And in his own 
narrative he rarely “ quotes the Jewish Scriptures; and never, in his own person, cites any Hebrew 
writer by name. 

2. The narrative of St. Mark’s Gospel, as far as it goes, coincides in a great measure with that 
of St. Matthew, both in substance and in language. Indeed, there are clear evidences that it was 
St. Mark’s design to repeat much that had been already said by St. Matthew ”. 

The question, therefore, here arises,—whether St. Mark’s Gospel is not, consequently, inferior 
in value to that of St. Matthew; whether, in a word, it may not be regarded, in a great measure, 
merely as a transcript, and an epitome of another previous narrative; and whether the Gospel of 
St. Mark can be regarded as a divinely-inspired work, unless we are ready to allow that it is 
consistent with the dignity of the Holy Spirit to be a mechanical copyist of what has been 
already written ? 

To these questions it may be replied, that it will be found, on a careful perusal of St. Mark’s 
Gospel, that there are numerous evidences of original and independent knowledge possessed by the 
writer; that there are several important incidents related, and divine speeches recorded, in this 
Gospel, and in it alone”. The historical narrative of this Gospel is singularly’ graphic and 
picturesque. The Author makes use of the pesent tense" more frequently than any of the Evan- 


1 The following are ancient testimonies on this subject :— 

Papias ap. Euseb. H. HE. iii. 39, Mdpxos wey épunveuths 
Térpov yevduevos, doa euynudvevoev, axpiB@s eypapev — ovTe 
Hovoe Tov Kuplov, ore mapynkodovdnsev ait@, torepoy bt, ws 
Zpnv, Métpw. Treneus, adv. Heres. ili. 1, werd thy tobtwy 
(Mérpov kal Tataov) eodo0v, Mdpros 6 pabyths Kad Epunvevtis 
Tlérpou, kal ats T& mapa Tlérpov knpvoodpeva eyypadws juiv 
mapadédwxe. Tertullianus ady. Marcion. iv. 5, ‘ Marcus quod 
edidit Evangelium, Petri affirmatur, cujus interpres Marcus. 
Cepit magistrorum videri, que discipuli promulgarint.”  Cle- 
mens Alex. ap. Euseb. H. H. ii. 15, relates that Mark was re- 
quested by the Romans to commit to writing the Gospel which 
Peter had preached to them, and that Peter approved the Work 
to be read in the Church. Origenes ap. Huseb. H. K. vi. 25, 
devTepoy 5¢ 7d KaTds Mdproy evayyéAtov, as Tlétpos tonyhoato 
avTS worhoavra. Hieronymus, Ep. ad Hedibiam, c. 2, ‘ Habebat 
interpretem beatus Petrus Marcum, cujus Evangelium, Petro 
narrante, et illo scribente, compositum est.’ Epiphan. Heres. 
li. p. 428, edObs 5& peta Thy MarOaiov, axddovbos yevduevos 6 
Mdpros 76 aGylw TMérpm ev “Poun emitpémerar Td evayyédov 
exOéoOa iad ypdWas amooréAAcTar bd Tod Gylov Tlérpou «is 
tiv Aiyurtiav xdpav. Hieronymus de Viris illustribus, c. 8, 
“« Marcus discipulus et interpres Petri, juxta quod Petrum 
referentem audierat, rogatus Rome a fratribus brevé scripsit 
Evangelium. Quod cttm Petrus audisset, probavit, et ecclesiis 
legendum sud aucloritate edidit, sicut Clemens in sexto hypo- 
typoseon scribit. Assumpto igitur Evangelio, quod ipse confe- 
cerat, perrexit ad Aigyptum, et primus Alexandrie Christum 


annuntians, constituit ecclesiam tanta doctrine et vite conti- 
nentia, ut omnes sectatores Christi ad exemplum sui cogeret.”’ 

2 See note 1. Clement of Alexandria specifies some Roman 
knights (‘‘ Ceesarianos equites’’) as making this request. Adum- 
brat. in ] Pet. p. 1007. 

3 See above note. 

Euseb. H. H. ii. 163 ii. 24. 

Euseb., H. E. v.10. Hieron. de Scr. Eccl. § 36. 

See on Acts xiii. 9. 

See on ii. 4; vi. 8.27; xii. 42; xv. 39. 

See on ili. 6. 

See ii. 18; vil. 4; xii. 18; xiv. 1.12. 

10 Only twice. See on i. 2. 

11 See notes below on Mark i. 16; vi. 7; xv. 1. 

2 See the Table of them in the Ammonian Sections prefixed to 
this edition of the Gospels. They will be found in the sections of 
St. Mark in this edition figured 19. 31. 43. 46. 58. 62. 70. 74. 
81. 88. 90, 92. 94. 101. 104. 123. 132. 186. 213. 

13 K. g. as in the mention of the hired servants, i. 20; the pillow 
in the hinder part of the ship, iv. 38; the green grass, vi. 39; the 
running of the young man, x. 17; the name and emotions of blind 
Bartimeeus, x. 46; the place where the colt was tied, xi. 4; the 
actions of the young man in the garden, xiv. 51, 52. Such lively 
touches as these in the narrative (as Dr. Townson has observed, 
p- 152) bespeak an eye-witness. 

11 See i. 405 ii. 3. 5; iii, 20.315 iv. 38; v. 225 vi. 7. 48; x. 
16; xi. 1.3.73 xii. 13, 14. 41; xiii. 1; xv. 47. 
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gelists, and appears to realize the transactions described, as actually before his own eyes, and to 
endeavour to place them vividly before the reader. He recites more often than any of the 
fivangelists the very words of Christ', not in Greek, the language in which he was writing, but in 
the original Syro-Chaldaie uttered by Christ; as if the sound of that Divine Voice was still ringing 
in his ears; and he notices more frequently the expression of Christ’s aspect and look’, as if the 
features of that Blessed Countenance were indelibly graven on his memory. 

Besides, many incidents in it confirm the statement of ancient Church History, that this Gospel 
was written under the inspection of St. Peter ; and it is an interesting and instructive circumstance, 
that the failings of St. Peter are described more fully in this Gospel than in any other, while less is 
said in it of those things which redound to the honour of that Apostle *. 

Therefore, since this Gospel was composed under the eye of that Apostle, who was present at 
our Lord’s miracles, teaching, and secret retirements, no doubt can be entertained of the writer’s 
qualifications to supply a full and minute record of our Lord’s Ministry. 

In those very passages, also, where St. Mark’s narrative coincides in substance and language with 
that of St. Matthew, he rarely fails to introduce some shght incident, marking his own minute 
personal acquaintance with what he is relating. Consequently, he repeats St. Matthew, not because 
he does not know, of his own individual knowledge, the truth of what he is writing, but because he 
does know it; and because he also knows, that his predecessor St. Matthew has given a faithful 
account of it: and therefore he adopts that account; and this adoption, by such a writer, is the 
strongest confirmation of the truth of the narrative of St. Matthew which he adopts. 

Surely this was a wise course of procedure. It was one that might well have been suggested to 
the Evangelist St. Mark by the Holy Spirit of Truth. 

The Holy Ghost Himself had inspired the Evangelist St. Matthew, who had proved his love for 
Christ by leaving all for His sake; and who, as one of the chosen Twelve, was a constant companion 
of Christ, and thus, in human respects, was a competent witness of His actions; and who received 
the supernatural effusion of the Holy Ghost on the Day of Pentecost, and was led by Him into all 
truth *, and was enabled by Him to remember all that Christ had said to the Apostles*. Therefore 
the Gospel of St. Matthew was the work of the Holy Ghost. 

Doubtless, the Apostle St. Matthew was chosen by divine Providence, on account of his personal 
graces and qualifications, as a fit instrument for the work of an Evangelist; but in writing a 
Gospel for the perpetual edification of the Church, he wrote as he was moved by the Holy Ghost '°; 
and accordingly his Gospel has ever been acknowledged by the Spirit of God, speaking in the 
Church, and receiving that Gospel as divinely-inspired Scripture. 

In like manner, St. Mark was prepared for the work of an Evangelist by human discipline and 
earthly opportunities; but his Gospel is the work of the Holy Ghost. He was, probably, an inha- 
bitant of Jerusalem’, and, on that account, possessed local advantages and personal qualifications 
for writing the history of our Lord’s actions and sufferings. He was a kinsman of the Apostle Bar- 
nabas, and an intimate friend and son in the faith of the Apostle Peter. He has been honoured 
with a high testimony by St. Paul, the Apostle of the Gentiles; and there is good reason for believing 
that his Gospel was composed under the superintendence of the Apostle St. Peter, who was the con- 
stant follower of Christ, and was endued with miraculous gifts of the Holy Ghost, and was the chosen 
instrument of God in opening the door of the Church to the Gentile world *, and was eminently the 
Apostle of the Circumcision*®. The Gospel of St. Mark, composed under such auspices, has ever been 
received as divinely-inspired Scripture, by the common consent of the Universal Church, to which 
Christ promised His presence, and the guidance of the Holy Ghost. 

We should therefore be taking a low and erroneous view of the subject, if we were to say 
that St. Mark copied St. Matthew, or that the Holy Spirit transcribed any passages of a human writer. 

The true statement of the case is this. The Holy Spirit, Who had been pleased to choose and 
to employ the appropriate instrumentality of the holy Apostle St. Matthew, who had been called by 
Christ and heard His teaching, and had been baptized with the Holy Ghost and with fire, to write 
the first of the four Gospels, chose also and employed the appropriate agency of St. Mark for the 
work of an Evangelist; and by his instrumentality He vouchsafed to repeat some portions of that 


1 See on ii. 3; v. 41; ix. 23. 4 John xvi. 13. 


2 See on iii. 5. > John xiv. 26. 

3 See viii. 29,30, compared with Matt. xvi. 16—20. St. Mark 62Pet.i 21, 
omits the incidents favourable to St. Peter recorded Matt xvii. 7 Acts xii. 12; xiii. 13. 
24—28. Luke xxii. 31. John xiii. 6; xxi. 7. 15. 18. Cp. Town- ® Acts x. 5—48; xv. 7. 
son’s Works, i. p. 156. 9 Gal. ii. 7. 9. 
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sacred message, which He, the same Spirit, had been pleased to deliver by St. Matthew ; and thus, by 
choosing jit instruments for the work, He condescended to give such evidence of the truth of the 
Gospel as would be of weight with reasonable men, arguing on earthly premises and considerations ; 
and at the same time by repeating in a second Gospel what He had spoken in a preceding one, He 
imparted greater solemnity to what had been uttered, and gave to the world the strongest assurance 
of its truth by this reiteration, and showed by this specimen, that though the Gospels written by 
St. Matthew and St. Mark had not only a general design for the edification of all, but also a special 
purpose and peculiar direction,—the one being intended particularly for Jewish readers, the other 
specially for Romans, and for a mixed society of Gentiles and Jews ;—yet that in substance, and also 
in great measure in letter, there is one and the same Gospel for all’. 

This process of Repetition is by no means derogatory to the dignity of the Holy Spirit. On the 
contrary, it is one of the characteristics of Inspiration. It pervades the whole Volume of Revelation. 
It is a consequence of the dignity of the subject, and of the love of God, who desires to afford the 
clearest proofs of the truth of what He delivers, and of its unspeakable importance to men ’. 


A question naturally suggests itself here ; 

If St. Mark’s Gospel was written under the inspection of St. Peter*®, and, as some ancient 
writers have said, from his dictation, why was it not rather inscribed with the name of that Apostle? 
Would it not have had greater weight, if it had borne that name ? 

Perhaps, with reverence be it said, the Holy Spirit may have intended to teach some practical 
lessons by this arrangement; 

St. Mark is known from Holy Scripture as “the son” of St. Peter. The Gospel written by 
St. Mark’s instrumentality has ever been regarded by the Church as having been composed under 
the sanction and authority of his spiritual father. It may be considered virtually as much the Gospel 
of St. Peter as if St. Peter’s name were prefixed to it. It therefore, in fact, possesses, the weight 
of that Apostolic name. But the adoption of another name in its title has its proper use and signifi- 
cance. It may be recognized as a silent token of the humility of the Apostle St. Peter, not ambitious 
for the exhibition of his own name in the eye of the world. Perhaps also he was of opinion, that, 
as one Gospel had been already written by an Apostle, St. Matthew, it might be more conducive 
to the edification of the Church, if the next Gospel were not designated with the name of any of the 
Apostolic body, lest it might be imagined by some that the graces of the Holy Ghost and the gift 
of Inspiration were limited to particular persons; or that the Apostles of Christ had a Gospel of 
their own, which was not equally received by the whole body of believers. The Holy Spirit might 
deem it expedient to employ St. Mark, who was not an Apostle, in delivering the same Gospel as 
had been preached by word of mouth and in writing by Apostles, in order to show the unity and 
universality of that Gospel; and that it signifies little, who the organ is, by whom the Holy Ghost 
speaks, or who the instrument is, by which He writes; but that the main thing to be considered is, 
what is spoken and what is written, and from whom the message comes. Who is Paul? Who is 
Apollos? Whois Cephas? Who is Mark? but ministers, by whom ye believed, as the Lord gave to 
every man *. 


Lastly, we may regard it as a memorable proof of the divine mercy, that St. Mark, who was 
permitted for a time to falter in the faith, and to depart from St. Paul and Barnabas in Pamphylia ‘, 
became, under the converting influence of the Holy Spirit co-operating with his own endeavours, a 
signal instrument of God’s power in strengthening the faith of others in every age and country, 
and in diffusing the glorious Gospel throughout the world. Thus the Evangelist St. Mark, and his 
spiritual father the Apostle St. Peter, stand together in the History of the Church as imperishable 
monuments of the divine grace and love; and the same consolatory words of Christ are applicable to 
both: “TI have prayed for thee that thy faith fail not; and when thou art converted, strengthen thy 
brethren °.” 


1 As is well expressed by Origen (in Joann. t. v.), “ That 
Gospel which is truly written by the instrumentality of the four 
Evangelists is one Gospel: 7d GAnOas 51a Tecodpwy ev eorw 
evayyéAtov.”” 

2 See above, Introduction to the Four Gospels; and below, the 
Introduction to the Book of Revelation. 

3 See above, p. 112, and the assertion of S. Clement of Alex- 
andria (in Hused. vi. 14), who says that when Peter had preached 


the Gospel, by the Spirit, at Rome, many who heard him re- 
quested St. Mark to commit to writing what was preached; and 
that he complied with their desire. 

* 1] Cor. iii. 5. The application of these considerations to the 
latter portion of the present Gospel, gives additional importance 
and interest to them, in connexion with it. See note on xvi. 9, 

5 Acts xv. 38. 

6 Luke xxii. 32. 
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Preliminary Note. 


The parallel passages of St. Matthew are referred to in the 
margin of this Edition of S¢. Mark’s Gospel; and the Notes on 
those parallel passages in St. Matthew may be consulted for the 
elucidation of this Gospel. Some expository remarks may also 
be found occasionally in the parallel places of S¢. Luke, which 
are likewise noted in the margin of this Gospel. 


Ca. I. 1. "Apx} Tod edayyeAlov] The beginning of the Gospel 
of Jesus Christ, the Son of God. St. Mark begins his Gospel 
with that good confession which gained for his father in the faith, 
St. Peter, that glorious testimony from Christ. Matt. xvi. 18. 

St. Matthew and St. John, the Apostolical Evangelists, begin 
the Gospel with the Generation of Christ; St. Matthew with His 
Human Generation ; St. John with His Divine. See on Matt. i. 
1. Lukei. 2; iii. 23. Johni. 1. 

St. Luke begins the Gospel with John the Baptist ; St. Mark 
with an appeal to ancient Prophecy. Hence Jreneus thus speaks 
(iii. 10. 6): ‘ Marcus Interpres et sectator Petri, initium Evan- 
gelice conscriptionis fecit sic—Initium Evangelii, &c., manifesté 
initium Evangelii faciens Sanctorum Prophetarum Voces.” 

He observes also that St. Mark concludes his Gospel with 
the Ascension (he therefore regarded the conclusion as genuine), 
and with a reference to the words of ancient prophecy predicting 
it, ‘‘ He sat down at the right hand of God.”’ Cp. Ps. cx. 1; see 
also Bede here. 

Hence Jreneus shows, against the Gnostic heresies, that the 
God of the Old and the New Testament. is One and the Same: 
“ Unus et idem Deus et Pater, 4 Prophetis annuntiatus, ab Evan- 
gelio traditus, quem Christiani colimus, et diligimus ex toto corde, 
Factorem coeli et terree et omnium que in eis sunt.”’ 

On the use of the word evayyéAov, see above, on the title of 
St. Matthew’s Gospel ; below, x. 29. < 

2. év’Hoaia] in Isaiah the Prophet. The prophecy is in 
Mal. iii. 1. Isa. xl. 3. The Holy Spirit in the New Testament 
often combines two or more prophecies from different books of 
the Old Testament, and only specifies one Prophet by name. 

See above on Matt. xxvil. 9. lz. has here éy tots mpo- 
ohras, in the Prophets,—a reading which is found in A, H, F, 
H, M, P, S, U, V, T, and in the majority of Cursives, and in 


some Versions; but the reading in the text, which is in B, D, L, 
A, and in many Cursives and Versions, and is supported by the 
authority of Origen, Ireneus, and Jerome, and by internal evi- 
dence, appears to be preferable, and has been adopted by most 
recent Editors. 

All the Prophecies delivered by the Prophets are from One 
and the Same Spirit ; and therefore the Evangelists do not specify 
minutely in detail the names of the Prophets through whom the 
several Prophecies come: ‘ Quzcunque per eos Sanctus Spiritus 
dicit et singula sunt omnium et omnia singulorum.’”’ (Bede.) 
The Exposition of Bede on St. Mark is a catena. See his 
Epistola Dedicatoria. And therefore what is cited as from Bede, 
is for the most part of an earlier age. 

It is observable, that St. Mark himself, in his own narrative, 
quotes the Old Testament only twice, here and xv. 28. Cp. 
Townson, p. 100. 

4. "Eyévero “Iwdvyns Barti(wy] For an excellent exposition 
of this text, showing how John’s Baptism was “ the beginning 
of the Gospel,” see Cyril Hierosol. Cat. 3, p. 42. 

— Bdrricua peravolas eis Upeow] the Baptism of Repentance 
Sor the remission of sins. St. John’s Baptism exacted, as a con- 
dition of its reception, a change of mind and life, with a view to 
pardon from Christ. And thus he acknowledged that his own 
baptism was only temporary and manuductory to the Baptism of 
Christ, which brings remission of sins (see v. 8). (Theophylact.) 
Cp. Jerome adv. Lucifer. p. 293. 

To speak (says Gregory Nazian. Orat. 39) on the difference 
of Baptisms. Moses baptized in the water, the cloud, and the 
sea, but this was done figuratively. John baptized, not according 
to the Jewish rite, but for the remission of sins, yet not with the 
Spirit. Jesus baptized with Water and the Spirit. There is a 
fourth Baptism—that of Blood—of Martyrdom for Christ. 

5. waa] all; i.e. a great part. Cp. below, v. 33, méAis 6An, 
and Matt. iii. 5, wdyres, i.e. moAAol. 

— “lopdavn moro] in the river Jordan. St. Matthew says 
‘in the Jordan,’’ iii. 6, where however some MSS. add woraus, 
but that addition (which is not in the majority of the MSS.) 
seems to have been imported from St. Mark, whose Gospel was 
written for the use of persons unacquainted with the geography 
and usages of Judea. Cp. vii. 3. 

7. 6 ioxupdrepos] More emphatic than icxupdrepos.. He who 
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is stronger kar’ étoxjy :—the stronger: and who is stronger than. 
all. 

— dou 7. i. 7. 5.] to loose his shoc’s latchet. On the variety 
between this expression and that in St. Matthew (iii. 11), see note 
there. They are fully accounted for by Luke (iii. 16). See above, 
Introduction to the Four Gospels. 

12. éxBddAAc:] Matt. ix. 38. 

18. Sarava] Satan. See Matt. iv. 10. Both Matthew (iv. 1) 
and Luke (iv. 2) use A:dBodAos in the beginning of the History of 
the Temptation, —a word never used by St. Mark. 


— Onpiwy] He was with the wild beasts; unburt by them, as 
Adam in Paradise. (Cf. Job v. 22.) Inter bestias commoratur 
ut homo, sed ministerio utitur Angelico ut Deus. (Bede.) 

The mention of this incident, that our Lord was with the 
wild beasts, suggests an argument against the opinion that the 
region between Jerusalem and Jericho was the Scene of the 
Temptation. 

It is more probable that our Lord’s Temptation was in the 
wilderness of Arabia, where the Israelites were proved by God forty 
years. Our Blessed Lord, the Son-of God, was the Head of the 
Israel of God. See on Matt. ii.15, e& Aiydmrou éxddeoa rdy Vidv pov. 
The literal Israel was forty years év 77} épnuw, our Lord was forty 
days in the wilderness. The Law was given to the literal Israel, 
but that Law was disobeyed by the people ; and their carcases fell 
in the wilderness (Heb. iii. 17). In the wilderness Christ used 
the Law as*His Weapon against the Tempter ; and He conquers 
Satan by it. In the wilderness Moses and Elias fasted forty days, 
and Christ fasts forty days in the wilderness. Perhaps it was in 
the same wilderness ; that of Arabia. And this is not at variance 
with the language with which the Holy Spirit describes His pas- 
sage from Jordan to the wilderness,—#yeTo év TO Mvevpart,— 
brd Tod Tvetparos éxBdAde avtoy 7d Tvedua, which may 
describe a rapid translation, such as that by which Prophets 


and Evangelists were caught up and carried to a distance (1 Kings 
xviii. 12. 2 Kings ii. 16. Acts viii. 39). Cp. Milton, Paradise 
Regained, i. 350. 

15. miorevere éy r. €.] Something more than moved. 7. €.— 
Repose your faith zx—build your belief on—the Gospel. Cp. 
Vorst. Hebr. p. 670. 

16. Siuwva] Simon. He calls Peter, and afterwards John (v. 
19). The Fathers regard Peter as the Apostolic otufoAoy mpaxri- 
kjjs, and John as oduBorov Gewplas, and say that they must both 
be united; but that mpaxtue} must precede Oewpla. See Theo- 
phyl. here, and Aug. on John xxi. 

— ioay yap artis] for they were fishers. This parenthesis, 
introduced in a remarkable manner in the midst of the narrative, 
is found also placed in the same way in St. Matthew’s account 
(iv. 18), and confirms the opinion, that_St. Mark had seen St. 
Matthew’s Gospel, and intentionally repeats portions of it. Cp. 
notes below, vi. 17; xv. 1; and see Introduction, p. 11s. 

VM. Acire — GAre’s] owynveder GArrets, Wa GAtErs avOpdmrwy 
yevavTat, 

20. uetd Trav puc0wrGv] with the hired servants. A slight in- 
cident, mentioned only by St. Mark, and showing, that while he © 
adopts St. Matthew’s narrative, it is not because he himself is 
ignorant of the circumstances of the narrative, but because he 


knows them, and because he knows St. Matthew’s narrative - ~ 
Thus his repetitions are a corroboration of the . - 


to be true. 
History of the Gospel as written by St. Matthew. 
xiv. dl. : 

23. ev aveduart di.) in an unclean spirit, as in_a prison. (See. : 
v.-2.) The preposition éy is the more appropriate, becausé 
Roman prisoners were chained to their keepers (see Acts xii, 6), 
and were thus in their grasp. 

24. “Ea] not from édw, but ah! 

— 6 dyos] the Holy One.. Theophylact observes the force of 
the definite article here. Thou art 6 udvos &ywos, 6 dpicmévos. — 


See below, 
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25. gydOn7:] See Matt. xxii. 12, and on Luke iy. 35. Cf. 
v. 34. 

27. SiSaxH] See Acts xiii. 12. 

29. Kal Avdpéov] and of Andrew. The two other Evangelists 
(Matt. viii. 14, and Luke iv. 38) describe this house as the house 
of Peter, or Simon only; but St. Mark, writing probably at St. 
Peter’s dictation (see Introduction), includes his brother Andrew 
as a joint possessor of it. He also mentions the presence of 
James and John, which the others do not. 

32. dre edu 6 Atos] when the sun set. For it was the Sabbath. 
See v. 21. 29. 

34. ovk Hie] On this form see Winer, p. 74. Cp. below, xi. 16. 

— br: Hdecav)] He allowed not the devils to speak, because 
they knew Him. Cp. Luke iv. 41, and see above, v.24. The 
devils,—probably from the defeat of their prince and leader 
Satan, at the Temptation,—had a clearer knowledge than men 
had of Christ’s person at this time. (See on Matt. iv. 24.) Christ 
would not allow Evil Spirits to be His preachers, lest He might 
be supposed to be in league with them, instead of having come 
into the world to destroy their power, and to free men from it. 

“Our Lord had special reasons for refusing the testimony of devils, 
because, if He had accepted it, some countenance might thus 
seem to be given to the calumny of His enemies, that He acted in 
collusion with them, and cast out devils by Beelzebub (Matt. xii. 
24, Mark iii. 22). 
The devil’s testimony is not to be received, because, if it is 
- approved, when he speaks true (for he sometimes uses truth as a 
_-hait), he may more easily deceive when it is false. (See Euthym. 
and- Athanas. Epist. Encycl. p. 215.) 
Our Lord shows also, that though He accepts praise from 
» the hunible and sincere of heart, He is not to be beguiled by the 
flattery of hypocrites from punishing their sins. In like manner 
St. Paul stopped the mouth of the mvedua Twvos, who tried to 
conciliate him by calling him the servant of the Most High God. 


See on Acts xvi. 16, and note above on Matt. viii. 4, and below, 
v. 45. 

35. mpwt] early; on the first day of the week. It may de- 
serve inquiry, whether our Lord did not give some prophetic inti- 
mations, even before His Resurrection, of the future sanctification 
of this day as the Lord’s Day. See above on Matt. xxviii. 1. 

87. o¢€] Thee, emphatic. Thou art the object of their search : 
a preferable reading to (nTvdal ce. 

38. exoudvas kwpomdAcs] the neighbouring villages. éxduevos 
= eyyts, Suid. So éxouévn iwépa (xOés), Acts xxi. 26. See 
also Luke xiii. 33. Acts xx. 15. Heb. vi. 9. Christ came to 
preach to the poor in villages, as well as to the rich in towns. 
Cp. Matt. ix. 35. The words payan and paganism show the need 
of attention to this example. And one of the best tests of the 
soundness of a Church is,—does it imitate Him in this respect ? 

39. eis Tas cuvaywyds| A preferable reading to éy tats our., 
which would hardly have been altered by the copyists to «is 7. o. 
It means something more than in the synagogues: He proclaimed 
the glad tidings of the Gospel to the synagogues of the Jews, 
where hitherto had only been heard the voice of the Law and the 
Prophets. Cp. xiii. 9, daphoeobe eis ouv. xiv. 9, Knpuxef eis 
kécpov. Luke iv. 44, where some MSS. have els tas o. vii. 1, 
eis Gkods. Xi. 7, eis KoiTnNv. XXi. 37, cis Td dpos. 

43. euBpyunoduevos ate] rebuking him He immediately cast 
them out; éuBpyenoduevos = avaornpas éuBrepas kab emioelous 
Thy Kepardy (says Euthym., ad Matt. ix. 30), “ graviter intermi- 
natus cum indignatione expulit,’’—a remarkable expression, show- 
ing that nothing of worldly applause was sought by our Lord 
from those whom He healed. Cp. Matt. vill. 4. 

These notices of our Blessed Lord’s aspect are peculiarly 
characteristic of St. Mark, and bespeak-the work of an eye-wit- 
ness. See below, iii. 5; vii. 34; ix. 15; x. 32. 

45. hptaro knpicoew] he began to publish abroad. Our Lord, 
by vehemently and even indignantly charging the Leper to tell no 
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man, had openly shown (v. 43) that He had no desire for worldly 
praise ; and thus He had proved that He did not resemble the 
vain-glorious Teachers of the Jews, who loved the praise of men, 
and to be called Rabbi, Rabbi (Matt. xxiii. 7. John xii. 43) ; and 
that in His wisdom and charity He would not minister any occa- 
sion to their envy and rancour against Him by any ambitious 
aspirations of rivalry; and so He gave us a lesson of humility, 
prudence, charity, and tender consideration for our enemies. 

But though it became Him to show no desire for worldly 
fame, but to decline it on His own part, yet it was to be expected, 
and indeed was requisite,—that the knowledge of His mighty 
works, being the evidence of His mission, should be diffused by 
others; and since the diffusion of that knowledge without His 
consent, and even against His command, would have greater effect 
on the minds of many, especially in Palestine, on that very ac- 
count, He did not refuse to do works of mercy to those who, He 
Soreknew, would divulge them against His command, and publish 
them the more because He forbade the publication. See vii. 36. 

Perhaps also the Holy Spirit thus designs to teach, that the 
true way to obtain eternal glory is to shun earthly glory; and that 
in proportion as we decline praise here, the more we shall receive 
it hereafter, when our Father, Who seeth in secret, will reward 
us openly. Cp. Matt. vi. 4—6. 


Cu. II. 1. «is ofxoy] at home,—whence He had been absent 
for some time. 

2. xwpeiv unde Td mpds Thy Odpay] So that not only the house 
was not able to contain them, but not even its court-yard and 
approaches were able to do so. On this use of xwpéw see John 
xxi. 25. 

These minute notices, introduced particularly by St. Mark in 
his narratives of our Lord’s miraculous works, seem to be recorded 
by the Evangelist with a studied design, lest it should be supposed 
that, because he incorporates so much which is in St. Matthew’s 
Gospel, he was only a copyist ; and in order to show that he did 
so because he knew from ocular testimony that St. Matthew’s nar- 
rative was adequate and accurate. See above, p. 112, 3, Intro- 
duction to this Gospel, and next note. 

8. tnd tecodpwv)| by four; and unable to help himself in any 
respect. Another minute particular, showing that the narrative is 
an independent one, and from an eye-witness. 

For other similar minute notices in St. Mark’s Gospel see 
iv. 38, hv abrds ev rH mptuvn emt Td mpoTKepddaioy Kabeddwr. 
vi. 39, ovurdoia cuurdoia, em TG xAwPG xdpT@. iil. 14, ef ph 


eva Uptov, ix. 24, werd daxptwy, and the whole of the narrative, 
ix. 17—27. x. 16, evaykartcduevos atta, TiWels TAS XEipas em? 


aura, evAoyel ard. 
avréy, and x. 46—52. 
Hence also St. Mark often gives, and alone gives, the ipsis- 
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sima verba used by our blessed Lord on certain solemn occasions 
in the Syro-Chaldaic or Aramaic dialect, then spoken in Pales- 
tine. See iii. 17, Boavepyés. v. 41, Tada Kovu. vii. 11, 
KopBay. vii. 34, éppadd. 

St. Mark also has shown his independence by relating 
some miracles, and that in a most minute and graphic man- 
ner, which are not mentioned by any other Evangelist. See vii. 
82; viii. 22. 

4. ameotéyacav thy oréyny brov Hy, kad ekopbéavres] they un- 
roofed the house where he was, and having made a hole (in the 
ceiling), &c. This cannot mean (as some interpret it) that they 
took off the breastwork (Jorica, Deut. xxii. 8) of the house, and 
let the man into the court-yard (atrium); but, as St. Luke 
shows (v. 19), it signifies that they took off a part of the tiled roof, 
and let him down through the aperture thus made. Our Lord 
was teaching in a house (eis oikoy, vv. 1, 2); it was not possible 
for any to approach Him by the door, for the crowd (v. 2). The 
four men who carried the paralytic mounted with their charge to 
the flat roof of the house (Luke v. 19), probably by means of an 
access from a contiguous house. Perhaps the oréyn, or roof of 
tiles, in which an opening was made (Luke v. 19), was the cover- 
ing of the four-sided interior colonnade of the atrium or court- 
yard in which the people were while our Lord was teaching be- 
neath the covering of one side of the colonnade. 

— KpdBarroyv] grabatum, a bed. (Catull. x. 23. Cie. Div. ii. 
63.) See below, vi. 55. Used by Aguila and Vulg. in Amos iii. 
12. The Attic word is oxtwmovs (Meris, Hesych., Phrynich. in 
v.), called Alyn by St. Matthew, ix. 6; Hebr. man (mittah), for 
which «Alyy is used in the LXX, and by St. Luke, v. 24, «Awt- 
diov. 

This may serve as a specimen of the modifying influence 
exercised by the Evangelists to accommodate their diction to the 
respective hearers and readers for whom their Gospeis were pri- 
marily written. Other Roman words in St. Mark are omexovAd- 
Twpa (vi. 27), eoray (vii. 4), xaAndy, used for money (Latin @s), 
vi. 8; xil. 41, kevtupiwy (xv. 39). 

St. Matthew and St. Luke never use the word kpdBarrov in 
their Gospels, but it is used five times by St. Mark, ii. 4. 9. 11, 
12, and vi. 55. It is also used by St. John, v. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
and in the Acts, v. 15; ix. 33. 

On St. Mark’s connexion with Italy, and St. Luke’s with 
Achaia, see Greg. Naz. p. 611, and above, In/roduction, p. 112. 

8. avtol—év éavTois] ipsi secwm. There is a peculiar force in 
avrol, bringing out more clearly His Omniscience. 

9. éyeipe] This form is commended by excellent MS. autho- 
rity in St. Mark (see iii. 3; v. 41; x. 49), where Hiz. has éyexpai: 
and it is more likely that @yezpe should have been changed into 
éyerpat, than vice versa: ¢ and a had the same sound, and were 
easily confused. 
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14. Acviy] Levi. 

It is probable that Levi, on his call by Christ, when he left 
his old life and engaged in a new one, took a new name (dvoua 
kawov), Matthew, signifying the Gift of God (see Matt. ix. 9) ; 
and very expressive of a feeling of thankfulness for God’s mercy 
to him a publican ; and that in leaving all for Christ, he had re- 
ceived a great gift, and gained a great treasure from God. 

— toy Tod *Addatov] the son of Alpheus. The name of St. 
Matthew’s father is mentioned by St. Mark alone of all the 
Evangelists. 

15. év 77 oiklg abtod) in his house, the house of St. Matthew ; 
an incident modestly omitted by St. Matthew himself. St. Luke 
adds, that he made a great feast for Christ. See Luke v. 29. 

18. joov—vnorevovres| were fasting,—on one of the appointed 
Fasts of the Jews. Cp. Acts xxvii. 9. 

19. My ddvavtai—vnorevew] Luke v. 34, uh Stvacbe rorjou 
yvnorevew; A thing is often said in Scripture to be impossible 
which cannot be done rightly. See 1 Cor. ili. 1. 2 Cor. xiii. 8. 
Acts iv. 16. 20. Gen. xxiv. 50. So, conversely, a thing is said 
to be done which ought to be done. Malachi i. 6. Rom. xiv. 7. 
Heb. v. 4. 

21. fdrous dyvdpov] Matt. ix. 16. 

— xelpoy ox. y.] a worse rent ensues. 

22. oivov véov eis doKovs katvots] On the difference be- 
tween véos and kaivds see Eph. iv. 24. Col. iii. 10. 

23. mapanopeverOai—éy Tots cd BBac1—dddy moreiv] Matt. xii. 
1. Luke vi. 1. Our Lord Himself raperopevero, passed by, along 
the path, without touching the corn; but His disciples #pgavro 
650v moweiv, began to make a way for themselves, tidAdovtes, 
plucking the corn. ‘Therefore the Pharisees did not censure Him, 
but them; and He did not defend Himself, but them. 

26. em) ’ABid0ap apxtepéws] in the days of the Chief Priest 
Abiathar. On this use of éml, see Luke iii. 2; iv. 27. Acts xi. 
22. St. Mark bas been charged by some with an anachronism, 
and with confounding Abiathar and Ahimelech, because this event 


| took place in the High Priesthood of Ahimelech, the Father of 
Abiathar (1 Sam. xxi. 1). 

Indeed, if St. Mark has correctly represented Christ’s words, 
the objection here recited is directed against our Lord Himself, 

The objection is thus stated by Meyer (3rd ed. p. 33): “ ém 
*ABidbap T. a., tempore Abjatharis pontificis maximi, d. i. unter 
dem Pontificate des Abiathar. Freilich war nach 1. Sam. 21, 1 ff. 
der damalige Oberpriester nicht Abiathar, sondern dessen Vater 
(Joseph. Antt. 6, 12, 6.) Achimelech. Mark. hat diese beiden irr- 
thimlich verwechselt. 8. Korb in Winer’s krit. Journ. iv. p. 295 
ff., Paulus, Fritzsche, De Wette.” Such is the allegation. 

But the Evangelist does not say that the event here men- 
tioned occurred én) apxrepéws ’ABiadap, i.e. in the High Priest- 
hood of Abiathar, as he would have written, if he had thought 
that Abiathar was High Priest at the time. Cp. ém dpxiepéws 
“Avva, Luke iii. 2. But he says that it happened ém) ’ABid9ap 


apxtepéws, which indeed intimates that it was in the days of 
Abiathar ; but it rather suggests that he was not the High Priest 
then, and the reference is made to him as one well known to 
the readers of the Old Testament as a celebrated High Priest ; 
and, in fact, he is mentioned in the next Chapter of that History, 
as the High Priest who followed David with the Urim and Thum- 
mim, when he was persecuted by Saul (1 Sam. xxii. 20; xxx. 7). 
The note of Bede on this passage deserves attention. ‘ Quod 
Dominus Adiathar principem sacerdotum appellat, nihil habet 
dissonantiz ; ambo enim fuerunt illic cium veniens David panes 
petiit et accepit, Ahimelech videlicet princeps Sacerdotum, et 
Abiathar filius ejus. Occiso autem Ahimelech 4 Saulo, cum viris 
domus suze generis sacerdotalis octoginta quinque, fugit Abiathar 
ad David, et comes factus est totius exilii ejus. Postea regnante 
eo summi sacerdotii et ipse gradum accepit, ac toto tempore regni 
illius in pontificatu perseverans multo majoris excellentie quam 
pater suus effectus est ; ideoque dignus fuit cujus memoriam Do- 
minus etiam vivente patre quasi summi faceret Sacerdotis.”” 


Besides, we must not forget that our Lord is reasoning with 
the Pharisees. And one of their errors was to judge of actions by 
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worldly success. If our Lord had mentioned Ahimelech—their 
answer might have been, that Ahimelech was punished by God 
for this profanation of sacred things; he and his were soon over- 
taken by divine vengeance and slain. But by specifying Adbiathar, 
who was then with his father (1 Sam. xxii. 20), and who (we may 
reasonably infer from our Blessed Lord’s words, which are the 
Words of Him Who knows all History) was a party to his father’s 
act, and was afterwards blessed by God in his escape, and in a 
jong and glorious Priesthood, our Lord obviates the objection of 
the worldly-minded Pharisees, and strengthens His own argument, 
by reminding them that this action took place in the time and 
under the sanction of one whom they held in reverence as a 
venerable ornament of the Pontifical family and dignity, as a 
person distinguished by zeal for the honour of God, and as ap- 
proved and rewarded by Him for his piety. 

There is a similar expression in 1 Macc. xiii. 42, éml Siuwvos, 
apxiepéws meydAou Kal otpaTnyod Kal Ayoumévov Tov *lovdalwy, 
“in the days of Simon, the great High Priest and General, and 
Ruler of the Jews,” and it does not intimate that what is there 
recorded was contemporary with his High Priesthood. 

Some MSS. (A, C, A, and a few Cursives) in this passage of 
St. Mark, insert the article tod before "ABidéap. If this is the 
true reading, the sense is more clearly defined, as already stated, 
that this event took place in the days of Abiathar, who was the 
celebrated High Priest, though not the High Priest at that 
time ; and we may compare Matt. xxvi. 6, év oixlg Sluwvos Tod 
Aempod, i. e. of Simon, who was not then a leper, but was known 
by that name. So we read, “ Jesse begat David the king’? (Matt. 
i. 6); and in the Apostolic Catalogue (Matt. x. 3), Matthew is 
called the publican, although he had left the office of pub- 
lican to be an Apostle. No objection could be made to the ex- 
pression - ‘‘such an event occurred in the days of Cato the 
Censor,”’ although Cato was not Censor then. For examples of 
prolepsis in the names of places in Sacred History, see Glass. 
p. 612, and cp. the notes on Virgil, Atn. i. 2; viii. 361. 

Further; we must remember that the word dpxiepeds, as 
used in the Gospels, has a very wide signification. See on Matt. 
ii. 4. And though Abiathar could not be called 6 dpxuepedbs at the 
time of David’s visit, yet, according to the language of the New 
Testament, he might be termed an apxiepeds even then. In the 
New Testament the word iepeds is not common; it is used only 
twice by St. Mark, and once by St. John. And dpxiepeds has in 
the New Testament nearly the same signification as iepeds has in 
the Old, where the word dpxiepebs occurs only once in LXX 
(Lev. iv. 3). Thus (1 Sam. i. 9) Eli, the father of Hophni and 
Phinehas, is called the Priest (6 fepeds) ; but Hophni and Phinehas, 
his sons, are at the same time called Priests (iegets, 1 Sam. i. 3). 


And in the language of the New Testament Eli would be called 6 
dpxtepevs, but Hophni and Phinehas would be called dpxtepets, as 
being of his family. See above, Matt. ii. 4. 

These considerations seem quite sufficient to remove all diffi- 
culty in the present passage. But even if some difficulty should 
still remain, we may remember that some seeming difficulties are 
left in Holy Writ by the Holy Ghost—for moral purposes—to 
exercise our humility and try our faith. If we are disposed to be 
wise in our own conceits, we shall pronounce confidently that 
they are mistakes ; but if we have the spirit of meekness, which 
is the first requisite for wisdom and learning, we shall seek for a 
solution by patient inquiry, with prayer to the Holy Ghost, the 
Divine Author of Scripture, and “in His light we shall see light.”’ 
And if, for the further trial of our faith, He should not vouchsafe 
| to give us a solution now, we shall believe that He may give it to 
some others after us, and that He will give it to ourselves in that 
day when we shall see the light of His countenance, and our 
knowledge will be perfected in the sight. 


Cu. III. 5. mepiBrAeheuevos per’ dpyis] looking round with 
anger. It is a special characteristic of St. Mark’s Gospel, to 
mention the visible expressions of our Lord’s feelings in His 
looks. Cp. iii. 34; vii. 34; viii. 33; x. 23. This characteristic 
bespeaks the work of an eye-witness, or of one who. received 
his account from an eye-witness. See above, i. 43, and Intro- 
duction, p. 112. 

— per opyijs] with anger. See on Eph. iv. 26, on the proper 
uses of Anger. 

— twpdcet] callousness. mwpovcbat is used by LXX for m3 
(cahah), Job xvii. 7, i.e. to have a dry skin, or callousness, grow- 
ing over the eyes, to be purblind. Cf. 2 Cor. iii. 14. Rom. xi. 
25. Eph. iv. 18. Eused. i. 18. Hesych. erwpadnoayv, éruprden- 
oav. See S. Cyril on Luke, p. 609, ed. Smith, note, and below, 
vi. 52. 

6. wera TOY “HpwdiavGy] with the Herodians : mentioned here 
by St. Mark only; a warning to the Romans, for whose special 
benefit St. Mark wrote his Gospel (see Introduction), and who 
were likely to be influenced by the teaching of that sect. See 
xii. 13, and Matt. xxii. 16, the only passages in the New Testa- 
ment where they are noticed. It is observable, that St. Mark 
alone mentions the ‘“leaven of Herod,” viii. 15. Cp. Matt. 
xvi. 6. 

8. of rep) Tupoy kal Siddva] those around Tyre and Sidon. 
This flocking of these Gentiles to Christ is mentioned only by 
St. Mark here; but this incident prepares the way for the narra- 


tive of St. Matthew concerning the woman of Canaan from those 
coasts. Matt. xv. 22. 
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12. émeriua] See above, i. 25. 34. 

18. dvaBalver eis Td dpos| He goes up to the mountain; to 
pray, before He chooses His Apostles. See Luke vi. 12, 13. 

14. éroince] He made. Hebr. mivy (asah), ‘fecit,’ the word 
used to signify the act of creation, Gen. i. 7. 16. 25, 26. 31; ii. 2— 
4; iii. 1. 7. 1 Sam. xii. 6, “The Lord who made Moses and 
Aaron,” i. e. appointed and invested them with power. The word 
intimates that the power which the Twelve exercised was due to 
Christ, Who created and made them to be all that they were as 
Apostles. See Matt. x. 1. Heb. ii. 3. 

16. Kal éméOnre 76 Siuwvi.—Metpov] and He gave to Simon, in 
addition, the name Peter. Partly to distinguish him from the 
other Simon (v. 18), and partly to mark him as a @euérroy Alor, 
or foundation-stone, in building the Church. See on Matt. x. 2; 
xvi. 18. St. Mark, who was the son of St. Peter in the faith 
(1 Pet. v. 13), and whose Gospel is said to have been dictated by 
St. Peter (Hused. ii. 15; iii. 39; see above, Introduction), does 
not repeat St. Matthew’s expression, x. 2, mp@ros Siuwv, nor re- 
cord Christ’s words to him, Matt. xvi. 18. 

17. Boavepyés] a Syro-Chaldaic word from 33 (d’ne), sons (the 
sheva being represented by oa), and wy (feyes), thunder, and by 
a metathesis of the p, epyés; see Vorst. Hebr. 479, and Rosenm. 
p- 594. Many modern expositors (referred to by Olshausen) 
have supposed that Boavepyes was given as a name of censure 
(with reference to Luke ix. 55); but this notion, which was un- 
known to Christian antiquity, is alien from the spirit and practice 
of Christ, Who doubtless designed by giving a new name to His 
Disciples, to remind them that they were called to a new life, 
indicated in Scripture by a new name, Rev. ii. 17; ili. 12. The 
name was, as it were, a Christian name, or baptismal name. 

Thunder is called in Scripture ip (Kol), voice; i. e. the Voice 
of God. See Hixod. ix. 23. Jer. x. 13. Ps. xxix. 3. The Law 
was given with Thunder, Exod. xix. 16; xx. 18; and from the 
throne of God in the Apocalypse come forth thunderings, Rev. iv. 
5; viii. 5; xi. 19; xix. 6. In Rev. x. 3, 4, the seven Thunders 


Vou. I. 


are probably the seven inspired Writers of the New Testament, 
whose words St. John was commanded to seal; see note there. 

St. James therefore and St. John are called Boanerges, as 
being enabled to declare with power God’s will to the world. 
6 piv "IdkwBos aypddws, 6 dé lwdyyns eyypdpws. (Huthym.) 

Their natural temper as sons of Thunder showed itself in a 
desire to bring down fire from heaven on the village of the Sama- 
ritans (Luke ix. 54), and in their ambitious request (Matt. xx. 21), 
and in St. John’s appeal to Christ (Mark ix. 38). But these violent 
flashes of natural heat were changed by Divine grace into a pure 
and steady flame of holy zeal and love. 

On the names of the Apostles see on Matt. x. 2—4. 

18. Mar@atoy] Matthew. See above on Matt. x. 3, and below 
on Luke vi. 15. 

— “IdkwBov—Adrdalov] James, afterwards Bishop of Jeru- 
salem; see on Acts xii.17; xxi-18. Thaddeus, the same as Jude. 

21. Kpatijoa) to constrain Him. Cp. ix. 27. Luke xxiv. 16. 
John xx. 23, and 2 Kings iv. 8, where, it is remarkable, the word 
is connected, as here, with eating bread, and the Septuagint Ver- 
sion has éxpdtrynoev airy (EAae) » yuvh &ptrouv payery, 
suggesting that the Mother of Christ supposed that she was 
imitating the good Shunammite in her conduct to the Prophet 
Elisha, in endeavouring to constrain them to eat bread. 

— étéorn] is beside Himself. pevav rapeppdvynce, Euthym. 
Ps. Ixix. 9. palvera, Phavorin. 2 Cor. v. 13, efre €béornpey, 
0eG. Cp. John x. 20, walvera. Acts xxvi. 24, pwalyn, Tada, 
A mark of truth. The Evangelist records what tells to their dis- 
advantage. 

This incident is mentioned only by St. Mark. 

28. ’Auhy Aéyw] See Matt. xii. 31. 

29. aidva—aiwvlov] See Matt. xxv. 46. 

— kploews] judgment. The sense is, he is liable to eternal 
condemnation. Cp. @voxos Oavdtov, Matt. xxvi. 66. Mark xiv. 
64. This reading xpicews is in A, C**, HK, F, G, H, K, M, S, 
U, V, I, and most Cursives, and in the Peschito and Harclean 
Syriac and Asthiopic, and some MSS. of the Yulg. and Italic. 
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Bat Gaagrquatos is in B, L, A, and auaprias in C*¥, and D, and 
im Lr.; and Guaprjuatos is preferred by Lach., Tisch., Alf, 
Tregelles. If that be the true reading, the sense is,—he is bound 
by 2 cham of guilt, from which he can never be freed. On this 
use of Goyxos, see Heb. ii. 15, and 1 Cor. xi. 27. Cp. Scrivener, 
Cod. Aus. Introd. p. ix, who prefers xpicews. 

32. = wirme] His Mother and brethren did not come in to 
bear His discourse, but standing without, sent to Him a message 
desiring Him fo come out to them. They wished perhaps to par- 
ticipate in His fame, and to show to the people their connexion 
with Him and their influence over Him. But His public duties 
were not to be foregone or omitted for private respects ; and as 
Son of God He knew no other relatives but God’s children, to 
whom the performance of His will and the promotion of His glory 
is the first of all duties, and the moving principle of their lives. 


The tender love which Christ bare to his earthly Mother—as | 


shown on the cross—brings out in stronger relief His love to God; 


and that love to God is the more exemplary and instructive as | 


showing that no affection, however strong, is to be set in com- 
parison with it; and His conduct to His beloved Mother brings 
out more clearly the awful Majesty of His Divine Sonship. See 
on Mati. xi. 46. Luke xi.27. John ii. 4. 


Ca. IV. 2. & 17 didaxq] See on xii. 38. 


j 


| Cp. Matt. xi. 24, 25. 


3. i306] See Matt. xiii. 3, 

4. 6 uty rece] Observe the four cases of the seed: the first, 
ovx dvéBarve: the second, avéBave ev GAN od nétave: the third, 
areBauve cat nitaver, GAAG Kapmoy ovK Cdwxe: the fourth, avéSawer, 
nitave kal kaprby Swe... Tétaptov udvoy diacwbev. (Theoph.) 

12. iva BAéwovres] in order that seeing they may see, and not 
perceive. The sense of iva here may be seen from Matt. xiii. 15. 
Ps. xviii. 26. Hos. xiv. 9. 2 Tim. iii. 13. 
Rey. xxii. 11. 

Our Lord spake by Parables, in order to try His hearers, and 
to show them to others and to themselves, and to recompense 
them judicially according to their respective tempers and moral 
dispositions; to reward the docile, the truth-loving, and the 
humble, with larger measures of knowledge and grace (see here, 
w. 34), and to punish the proud and the wilfully blind, by their 
own pride and blindness. See Glass. Phil. p. 221, 222, and Bp. 
Butler, Analogy, pt. ii. ch. vi. 

13. rdcas tas 7.] all My Parables; e. g. those in Matt. xiii. 
24—52. 

15. 6 Satavas] Satan. St. Matt. (xiii. 19) has 6 rovnpds, the 
EBril One; St Luke has (viii. 12) 6 AtaBodos, the Devil, here,— 
a variety perhaps designed to show the identity and attributes of 


| the person who bears these different names. 


16. oita:] See on Matt. xiii. 19. 
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21. Adxvos Epxerat] a candle comes, intimating spiritually that 
the light in our souls is not of our own kindling, but comes to us 
from God, in order that it may be manifested by us to the world, 
to His glory. Take heed, therefore, BAémere, examine well, what 
ye hear from Me; i.e. consider it, and digest it well in your 
hearts (St. Luke has 7@s, viii. 18), in order that ye may preach 
it to others; and may receive more abundant measures of know- 
ledge, according as ye yourselves are more attentive in receiving, 
and faithful in dispensing it to others. For as ye do this, so your 
reward will be. (Cp. Theophyl., Euthym., and Bede.) 

24. °Ev @ wérpw| Quantum fidei capacis afferimus, tantum 
gratiz inundantis haurimus. (Cyprian.) 

26—29. Kal &rcyev—é Bepiocyds|] This Parable concerning the 
mysterious and divine growth of the seed of the Gospel in the 
heart and the world, even to the end, is supplied by St. Mark 
alone. 

When we conceive good desires, we put seed into the ground; 
when we begin to act, we are the blade; when we finish a good 
work, we are in the ear; when we are matured in the habit of 
good, we are the full corn in the ear. (Greg. M., Bede.) 

This Parable conveys a warning against that erroneous view 
of religion, which looks for sudden bursts and violent changes in 
the spiritual life of men ; and it teaches that the growth of genuine 
piety is gradual and almost invisible, like the course of vegetation 
in the natural world. “ Natura nihil agit per saltum,” ‘ Nature 
does nothing by fits and starts,” is a maxim of Philosophy in the 
world of Physics; the same is true of Grace. 

29. mapad@] gives itself to the sickle. ‘Multa aded gelida 
melius se nocte dedere.”’ Virg. Georg. i. 287; see below on 
KEV. f2- 


34. ewéave] He used to unfold. “ Discipulis explicabat. 


emiAvelv, explicare, interpretari, in vers. Alex. respondet Hebr. 
rnp Gen. xli. 12, ubi sermo est de interpretatione somniorum ; 
verbum simplex Avewy, ut sit enigma solvere, usurpavit Libanius 
ep. 38, et nomen émfAvors, quo Aquila Gen. xl. 8 expressit Hebr. 
yon.” (Kuin.) Cp. 2 Pet. i. 20, maca mpopnreta ypapiis idlas 
é€mltAvGEws ov ylyveTat. 

86. ds qv ev TG TAOlp] They convey Him with them as He 
was—without any further preparation; perhaps He was asleep 
(see v. 38), weary with preaching, for it was evening— in the ship, 
his migratory Church, where He had been teaching (iv. 1). 

— maAoidpia] Altered by some into mAota, but the &AAa mAoi- 
dpia show that our Lord’s vessel was also a small one,—a circum- 
stance of interest in the miracle. 

87. 75n yeulCecOou] now becoming full. 

88. 7d mpocxepddatoy] Probably the cushion of the steersman. 
See Cratin. ap. Polluc. Onomast. x. 40. (Kuin.) 

This incident is mentioned by St. Mark alone, whose narrative 
here, as in many other places, is peculiarly graphic and minute. 
See Introduction, p. 112, 3. 

— Kabetdwv] sleeping. Some of the Fathers give also a spi- 
ritual meaning to this circumstance. When the storm of Satan’s 
fury raged most fiercely against the barque of the Church, Christ 
was reclining in the sleep of death on the wooden mpoorepdAaioy 
of the Cross. But He awoke from the slumber of death, and 
rebuked the waves and the winds, and there was a great calm. 

This is ever true in the greatest perils of the vessel of Christ’s 
Church. In the storms which rage around us, He sometimes 
seems to be asleep; but He is trying our faith, and in His own 
due time He will arise and rebuke the winds and the waves, and 


there will be a great calm. 
R 2 


124 MARK IV. 40, 41.. V. 1—18. 
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39. eiwe 7H Oaddoon] He spake to the sea. Not by means of 
arod, as Moses; or by prayer, as Elisha; or by the ark, as 
Joshua ;—but by a word. 

— medluwoo} literally, be thou muzzled. See i. 25. The 
Perfect tense, indicating that before the word was uttered the 
work was done by the silent fiat of His will. 

— yorhvn peyddn] a great calm. As in His Miracles of 
Healing there was usually no interval of convalescence, but perfect 
health was restored at once,so after the quelling of the storm 
there was no gradual subsiding of the waves, as is always the case 
in the ordinary course of nature, but immediately there was a great 
calm. See on Matt. viii. 15, a striking evidence of his Divine Power. 

40. més ovk exere mloti;] how is it ye have not faith? He 
rebukes His disciples for not having faith ; for if they had had 
faith they would have known that though asleep He could preserve 
them. (Theophyl.) How is it ye have no faith? i. e. no faith 
in My divine power, which never slumbers nor sleeps (Ps. exxi. 
4), and by which I can quell the storm which I have raised to 
try your faith. You treat the Son of God as if He were like 
Baal, of whom Elijah said (1 Kings xviii, 27), ‘‘ Peradventure he 
sleepeth, and must be awaked.”—How is it that ye have no faith ? 
See on Matt. viii. 26. 


Cu. V. 1. Tadapnvav] 

Matt. viii. 28. 
For Roman Coins of Gadara, see Akermann, p. 16. 

2. &vOpwros|] aman. St. Matthew speaks of two men; St. 
Mark and St. Luke (viii. 27) of one. This one lived at Gadara 
(see v. lL. 19. Luke viii. 27, avhp Tis ex Tis méAcws), perhaps the 
other did not; and the design of the Holy Spirit writing by St. 
Mark and St. Luke, for Romans and Greeks, seems to have been 
to show the love of Christ, by this example, to the Genéile world, 
to which this Gadarene belonged, as is intimated by the circum- 


So A, C, E, F, G, H, K, M. See 


stance that these Gadarenes kept swine, which was not lawful to 
the Jews. Cf. Levit. xi. 7. Deut. xiv. 8. 

Compare the parallel case of the two Blind men at Jericho. 
St. Matthew mentions two, St. Mark and St. Luke only one. See 
note Mark x. 46. Matt. xx. 29. 

7. uh me Bacavlons| torment me not. The devil forces the 
man to speak the devil’s feelings and language, the very reverse of 
the man’s own proper feelings and language; and to call himself 
by a devil’s name (see v. 9). The devil so possessed the man, as 
to make him speak as a devil; not as a man, but as the enemy of 
man, and specially of himself. This is demoniacal possession, and 
is quite a different thing from any physical disease. (Cp. on 
Matt. iv. 24, and below on ix. 20.) Observe also the change of 
the man, after the devil had been cast out of him, vv. 15. 18. 

9. Aeyedv] Legion, about 6000 soldiers. One of the Roman 
words in St. Mark’s Gospel. See on ii. 4. Our Lord asked the 
question, not as if He needed to be informed of any thing, but 
that the bystanders might know that this one man had become 
like a camp or barrack of a host of devils. 

This man was like an image of Heathendom. The Gentile 
World was then beleaguered with many Legions of evil spirits ; 
it could not be bound by any laws, it tore their bonds asunder. 
Christ came from heaven to deliver it from those evil spirits 
and to cast them out; so that being clothed in the robe of faith 
and in its right mind, it might come and sit at His feet. And 
so it did. It came and sate like a scholar at the feet of the 
Divine Teacher. It came and bowed down as a vassal before the 
footstool of the Divine King. 

18. ds dicxlAror] about two thousand. This is mentioned by 
St. Mark alone. 

18. euBatvovros] as He was embarking—a preferable reading 
to éuBayros. 
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18,19. ta per’ abtod 7—obx apjxey] The man, fearing that 
the devils would return after the departure of Christ, besought 
Him that he might remain with Him. But Christ would teach 
him by His absence that He was present with him in Divine 
power, by which He had cast out the Legion; and so would 
exercise his faith, and teach us a lesson by him. 

19. amdyyetAov] report. Contrast this with i. 25. 44. 

He would not allow devils to proclaim what He was, but He 
commands the man to do so, who had been delivered from them ; 
but He does this in Gadara, where were no Scribes and Pharisees 
(see above, i. 45), and as a prophetical intimation that the Gospel 
was in due time to be preached to ali Nations of the world, who 
were to be delivered by it from the dominion of a Legion of Hyil 
Spirits to which they were now in bondage. 

22. apxicvvaryarywv | rulers of a synagogue. nD WN (rosh 
hacceneseth), from root 032 (canas), to collect; ‘ caput synagoge.’ 
(See Vitringa, Archisyn. Franecq. 1684.) He appears to have 
been the presiderit of a Collegium or board, or vestry, who pro- 
vided for the maintenance of, and attendance at, the Synagogue, 
and also for the superintendence of the Service and the teaching 
in it. 

— dyvdpartIdeipos| The name Jaeirus (not mentioned by St. 
Matthew) is added by St. Mark for the further proof of the 
miracle, and as showing, that if he himself repeats St. Matthew’s 
account here and elsewhere, it is not because he has not indepen- 
dent testimony of his own, but because he has such testimony, 
and is assured by it that St. Matthbew’s narrative is ¢rue. For 
similar incidents added by St. Mark, riveting the proof of St. 
Matthew’s credibility, see iv. 38; vi. 39; x. 46; xiv. 13. 41; and 
Introduction, p. 112—114. 

23. “Or:—iva] Two sentences put together abruptly, and 
characteristic of the hurried eagerness of the suppliant father. Cp. 
a similar broken phrase, viii. 24. 

25. év pice] The év is an imitation of the Hebrew ‘ Beth 
essentiz’ (Gesenius, Winer, p. 166). Cp. Rev. i. 10, éyevduny 
ey mvevpart. 

26. 7rd map avris] All that could be supplied from herself— 
all her own resources. She had spent them all; and had no hope 
butin Christ. And when all other aid failed, she came to Him 
and He healed her. An emblem of human nature antecedently 
to, and independently of, Divine Grace. 

29. tarai| has been healed. Not iara, present, but the perfect 
tense, sanata est—marking the miraculous suddenness of the cure. 

80. emiyvols—rhv—éeicAbovouv] having perceived the virtue 
that had gone out of Himself. Christ’s eye sees invisible grace 
in all its secret operations. He beholds the breath of the Spirit 
moving in the Word and Sacraments, and in the human heart of 
the recipient. We only see its effects. He sees the wind; we 
only perceive what is stirred by it. 
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— Tis pot iWaro] Who touched Me? Christ puts a question 
here (as often), not in order to learn any thing from the answer, 
but that the grace which He had given to the woman might be 
made manifest to others, and so be conducive to the spiritual 
healing of many. 

The word &rrowat signifies something more than towch,—to 
fasten oneself eagerly to a thing, to cling to it with a desire to 
derive something from it. See John xx. 17. 

Our Lord’s question, with St. Peter’s reply (v. 31. Luke 
vill. 45), serve together to bring out the truth, that the worldly 
crowd which familiarly presses on Christ’s human body as Man, 
throngs Him; but it is only the hand of that Faith which believes 
in His Divine power to heal the soul and body, that touches Him, 
although it touch not His human body—His carnal substance— 
but only the hem of His garment; and’ that wherever there is 
such a touch, divine virtue will go out of Him by the Hem of His 
Garment, to heal. 

This instruction may be applied to those who crave a carnal 
presence in the Holy Eucharist. 

Christ says, “‘ Tangentem quero, non prementem ; caro pre- 
mit, Fides tangit. Hrigite oculos fidei, tangite extremam fimbriam 
vestimenti; sufficiet ad salutem.”’ Cp. S. Aug. Serm. Ixii. 5; 
cexlii. and cexliii. 

It was, indeed, a high degree of faith to believe in Christ’s 
Deity, when He was in Human flesh on earth, and that was the 
faith of this woman. This example shows that our Lord, when on 
earth, could be touched by faith, and virtue would go out of Him 
responsive to the touch. But it might be thought, that after His 
departure from earth by His Ascension into Heaven He could no 
longer be touched ; and therefore our Lord provided an answer to 
that supposition after His Resurrection by another example. He 
does this in His words to another woman, Mary Magdalene (John 
xx. 17): ‘Touch Me not, for I am not yet ascended.’’ The true 
trial of faith is not bodily presence, but bodily absence; ‘“ blessed 
are they that have not seen and yet have believed” (John xx. 29) ; 
therefore the most exquisite touch of faith is that which is now to 
be exercised after the Ascension. Thus the case of Mary Magda- 
lene comes in as supplementary to the case of the faithful woman 
before us. See on John xx. 17, pi mod &rrov. 

Our ascended Lord, Who is now ministering in the heavenly 
Temple as our great High Priest, is described as clad in a long 
garment descending to His feet (Rev. i. 13); and Divine Grace 
descends from the Anointed One to the least and lowest of His 
members. As the precious ointment upon the head of Aaron, 
which ran down to the skirts of his clothing (Ps. exxxiii. 2), so 
divine virtue goes out of Christ, our great High Priest, to all who 
touch Him by faith, in Prayer, and in His Word and Sacraments, 
—which are like the hems of His garment. 
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34. cis eipjynv] Something more than in peace. The Hebrew 
Diw> (’shalom), for peace. Gen. xliv.17. Exod. iv.18, 1 Sam. 
i. 17, and passim. 

40. éxBardy mavras—pet adtod] having excluded some, in 
order to discourage vain curiosity, and to teach a lesson of modesty 
in doing good, He admitted others, carefully chosen, as witnesses 
of the miracle, The manner in which Christ’s miracles are done 
is exemplary to all, though they cannot imitate Him in the exercise 
of miraculous power. 

41. Tad:0d rodur] Maid, arise: from xno (talitha), puella; 
037 (cwmi), imperative from Dp (surgere). St. Mark alone gives 
the ipsissima verba uttered by Christ, and probably recited by St. 
Peter, an eye-witness of the miracle (v. 37), to the Evangelist. 

43.%elre—ayeiv] He commanded that something should be 
given her to eat. ‘To show that she was not only restored to life, 
but to perfect healih,—a proof of the miracle. See on Matt. viii. 
15. And also to show that divine operations in extraordinary 
circumstances are never intended to supersede human efforts in 
ordinary ones. 


Cu. VI. 1. rarp{Sa] Nazareth. 

3. Odx odtds éori 6 TéxTwv;| Is not this the carpenter? A 
proof of the manhood of Christ. “ Error hereticorum nostra 
salus.”’ There is also a truth, more than they knew of, in their 
words. For odx odrdés 6 réxtwy; Is He not the téerwy of the 
Universe ? 


— aderpds] cousin. See on Matt. xii. 46; xiii. 55. 

5. nidvato] He was not able to do any miracle, because of 
their unbelief. ovx 871 éxeivos aoOevds, GAN Bri exetvor Umio'roL. 
(Theoph.) Observe therefore the power of Faith, and also of 
unbelief. Christ modifies the exercise even of His own Omnipo- 
tence, according to the disposition of those to whom He comes. 
Cp. iv. 24. 

Cp. John vii. 7, of moral inability. 
Phil. Sacr. p. 361. 

To show the power and necessity of faith, our Lord regulated 
the exercise of His Omnipotence according to men’s belief’ in it. 
See ix. 23, where He even vouchsafes to invest faith with His own 
Omnipotence, mdyra Suvar& TG morevovtt. Cf. Matt. xiii. 58, 
and note on xvii. 17. In this expression is an evidence of inspi- 
ration. The Holy Spirit alone Who knows the mind of Christ, 
would have spoken thus of His power, and of the laws by which 
He is pleased to limit and control its manifestation. 

6. ebavuate] He was wondering. See on Matt. viii. 10. 

7. 800 500] two and two; binos: a Hebraism, where the Greeks 
use avd, Luke x.1. Cp. Gen. vii. 2; xxxii. 16. See below, v. 
39, 40, cummdoia cumrdora. 

St. Mark alone relates here that the Apostles were sent forth 
in pairs. St. Matthew (x. 2—5) gives the names of the pairs, — 
an undesigned coincidence and evidence of truth. 

As to the practical lessons to be derived from the example of 
Christ in sending forth the Apostles and seventy Disciples, two 
and two, see on Luke x. 1; cp. Matt. iv. 18. 


1 Cor. x. 21. Glass. 
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8. cis 7. évnv] into your girdle. St. Mark, writing for Romans, 
accommodates his language to Roman use. It was a Roman 
custom to carry money in the zona or girdle, which served as a 
purse: hence the words of the soldier of Lucullus in Horat. 
2 Epist. ii. 40, “ [bit eo qué vis, qui Zonam perdidit.”” 

St. Luke, and he alone, speaks of the Greek BaAAdytuioy, x. 
4; xii. 33; xxii. 35, 36; cp. next note. 

— xarndy] brass. St. Mark, writing for Romans, uses this 
word, the Roman @s, or copper, for money. St. Luke, writing 
for the Greeks, uses apyipiov, silver, ix.3. St. Matthew (x. 9) 
has gold, silver, and brass. See below, xii. 41. 

9. cavddrA1a] See on Matt. x. 10. 

ll. xyodv] dust. St. Matthew (x. 14) and St. Luke (ix. 5) have 
xoviopt dv here. 

‘18. #Aeupoy édalw] they anointed with oil. The Apostles used 
oil to show by the application of an appropriate visible sign, that 
the healing was effected by their instrumentality, in the Name of 
Christ, the Messiah or anointed one of God (Ps. ii. 2; xlv. 7. 
. Acts iv. 27; x. 38), and in His power Who had sent them; and 
because the oil itself was significant of God’s mercy, of spiritual 
comfort, light, and joy (Euthym., Theophyl.), and of grace given 
to the soul and body in answer to fervent prayer. 2 Cor. i. 21. 
1 John ii. 20.27. rw ~ratov mpds ndmovs wPéAmmoy, kal pwrds 
atriov, kat irapdtntos mpdéevov, kal onualver Tb Edeos TOU Ocod. 
(Theophyl.) 

For the bearing of this text on Extreme Unction, see note 
on James v. 14. 

14. 6 Baoiredbs] the king: called the tetrarch by St. Matthew, 
xiv. 1, and by St. Luke ix. 7. 

15. mpophrns as els THY mp.| a Prophet, equal to one of the 
old Prophets. ’ : 

17. Abtds yap 6 ‘Hpédns] For Herod himself. Here is a re- 


capitulation ; and it is observable that St. Matthew, in the same 
way, reverts, at this point, to the occasion of John’s apprehension 
and death, see Matt. xiv. 3. In these parenthetic recapitulations 
there are evident marks of a studious repetition of the account of 
one Evangelist by another. Cp. note on the parenthesis i. 16. 

18. *EAcye] Dicebat. A repeated warning, which was met by 
Herodias with hatred and machinations against him (v. 19). 

20. cvverhpe] was keeping him in custody. thpnots, a prison. 
Acts iv. 3; v. 18. See 2 Pet. ii. 4.9. See here v. 17. Perhaps 
also on a plea that his life was in peril from Herodias (v. 19), but 
also because he resented John’s rebuke, and feared its effects on 
the people. Herod would have killed John before, but he feared 
the people. (Matt. xiv. 3. 5.) 

Another proof of John’s unwavering constancy and undaunted 
courage even unto death. Cp. on Matt. xi. 2—6. 

— ToAAd émoler] used to do many things—but not the one 
thing needful. ( Trench.) 

— rove] used to hear—listened to him. 

22. avis ris ‘Hp.] of Herodias herself. The mother did not 


scruple to use her own daughter for this licentious andfeavage 
purpose. 
25. uot] to me, emphatic. Give it into my own hands. Such 


was her cruelty and thirst for the Baptist’s blood. 

— ékaurijs| immediately ; lest Herod should relent. 

— én) rivani] in a charger —a large dish, then on the table at 
the banquet. Such was the savage cruelty of the daughter of 
that adulterous and bloodthirsty mother. She possessed the 
graces and accomplishments of feminine beauty, and yet at the 
dictation of her mother, who was doubtless present at the feast, 
and encouraged her to entangle the licentious passions of the king 
by her dissolute dancing, she asked for the head of the Baptist to 
be given to her immediately into her own hands, on a gold or 


128 MARK VI. 27—41. 


Ss 


‘\ \\ , >) 3 4 3 
Baorreds Sua tovs dpxovs Kal Tos cuvavaxemevous ovK HOELncEY arvTnY yy 


, > 4 = 
abernoa. ™ Kat eiéws dtootethas 6 Bacideds orexovhdtopa éréragev €vex- 
lal lal Ua SN 3 “ “~ 
Ojvar Thy Kepadiy aitod. * ‘O dé amehOav dmexepdhicev avrov ev TH pvdaky, 
la XN A ty ‘ X 
Kal yveyKe THY Kepadny avTod emt Tivaki, Kal EOwKEY AUTHY TM Kopaci@, Kal TO 
al lal \ 2 i ¢ Ni =) A 
Kopdc.ov Saxe avTiv TH pntpl adras. % Kal dxovoavres ot pabytal avrov 
> > Ta A SS , 
HrOov Kai jpav 7) TTpLa avdTov, Kat EOnKavy avTO Ev pYNLELo. 
> las \ > / 
(sr) ° Kat ovvdyovra of drdcrohou mpds Tov “Inoodv, Kal amyyyedav 
las yg g 68 \ , 5) lal an 
avT@ TdvTa doa eroinoay Kal doa edidagav. () 2 Kat déyer avdrois, Aevre 
la » , o S 
bpets adrol Kar idiav eis epnuov témov Kal avamaverbe ddtyov Hoav yap 
cy , XN ea i oN \ XN Oe A > la 
ol epydpevor Kal ob UadyovTes TONKOl, Kal OVSE hayElv NUKaLpoUP. 
< lal lal Gy Sw 
2 Kal daqdOov eis epnjov tTomov TO Toiw Kar idiav * Kat €idov adtovs 
Umdyovtas Kal éréyyvwooyv aiTov mohdol’ Kal meln amd Tacev TOV TOEwD 
(=) * Kat é€e\@av eidev odvv dyXor, 
\ b) , S729) % las 4 mY € 4, Su y / ‘ SS 
Kal €omhayxviabn én avdtots, OTe Hoav ws mpoBaTa py EXoVTA ToULEevar Kal 
54 & 8 5 , > X dr , 
npsato OuddoKew avtovs Toa. 


BA > lad \\ “~ 3 , 
TVVESPApLoVv EKEL, KAU mpondOov QUTOUS. 


(3) % Kat 78n dpas odds yevouerns mpowehOdvres adT@ ot malyrat avrod 
héyovaw, "Oru epyuds €oTw 6 Té70s, Kal dyn pa ToddAy, * dardhuaov avTods, 
iva amedOdvtes eis TOUS KUKAM aypods Kal Kduas dyopdcowow EavTOLs apTous: 
Tt yap daywow ovK EXOUTW. 37*O O€ amoxpwlels eirev adrots, Adte avtots 
tpets payev. Kai déyovow atta, “AredOdvres dyopdcoper Syvapiov diaxo- 
ciov dptous, kat Sapev atrois dayelv ; 8 °O dé éyer avrois, daovs aprous 
eyeTe ; VTAYETE Kal idere. Kat yvovres héyovar, eve, kat dvo0 ixOvas. * Kat 
érérakev avtots avakNivar Tavtas, cvpTocia oupToo.a, eTL THY YAWPO YOPTY. 
0 Kal dvérecov mpacial mpacral, dvd éxatdv Kal ava mevtyjKovta. *! Kat 
haBav tods Tévte apTous Kat Tos Svo iyOvas avaBdébas eis Tov ovpavdy ev)O- 


\ , en \ 2515 a ray ee, an 
YNCE, KQU KaTeKAAceE TOUS apTous, KQUL E€OLOOU TOLS pabyrats QUTOV, LO Trapabocw 


MATT. LUKE, 


10 


11 
12 


18 


14 


15 


16 


17 


19 


Ix. 


10 


il 


12 


13 


14 


silver dish, taken from the royal table, laden with costly dainties, 
in the presence of the princely guests; and, in her fiendish ferocity, 
she would not allow to the weak and wicked monarch, probably 
inflamed with wine, any respite for remorse, but took advantage of 
his rash oath, and peremptorily exacted a prompt execution of it. 
Such was the power exercised by Satan over the king, his para- 
mour, and her daughter. John the Baptist is the Elijah of the 
Gospel, Herod is the Ahab, and Herodias is the Jezebel. 

26. mepiduros] very sorry. He was not sorry for his sin, or 
for John’s death, but because he feared the people, who held 
John as a prophet (see on v. 20, and Matt. xiv. 5); and perhaps 
with a sense of indignity in being entrapped by her wiliness in 
a revel in which he sacrificed the prophet to the malice of He- 
rodias, and exposed himself to the contempt and hatred of his 
subjects. 2 

On the nature of false repentance see on 2 Cor. vii. 9, 10. 

27. omexovdAdtopa] an executioner. omekovAdtwp, Sopudépos, 
Suidas, i.e. @ spiculo; but other glossaries render it katacKomos, 
& speculando. Executioners were called speculatores. Seneca 
de Benefic. iii. 25: ‘ Speculatoribus occurrit, nihil se deprecari, 
quo minus imperata peragerent, dixit, et deinde cervicem porrexit.” 
De Ira i. 16: ‘‘Centurio supplicio prepositus, condere gladium 
speculatorem jubet.” Julius Firmicus viii. 26: ‘“ Speculatores 
faciet, qui nudato gladio hominum amputant cervices.”” (Kuin.) 

This word (‘speculator’) is one of St. Mark’s Roman words, 
on which see vi. 8; xv. 39; and Introduction, p. 112. 

29.] See Matt. xi. 2; xiv. 12. 

82. gonuov témov] a desert place, near Bethsaida Julias, N.n. 
of the Lake. See Luke ix. 10. Matt. xiv. 13. 

33. eréyvwoay abtéy] See below, v. 54. me(7, i.e. not by 

34. eteaddv] having disembarked. See v. 54. 

85. dpas moAAts] See Matt. xiv. 15. 

87. Kal Aéyouow avtd] And they say to him: this answer is 
recited by St. Mark alone. 

89. &. 7. xAwpG xdpt~] on the green grass—a picturesque 
incident mentioned only by St. Mark, and bespeaking ocular tes- 
timony. He also alone mentions the number of each company, 
v. 40. 


40. mpaciai} ‘‘ Nominativus Hebraicus.’’ Glass. Phil. p. 286. 
The reduplication is for the Greek avd. See Vorst. Hebr. p. 
312; and above on w. 7. 

The word mpacid is derived by some from mépas, terminus 
(Passow) ; by others from mpdcov, porrum. It seems rather, like 
mapddeicos, to be of Oriental origin, and to be formed, by a meta- 
thesis of the letter p, from the root D1» (paras), or wp (paras), 
to divide or portion out into compartments ; whence pars, partior, 
and perhaps pratum, a field: mpaoial are areole; viridaria, 
parterres (Ta év khmots Kéumarta, Theophyl.), in which, as in a 
garden, the seed of this food was sown by the Apostles, and 
ripened into an instantaneous harvest by the almighty power and 
divine benediction of Christ. 

The Holy Spirit, by the use of this word zpacial, appears to 
call attention to the fact, that our Lord, Who then multiplied the 
five loaves to be food for five thousand, is the same Divine Person 
Who, in a manner less striking, because more gradual and regular, 
but certainly not less wonderful, ripens all the seeds in all the 
Gardens and Orchards, and in all the Vineyards and Meadows of 
this world, in successive seasons, ever since man dwelt in Paradise, 
to minister food to His creatures. 

The mpacva) are arranged in symmetrical order and beauty— 
and typify the different Churches which together make up the 
Catholic Church, and are all fed with the Word and Sacraments 
of Christ, ministered to them by Apostolic hands. See Balaam’s 
sublime description of the Ancient Church in the wilderness, 
Numb. xxiv 5, and Gregor. Moral. xvi. 55, and Bede. 

Here also we may recognize a spiritual and prophetic repre- 
sentation of the Diocesan and Parochial system of the Christian 
Church. The miracle of feeding is a visible exhibition of Christ’s 
dealings with the world. He feeds all of every age and country 
with heavenly nourishment by the ministry of the Word and 
Sacraments. But He does every thing regularly and in order. He 
commands the multitude to sit down in companies; He portions 
cut the population of the world into spiritual Districts, and assigns 
a competent portion to the oversight of each of His ministers ; 
and thus the whole multitude is filled with the bread of life. 

41. karéekAace —éd{80v] He broke once, and was giving, in 
repeated acts, the loaves to His disciples to set before the multi- 
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tude, but He éuépice, disparted by one act the two fishes to all. 
Cp. below, viii. 6. Matt. xiv. 19 has wre rots wabntais here ; 
and John vi. 11 has d:¢dwxe 7. uw. concerning the loaves. But 
édfd0v used by St. Mark, and St. Luke ix. 16, expresses some- 
thing more than the act of giving, and the effect; it describes the 
manner of it. 

This miracle was symbolical. Christ’s body, the true Bread, 
was broken once for all on the Cross (1 Cor. xi. 24); but He is 
ever giving it to His disciytes to distribute for the life and refresh- 
ment of the faithful. 

Cp. on Matt. xxvi. 26, 27, with regard to the distribution of 
the elements at the Sacramental Supper. 

45. Ka) eiééws} See Matt. xiv. 22. 

— BnOcaiddy] the other Bethsaida, on the west of the Lake. 

48. 70cAe mapedOciv] He designed, and was about to pass by 
them. Cp. Luke xxiv. 28, and Glass. Phil. pp. 699, 700. This 
idiomatic use of @¢Aw remains in the language of modern Greece ; 
HOere va, and more briefly by 6¢ va and by 6d. 

Here is a silent note of Inspiration. The Evangelist says, 
that Christ intended to pass bythem. But what uninspired man 
could say this? Who knoweth the mind of Christ but the Spirit 
of God? (Cp. 1 Cor. ii. 11.) 

52. memwpwpévn] blinded witha dense and callous film. See iii. 
5; viii. 17. John xii. 40. Rom. xi. 7. 2 Cor. iii. 14. mwpotoOau 
= tuprovcOa. (Hesyc.) 

It is affirmed by some that this word is derived from épos, 
stone, and signifies the induration of bones, which produces cal- 
lousness and insensibility; and not from amwpds, blind. See 
Trench, p. 74. 

55. rots kpaBdrtos] ‘their beds; i.e. the beds to which they 
were confined. 

Vo. I. 


— brov—éxe?] Onthis Hebraism see Vorst. p.558. Cf. Rev. 
xii. 14. The exe? is emphatic. 


Cu. VII. 2. rowats] common; kowvds had been already used 
by LXX for Hebr. xpw (¢amé), unclean, 1 Mace. i. 47. 62. 

8. of yap Papicaio «.7.A.] for the Pharisees, &c. This de- 
tailed explanation of Jewish customs is a proof that this Evan- 
gelist did not write primarily for Jewish readers, but for others. 

— nvyun] properly, with the fist; as the LXX Version shows, 
Exod. xxi. 18. Isa. lviii. 4; the knuckles of one hand being applied 
to the palm of the other, so that by hard rubbing both may be 
cleansed, Cp. Kuin. who says, ‘‘ ruyuh est prop. pugnus (Hesy- 
chius : muyuh, Hyovy 7d ovykekAcioOar tovs daxtvAovs) et in 
versione Alexandrina respondet Hebr. 53x v. Exod. xxi. 18. Tes. 
lviii. 4, atque adeo muyuf proprié significat manu in pugnum con- 
tracta: illud ipsum nomen 43x etiam de robore, fortitudine 
achibetur, et homines robusti in scriptis Rabbinorum dicuntur 
PoyaX ona, vid. Buwtorfius Lex. Talm. p. 483, hinc muyyj com- 
modé reddi potest, fortiter, accuraté et seduld; certé Syrus 


x AA 
interpres vertit, /\ alrado? quo adverbio Luc. xv. 8, expressit 
etiam adverbium érmed@s. Cf. et Glassius Phil. S. p. 364.’ 

4. ard dyopas] returning home from the market, where they 
may have come into contact with heathens, publicans, and others, 
whom they regard as unclean. So amd deimvov, Herod. i. 126. 

— teorav] a Roman word, sextariorum; being J, of the 
Epha, and 4 of the Kab. See Joseph. Antt.ix.4. This explana- 
tion of Jewish customs (vv. 3—5) is peculiar to St. Mark, and 
shows that he was not writing mainly for Jews: and the word 
teorts, with others of like origin in his gospel, suggests that he 
was writing specially for Romans. Cp. on ii. 4. 

iS) 


130 MARK VII. 6—27. 


ot Dapiratou Kat ot Tpapparets, Avati ot pabytat cov ov TEpiTaTOVaL KaTa 
riv tapdsoow tav tpecButépwr, ada Kowals xepoiv €abiover Tov aprTor ; 
6*O 88 daroKpiHels elrev adtois, "Ott Kah@s mpoepytevoer ‘Hoatas wept vev 
tov bmoKpurdy ds yéypamta, OSt0s 6 hads Tots XEtheol me TLMG, n O€ 
7Marnv 8 céBovtai pe, 
8° Adévres yap THY 
evroiy Tod Ocod Kpareire THY Tapddoow Tav dvOpdrov, RatTicpods EeoT ov 


, > lal Lene X34 > , b) 3 > le) 
Kapdia avTav Téppw amTéxer aT Emon. 
, , e2 aN > 0 if 
SuddoKovtes StdacKkadias evTdd\pata avi poTar. 


Kal TOTHpioV Kal adda Trapdpova ToLavTa moNnG aovetre. ° Kat eheyey avrots, 
Kahés aderetre tiv évtohjv tod Ocod, iva THY Tapddoow vuav THPHANTE. 
 Maions yap ene, Tima tov tatépa cov Kal THY pyTépa gov' Kal 6 
Kakohoyav matépa } pyntépa Oavdtw Terevtdto | wpels dé heyere, 


y wn VN n QA lat CP IL} n aA 2N > 
"av etry dvOpwros 76 matpt 4} 7h pntpl, KopBav* (6 éotu, Sdpor), 5 éav €F a Matt 29.18. 


va al 2 \ a an \ > a x 
€uov adehnOjs—” kat ovdxére ddiete abtdv oddév Tojoas TH Tarpt avTov 7 


\ MATT. LUKE 


XV 
2 


7 
8 
9 


4 
5 


la A an an n A € wn ® 
TH pntpt advtod, |} axupovvtes TOV Adyov TOV Ocov TH TApasocer VLOV  Tap- 9 
EOUKATE Kal TAPd{LOLA TOLAVTA TOAAG, TOLELTE. 
14 \ , - 5 \ A oN aN > lal >A , - VA 
Kai mpockadeodmevos TavTa TOV Oxhov Eheyey avTOIs, AKoVETE OV TAVTES 10 
\ pa 15 WG 2 » nw > - b) tA > ou aA 
Kal OUViETE. Ovdév éotw €Ewlev Tov avOpérov eiaTopevdpevoy Els aUTOV, O 11 
an nw lal N 
Svvatat avTov Kowdoau GANG TA ExTropevdmeva am avTOU eExEeWa ETL TA KOL- 
n . ¥ > 
voovta Tov avOpwrov. '° Et tus ever Ota akoveEw, AKOVETO. 
Y lal 3S nan » e \ 
(2) @ Kat dre ciondOev eis otkov dd Tod dyov, emynpdtav adrov ot pabytat 15 
’ n \ lot lal 18 \ , > an yY nw iS La eA , P&S 
avToU Tepl THS TapaPohys. Kat déyer avrots, OUTw Kal Vets AOVVETOL EOTE; 16 
ov voElTE, OTL TAY TO ELwHev EiaTropevdmevov eis TOV aVOpwrov ov SUVaTaL ad’TOV 47 
Kowocat, | Orr ovK ElomopEvETaL avTov Eis THV Kapolar, aN eis THY KoUrlav, 
Kal eis TOV dpedpOva Exropeverat, Kafapiloy mavTa TA Bpdpata; 7” Edeye Sé, 18 
gy A > lal 3 @ fe 2: , > “~ Lal ‘\ » Q DAT ~ 0 
Ort 75 &x TOV avOpadrrov ExrropEevdmevoy, EKEtvo KOWot TOV aVOpwrov * Erafev 19 
yap, €k THs Kapdias Tov avOpeTav, ot Siahoyiopol ot KaKol éKxmopevorTat, 
A an , 99 d \ N v4 td YAN b) aN 
MOLYELaAL, Topverat, Povor, KNotrat, meovegiat, movnpiat, dddos, avédyea, 
? wn 
ddGarpds movnpods, Bracdynpta, wrepndavia, adpooivy ™ ravta tavTa Ta 20 
Tovnpa erwlev ExtropeveTat, Kal KoWwol TOV avEpwirov. 
4 Kat éxeiOev avactas amndOe cis Ta peOdpia Tépov Kat Sidavosr Kat 2 
eloeM Oar eis olkiay ovdéva WOedke yodvat, Kal ovk nOdvIyOn aber. * ?AKov- 
\ lal “a > an a 
cara yap yuvy TEept avTov, Hs elye TO Ovydtpiov avTHs vera aKaBaptov, 
a . A 3 > 5 
EMovoa tpooénere pds Tods Tddas avdtod: (4) > Hv Sé 7H yuri) “Eddyvis, 22 
Svpofowikicaa TO yeverr kal HowTa adrov iva TO Sayudviov exBadn ex THs 
a] ot SA 7 ‘O be °T an > Sey Ly an 67 
VYATPOS avTHS. € ‘Inoots cima avtyn, Ades mpoTov yoptacOjnvar 26 


\ v4 > XQ ~ , > lal \ »” an - QA wn an 
Ta TéKVa’ ov yap Kadov €ott hae Tov apTov ToV TéKVaY, Kat Badew Tots 


— xarnlov] 
(Rosenm.) 

5. mepimarotcr] walk, live. The Hebr. 731: 

9. Kad@s] Well: said in irony. 


ll. KopBay] Corban, an offering to God. See on Matt. xxvii. 
6, and xy. 5, and above, ii. 3, and Pococke, i. 251. 

S. Ambrose (on Luke xviii.), applying the word to Christian 
times, well says, ‘‘ Dicis te, quod eras Parentibus collaturus, 
Ecclesie velle conferre. Non querit donuwm Deus de fame 
parentum. 

“ Multi ut preedicentur ab hominibus, Ecclesiz conferunt quee 
suis auferunt; cum misericordia 4 domestico progredi debeat 
pietatis officio. Sed ut pascendos Scriptura dicit parentes, ita 


propter Deum relinquendos parentes, si impediant devote mentis 
affectus.’’ 


“Caute dictum, nam festacea frangebantur.”’ 


19. kadapl(ov m. 7. Bpouara] cleansing all the food. Some 
(e.g. Meyer) read xabapi(wy, and connect it with adedpdy; but 
this construction seems inadmissible. It appears rather to mean, 
“‘exitu suo puras relinquens omnes escas”’ (cp. Bede, a Lapide). 
Every thing that cometh in from without defecates and clarifies 
itself in its passage eis Tov 4pedpGva, and so leaves pure mdvTa Ta 


Bpospara, i.e. every thing that is converted by man into food, 
and enters into his system. 

The reading xa@ap{(wy is indeed found in many MSS,, A, B, 
KE, F, G, H, L, 8, X, A, and in Lr., but the confusion between 6 
and @ is socommon in MSS., that this variety is of little weight 
against the ordinary rules of grammatical construction. See on 
1 Cor. xv. 49. 

21. mopvetar] See Rom. i. 29. 

24, peOdpia] the confines: he does not seem to have crossed 
the border. 

25. js—adrijs] On this Hebraism, see Acts xv. 17. Gal. ii. 10. 

26. “EAAnvis] a Greek. St. Matthew calls her Xavavala (xv. 
22), to show his Jewish readers that the mercies of the Gospel 
were for those whom their forefathers had extirpated. St. Mark 
calls her ‘EAAnp)s, a Syrophoenician, of Tyre, to assure his Gentile 
readers that Christ offers salvation to them, and to every nation 
of the world. 

— Supopowliiooa] a Syrophenician. Powlkoca from dowlen, 
and Svpo@., as distinguished from the Libyan Phoenicians, of 
Carthage, better known to the Romans, and colonists from the 
Phoenicians of Syria, in the mother cities of Tyre and Sidon, 
whence Horat. ii. 2. 11, “ uterque Penus serviat uni.’ 


MATT, LUKE. 


MARK VII. 28—37. VIII. 1—13. 131 


- e an 
Kuvapiow. 7 ‘H dé amexpi0n Kat héyer avT@, Nal, Kipte, kal yap 7a Kvvdpia 


Xv. 
¢ , A A A 5 
a vToKaTw THS Tparélns éeabiovor amd TOV YiYiov TOY Taldiwv. ™ Kal etrev 
+ ao N n y an 
au7y, Ava TovTov Tov Néyov Uiraye eEehydvbe 7d Saudviov ek THS Ovyarpds cov. 
ee > la > an ea 
Kat darehOodca eis rv otkov adrns eSpe 7d Sayudviov é&erndubds, Kal rHp 
td la 
Ovyatépa BeBd\npevny ent rs Kdivys. 
74 \ lal a 5 
(<) *! Kat wdhw é&ehOav ek rév dpiav Tipov Kai YiSadvos FOe wpds rv 
, A a 
29 Odhaccav THs Tadidaias, ava pécov Tov dptav Aexarohews. * Kat fépovoew 
3 an lal Y lal lal ~ 
avT@ Kwpov psoyddov, Kal Tapakahovow avTov wa émify avT@ THY yeElpa. 
33 Kat 6 , aN a7 ES ued > iat ¥ ic 8 , 
at amokaBduevos avtov amd TOV oxhov Kart tdiay EBare Tovs SaxTUdous 
> la 5S la) y lal la) 
QUTOU Els TA OTA avTOV, Kal TIVcaS HWaTo THS yhooons avTov, * Kal dva- 
Brépas eis tov odpavoy eotévake Kai héyer aita, “Eddaba, 6 ear Siavot- 
@ 35 \ Weld PS) 4 0 3 la) e b) \ \ > - e 8 A an 
x Ont. Kat evdéws dunvoixyOnoav avtov at dxoal, Kat evn 6 Seapos THs 
lal Ni lat lal yY 
bch. 5. 43. yhdoons avrov, Kat eddder 6p0Gs. (<5) * Kal Sueoretharo ° abrots iva pydevi 
Y y A qn 
elmwow doov S€ avtots dueorédNeTO, LGdoOV TEepiaaotepoy exnpvacor * Kat 
¢ A nw 
vrepTepiaaas é€eTARTTOVTO héyorTes, KahOs wavta weTonKe Kal Tods KHpovs 
Moet akovELW, Kal TOUS aAdAovs Nadel. 
76 7 a 5 
VII. (4) 1’ Ev éxeivars tats judpats, mapmdddov dyhov dvtos, Kal pr) 
exdvTwv ti ddywot, TpooKaherdpevos Tos palynTas advTod héyet avTots, 
9 / SN AN y+ 4 aS € - A 4 - Q 
82 SThrayxvilopay emt Tov oxhov, oTe HON Huepar TpEis Tpocpevoval pou Kat 
ovK €xovot Ti daywou 3 kal €ay amolvcw avTovs vyiaTeis eis olKOV avTov, 
2 £: > lal 500 SA \ > “A / 9 4 N >, , 
38 exdvOyoovrat €v TH 00@, TWEés yap avTov paKpddev HKovor. * Kal dexpi- 
Onoav ait@ ot pabytat avrov, Udbev rovtovs duvycetai tis Ode yoptacar 
84 a a See e} id A 5 K XN E , 3 \ II6 ~ + 2 e de 5 
ptav em epyias ; aul emnpota avrous, IIdcous €xeTe aprovs ; ot O€ elzor, 
35 ‘Enra. ° Kai wapnyyedre TO oyio a w émt THs yns Kat aBa } 
. pyyye. D Oxw avanece emt THs ys Kal haBav Tods 
36 EmTa GpTouvs edxapiaTHaas Exhace, Kal édidov Tots pabytais avrod iva mapa- 
acu Kat “6 D oxo. | Kal et iyOvdua ddiya: Kat evroyy 
@ov Kat TmapeOnkay TO Ody. at eiyov tyOvdu ddtya Kal evdhoyyoas 
=> n 3 , + \ a 
37 cine trapabewor kat avtd. ®"Edayov dé Kat éxoptdcOnoay Kal jpav mepio- 
38 ceipata Khacudtwv énta omvpioas. **Hoav d€ ot daydvtes ws TEeTpaKLC- 
xidvow Kal améducev avtovs. 
39 0 Kat evdéws €uBas eis 76 TAOLov peTa TOV palnTav avTod Oe eis TA MEpy 
a Aahpavovia. 
4 A aA Q £2. 45 A A : 
1 (72) ™ Kat é€nOov ot Papicator, Kat npfavto cvlytew avro, Cntodvtes Tap’ 
an an la la) 78 
4 avTov onpeloy ard Tov otpavod Teipalovtes aiTév. (+) * Kai dvacrevagas 


nw , 3 lat dé Th e \ 74 i 3 ul “A ‘ | Ay he en 
TO TvEvpate avTOD héyel, Ti y yevea avTN onpetov emilytel ; “Apyvy héyw vpiv, 
> l2 A a , (a) 13 x ) NS > XN 5) X , 9 
el SoOhoeTaL TH Even TAUTN ONLELOP. Kat adets avtovs éuBas modu eis 
mrotov amndOev eis TO TEépav. 


81. xa) S.ddv0s Abe] B, D, L, A, and Vulg. and some other 
versions have 7A@¢ 510 S.davos here. 

32—37.] This miracle, so graphically described, is recorded 
by St. Mark alone (cp. viii. 22). 

82. poy:Adaoyv] So A, B*, D, G, K, M, 8, U, V; and Tisch. 
ed. 1858; B**, H, F, H, L, X, I, A, and Lr. have poyyiAdaov. 

84. *Edpadd] Be opened. ‘ Imperativus conjugationis Ethpael, 
INE , ethphathah, epa0e, litera 9, chm Greecé scribatur, 
verbo <2ah2 aperuit.” Hebr. mnp (pathah), 
whence Latin pateo. Cf. Isa. xxxv. 5, and Vorst. de Hebr. p. 699. 
St. Mark gives the very words of Christ. See above on ii. 3. _ 

86. uaAdov mepiccdrepov| An expressive double comparative. 
See Phil. i. 23, woAA@ MGAAov Kpeiooov. 2 Cor. vii. 13, mepic- 


gorépws warrov. Winer, p. 214. ‘ 
— éexhpuocoy] they were publishing it abroad. See oni. 45. 


. 


in @ mutata, a 


Cu. VIII. 1—9. °Ev éxelvous] See Matt. xv. 32—38. 

—— maumdddov] Some MSS. and Edd. have méAw moddod. 
But it is less likely that such a simple expression as méAlv TOAAOD 
should have been altered by Copyists into waurdAdov than vice 
versd. On the confusion of mau, and mart, see Porson, Kurip. 


Hec. 1169, and above, vii. 14, where B, D, L, A, have wdéaw for 
mdyra, At the same time it may be observed that St. Mark is wont 
to note transitions in his narrative by méAw. See iii. 20; iv. 1; 
5 Ue LG) 

2. juépor Tpets—por] literally, there are now three days to 
them remaining (dat. plur. part.) with Me, and not having any 
thing to eat. See Matt. xv. 32. Acts xxiv. 11, od mAelous eict 
fol NMEepau H Sexadvo, and cp. Matth. G. G. § 390. Soph. Philoct. 
354, jv F huap dn Sedrepov Ao TE por. 

6. ed{50v] He was giving. See on vi. 41. 

8. onvpidas] baskets, made of rushes and palm leaves. (Bede.) 
See on Matt. xvi. 9. 

10. uépn Aadpavovdd] See Matt. xv. 39, dpia Maydard. St. 
Mark adds therefore to St. Matthew’s narrative, to show his inde- 
pendent knowledge of the fact. The conversation took place in 
the confines of Magdala, towards Dalmanutha. In Matt. xv. 21 
we have mwépn Tépov x. &. In Mark vii. 24, weOdpia T. x. S. 

12. dvacrevdias TG mveduats adtod] groaning deeply in His 
spirit. See John xi. 33. 

— émi(nre?] seeks a sign in addition to those given it. 

— «i d00hoera:] ci Hebr. Dx (ém), si; often used as a strong 
negative—May I not live7// See Gen. xxi. 23; xxiv. 37. Deut. 
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A Nes . 9 ¥ ) > 5 

14 Kat ére\dBovro haBeiv dprovs' Kal et pn) eva apTov ovK eixov pe EavTav 

ay lol fa € “A “A 

év 7 Trolw. (2) © Kai Sueorédero abrots déeywv, “Opare, Bhésere amd THs 

A a , e 7 80 16 \ (/ 

Cpyns Tov Papicaiwr, Kat THs ypys Hpddov. (47) '° Kat dtedoyifovro pos 
9 ¥y ‘\ ‘\ ese] a) 

ddMprous Aéyovres, "OTe dptous ovK exouer. \’ Kat yvous 6 “Inaods héyet 

A 9 y y ¥ A 

avtots, Tt Suadroyilecbe dtu dprous ovdK ExeTE ; OvTw voette ovde ouviere ; ETL 

Ly * & ’ Slav tuav; | dd0arpods exor y Bré i 

TeTMpPHmeryy * ExeTE THY KaApOlay ULwWY ; ~~ O uous €yovtes ov PheéreTeE, Kat 
* 9 \ »” y 

@TA EXOVTES OVK AKOVETE, KQL OD MYNILOVEVETE ; 19 Ore TOUS TevTE apTous exhaca 

kopivous Khacpdtwv majpes npare; Aé- 

Tovs émTa eis TOUS TETPAKLTXLOUS, TOTWY 

NPATE ; Ot dé eizov, “Enta. 7! 


/, 
els TOUS TEevTaKLTXLNlovs, TOTOUS 
an y \ 
youow avTO, Adsexa. 7 "Ore de 
, \ »¥ 
oTupiswor mypdpata KhacpaTov Kai €heyev 
avtots, las ov ovviete ; 
1 Q » Y oe yy : \ , b) lal Q A 
(3) * Kat €pxerar ets Bybaaiddy: Kat pépovew avt@ tupdov, Kal Tapa- 
na an Ny BJ / om SN lal A 
Kadovaw adtov wa avtov ata. 7 Kal émukaBopevos THs xelpds Tod TUpdod 
aw AY > \ ” > lal \ 
e&yyaryev avTov efo THs Kopns, Kal wTVTAS Els TA OMpaTa avTOd, émibets TAS 
lal A > \ b) KY 
XElpas avrg emnpaTa avrov et tu Bremen; * Kat avaBdrepas €deye, Brérw 
Tovs avlpwrrous, 6Tt ws S&vdpa 6pO, TEpiTaToUVTas. 25 Eira mdhw éréOnke 
An 5b) lal \ 7 b) 
Tas yxelpas eal tods dplarwovs avtod, Kal emoinoey avrov avaBrébau Kat 
> , N97, nN ie bd 26 K Ne ees \ SEEN > 
dmokateataOn, Kal eveBrepe Tyavyos atravTa. al améoteiey avTov éis 
> > an , de > \ , ) aN) be ” NS: nw , 
otkov avTod héywv, Mn dé eis THY Kunv EloedOys, POE ELS TW EV TH KOLY. 
lal nw > lat > 
(2) 7 Kai é&pOev 6 ’Inoods Kai oi pabytat avrod els Tas képas Kawrapetas 
nan , \ 3 la) € lal E} - \ ‘ > an , , la , 
Ts Pilarmov: Kal év TH 600 ernpadta Tos palynTas avtov héywy avtois, Tiva 
pe éyovow ot avOpwror evar ; *% Oi S€ dwexpiOnoar, ‘Iwavynv tov Bamrioryy, 
»Y A lal \ 3 lal A 
Kal dddou HdLiav, Gddou O€ eva TaV TpodyTav. * Kat avros héyer avrois, “Tpets 
Sé riva we éyere elvar; "AmoKpibels 5é 6 Tlétpos héyer avta, Sd et 6 Xprords. 
Me Acy Pp 5 P 
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13 


14 


15 
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IX. 


18 
19 


20 


: 3). OA, \ 2 OA 
(+) 30 Kal éretiunoev avtou wa pndert héywou TEpL avTOv. 


31 Kal npéato SuddoKew avtovs ore det TOV 
Kal amoookiyacOnvar UT TOV pec BuTEpwv 


i. 35. 1 Kings i.51. Isa. xiv. 24, and is interpreted ‘not’ in 
the Syriac Version. Cp. Heb. iii. 11; iv. 3. 5. 

15. +. Guns “Hpddov] the leaven of Herod. See iii. 6. 

22--26. Kad @pxera] This miracle so minutely described is 
recorded by St. Mark alone. Cp. vii. 32. 

— By%caiddy] Supposed by many to be the northern Bethsaida, 
or Julias, concerning which see on Matt. xiv. 13. Luke ix. 10. 

28. Kal ém:AaBduevos—einyayev] And He took him by the hand 
and led him out of the town. A visible proof to the people that 
the man was blind. Compare our Lord’s conduct in John ix. 6, 7. 

24. BAérw Tos &., 5. ds 5. 6., meprrarodvtTas] An abrupt ex- 
pression, or rather three sentences, suitable to the case, in which 
new powers of vision suddenly succeeded; and characteristic of 
St. Mark’s literal accuracy, cf. v. 23. I see men. I see them 
standing still, and dimly, as trees. I now see them walking. 

The reason why our Lord worked this cure by degrees seems 
to be, that He thus brought forth from the man’s own lips, for 
the benefit of the readers of the Gospel, words showing the pro- 
cess of the cure from darkness to glimmering light, and thence 
to perfect vision. Here also is a picture of the process of gradual 
illumination which sometimes takes place in the soul. 

26. Mndé eis 7. keébuny] Our Lord had led the blind man ou 
of Bethsaida to heal him, and tells him not to enter the village 
after he is healed, in order to warn the world, that if men will not 
attend to the evidence of the Gospel, and use the means of grace 
proffered to them, those blessings, slighted by them, will be with- 
drawn from them. The blind man is brought to Christ, and 
allows himself to be led by Christ out of the city, and recovers 
his sight. But the city itself was spiritually blind, and would not 
discern Christ ; and is left in its darkness. Cp. John ix. 39—41. 

If this miracle was wrought near the western Bethsaida, then 
cp. Matt. xi. 21. 

27. ue] Me—emphatic, and so placed. 

29. Sb ef 6 Xpiocrds] It has been already observed on Matt. 
xvi. 18, that St. Mark, the disciple of St. Peter (1 Pet. v. 13. 
Epunvevtis TWérpov, Euseb. iii. 39; v. 8), does not record our 
Lord’s words in reply to St. Peter. 


Tisv tod avOpaérov Toda twabetv, 20 


21 


21 


QA nw al 
Kal TOV apYlepewv Kal TOV Y paf.- 22 


The Divines of Rome in interpreting those words, SY e 
Tlérpos, kal émt tavtn tH wérpy oikodouhow mod Thy exkAnolay, 
build much on the supposition that our Lord used the same Syro- 
Chaldaic word xm> (Cepha) for Térpos and rérpa. 

This supposition is improbable. 

If our Lord had used the same word, it is not likely that the 
Holy Ghost would have used two different words, as He does in 
reciting our Lord’s reply in Matt. xvi. 18. 

It is remarkable that St. Matthew does use a Syro-Chaldaic 
word, 13, dar, in the verse immediately preceding—Ba&p *Iwva. 
Why then did he not go on to write, Sb ef Kn@a, kad ém) robT@ 
76 Kia o. mu. T. €.? He ought to have done so, —with reverence 
be it said,—if our Lord used the same word in both members of 
the sentence, and if so much is to be grounded on this supposed 
use of the same word, as the Divines of Rome build from it, 
making it almost the fundamental doctrine of Christianity. 

Besides, St. Mark, the disciple of St. Peter, as we have seen, 
is wont to introduce Syro-Chaldaic words into his Gospel (see 
above, ii, 3); he uses two such words in the preceding Chapter 
(vii. 11. 34), and he specially notices that two of St. Peter’s 
brother Aposéles were called Boavepyés (a Syro-Chaldaic name), 
and explains what it means (iii. 17). If therefore any additional 
light was to be derived from a Syro-Chaldaie word, concerning 
so important a matter as the relation of his master, the Apostle 
St. Peter, to the other Apostles and the Church at large, St. Mark 
would have introduced here a Syro-Chaldaic word. And since he 
has not done so, we have additional proof from St. Mark’s silence 
that St. Matthew’s divinely inspired Greek (Matt. xvi. 18) gives a 
true and full representation of our Lord’s words to St. Peter, 

It is observable that St. Mark, and he alone, records our 
Lord’s Saying to the Twelve when they afterwards argued among 
themselves who of them should be greatest: ‘If any one desires 
to be first, he shall be last of all” (Mark ix. 34, 35). They were 
not very likely to have debated that matter, if our Lord had already 
settled it by making St. Peter supreme over the rest, 


Sl. Kal #pEaro] See Matt. xvi. 21. 
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33. “Yraye—catava] Get thee behind Me, Satan. 


Observe 
“Get thee be- 


— kal rs] més for dws, how, as often in St. Mark. See ii. 


what it is to be ashamed of the cross of Christ. 
hind Me, Satan,’’ says our Lord to St. Peter. 
St. Mark, the disciple of St. Peter, carefully records what 

tells to the disadvantage of Peter—a proof of his veracity, and of 
St. Peter’s humility. Cp. Chrys. on Matt. xvii. 27, and the re- 
markable passages in Euseb. Theophan. (ed. Lee), pp. 220. 324, 
325, and Introduction to this Gospel, above, p. 113. 

34. Kal mpookadreoduevos| See Matt. xvi. 24. 

35. kad Tod evayyeAlov] and the Gospel. These words are 
found only in St. Mark. Cp. Matt. xvi. 25. Luke ix. 24; and 
see below, x. 29. 


Cu. IX. 1. ’Auhy Aéyw iuiv] See on Matt. xvi. 28. 

Ul. “O 71] = ddr1, why. So used by LXX (Gen. xii. 18) for 
md, Th rodT0 emolnoas; (See v. 28.) 

bo >HAlav] Elias. See Matt. xvii. 10. 

12. groxa0.cr@] ‘ presens indefinitum, ut Matt. ii. 4,” Bengel. 
He is not only the restorer,—but completes, consummates, brings 
up to the state designed by God according to His promise and an- 
cient prophecy. See on Acts i. 6. On the form tor, for lornut, 
see Winer, p. 72. Cp. Rom. iii. 31. 2 Cor. vi. 4; x. 18. 


26; v. 16; xi. 18; xii. 41; xiv. 1. 11; and so used by LXX, 
Deut. ii. 7, SidyvwOt ms 5:7A0es. The was here depends on 
elmev: ‘He declared to them how it is written.’’ The sense is ag 
follows: 

The three disciples are in doubt,—How can Jesus be the 
Christ? For it is the received opinion of the Jews, that before 
the Coming of Christ Elias shall appear. If Thou art the Mes- 
siah, how is it, that “the Scribes say that Elias must first come?’ 
We have just seen Elias in the Transfiguration ; but he is not yet 
come into the world; and since he who is to be the forerunner of 
the Messiah is not yet come, how can it be said that the Messiah, 
whom he is to precede, is come? How is it that the Scribes have 
not acknowledged that either the one or the other is come ? 

Our Lord’s reply is,—The Precursor is come. He has ful- 
filled the office of Elias in turning the hearts of the fathers to the 
children. See Luke i. 16, 17, from Malachi iv. 5, where, it is to 
be observed, the LXX have &4moxataotThoe1,—the word here 
used by Christ. 

He ts come—and the Scribes have not known, have not re- 
cognized him; and what is more, Holy Scripture bears witness, 
that they will not know Him whose way the Elias of the Gospel 
has come to prepare; they will not acknowledge Christ. As is 
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foretold in Scripture, He will be rejected and suffer many things 
at their hands. 

Do not therefore be perplexed. Elias 2s come. Christ is 
come. The Scribes say true when they assert that Elias must 
precede Christ. But they have not known the Coming of Hlias. 
And they do not know the Coming of Christ. Do not be snr- 
prised at this. It has been predicted by the Holy Ghost. In not 
knowing Klias and Christ, they prove the Coming of those whom 
they reject ; for that rejection has been prophesied in the Scrip- 
tures, which the Scribes have in their hands. Cp. Isa, liii. 1. 
John xiii. 28. 

18. kal] Elias also is come, and they have done to him what 
they listed—and so will it be with Christ, Who is come like- 
wise. 

— Kabds yéyparta] as it is written in the Scriptural records 
of the persecutions endured by Elijah: by which it was virtually 
prophesied and foreshown that his antitype the Baptist, who has 
come in his power and spirit, would suffer in like manner. 

15. iSdv adrdy e&eOauBHen] when they saw Him they were 
astonished. Perhaps by some remains of the Divine glory and 
heavenly splendour of the Transfiguration on His countenance ; 
as the Israelites were dazzled by the appearance of Moses when 
he came down from the holy mount (Exod. xxxiv. 29, 30. 2 Cor. 
iii. 7. 13). See further below on x. 32. 

17. AWddoxade] This miracle also (17—27) is described much 
more fully and minutely by St. Mark than by any other Evan- 
gelist. See on ii. 3. Doubtless St. Peter was an eye-witness of 
it. See v. d. 

20. Sav aithy—rd mvedua] when the evil spirit saw Him. 


The masculine participle ({3av) with the neuter noun (vedua) 
indicates more forcibly the personal vitality and agency of the 
Spirit, and refutes the notion that these evil spirits were mere 
qualities, or influences, or diseases. See above, v. 4—10, and 
below, v. 26, and Luke viii. 33. For another use of this com- 
bination, see Matt. xxvii. 52, 53, oduara eterOdytes. 

23. cimey avt@ 76] He said to him this. The rd is used by 
the Evangelist to mark emphatically the reply of our Blessed 
Lord,—probably His very words. Td is used in this way Matt. 
xix. 18, 6 "Inoots eiwe 7d, od govetoes. See Gal. vy. 14, 6 mas 
vouos meTAnpwTat ev TH, ayanthoes Toy TA. cov. Luke i. 62, 
évevevoy TO TaTpl avtod Td, Th dy OéAaL KaArciobar adrTdy. ix. 46, 
cio7AGe Siadoyiopds 7d, Tls dy etn prelCwy. See also Luke xxii. 2. 
23; and Winer, p. 99, who compares Acts iv. 21; xxii. 30. 
Rom. vill. 26; xiii. 9. See also note on 1 Cor. iv. 6. 

24. Bofbe: od TH dmoria] Much more pathetic and ex- 
pressive than 8. 7. &. wou. Cp. Matt. xvi. 18. John xxi. 22. 

26. Td rvedua x.7.A.] Thou deaf and dumb spirit, hearken to 
what I say. 

26. xpatas—omapdtas] So B,D, L, A, and other MSS., and 
Griesb., Lach., Tisch., Alf, Tregelles, for Elz. Kpdéay—omapdtay. 
On the sense implied in the masculine participle, rendered more 
emphatic, and marked more strongly, by its combination with a 
neuter noun, see above on v. 20. 

Christ allows the Devil to show his rage, in order that His 
own divine power in casting him out may be more manifest and 
glorious. So it will be in the latter days. See Rev. xii. 12. 


81. ed!dacKke yap] for He was teaching now what He had not 
taught before. 
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35. EY tis 0€Ae:] See above on viii. 29. 

38. év 7G dvduati cov] in thy name. év is omitted by A, E, F, 
G, K, M, S, V, X. 

These words are important. The man was casting out Devils 
in and by Christ’s Name; not in his own name. While the dis- 
ciples censured the man, they confessed that what he did was 
done by him in obedience to Christ’s will, and for the promotion 
of His glory. Thus while they blamed him, they praised him, 
The only fault they could find was—‘‘he followeth not us.” 
Cp. Luke ix. 49, 50. 

— éxwricouer] we forbad him. According to their own con- 
fession, they forbad the man to work miracles in Christ’s Name, 
because he did not foliow them. They do not say, that they 
Sorbad his separation, but that they forbad his use of miraculous 
powers exercised in Christ’s Name. 

40. °Os ov gor: Kab? judy] If a man is not against us—as 
those persons are who stand neutral, and are not with us when 
they ought to join us in our warfare against Satan and Sin (see 
Matt. xii. 30)—he is on our side; i.e. his actions tend to our 
honour, and he works in furtherance of our work. 

Compare this saying with our Lord’s words, “ He that is not 
with Me is against Me’’ (Matt. xii. 30. Luke xi. 23),—words 
uttered when some were imputing Christ’s miracles to the agency 
of Satan. 

Observe, in that case our Lord used the pronoun Me, in the 
other, ws; he who is not with Me, Who am present in My 
Church at all times and in all places, he is against Me. But he 
who is not against ws (as every one is who is not with Me) is on 
our side; he is on the side of you My Apostles as well as on Mine. 

The complaint against the man was, ‘“‘ he followeth not us,’’— 
us the Apostles; the complaint says nothing of following Christ. 
There was a spirit of envy and selfishness in this remark, which 
would have restrained Christ’s favours to the persons of the 
Apostles and their immediate adherents. 

But our Lord reminds the complainants, that the man 
wrought miracles in their Master’s Name, as they themselves 
had owned (v. 38); i.e. he wrought miracles in conformity to 
Christ’s will, and for the promotion of Christ’s glory,—that is, 
in union with Christ,—and not for any private end; therefore 
the man was with Christ, though he did not personally follow in 
the company of the Apostles, just as St. John the Baptist was 
with Christ, though not in person; and as all the Apostles 
preaching the Gospel and administering the Sacraments of Christ 
in Christ’s Name in all parts of the world were with one another 
and with Christ, after He had ascended into heaven. 

The man was not neuter in the cause, and therefore was not 
against them; and their Master had authorized him openly by 
enabling him to work in His Name; and therefore the man was 
with Him, and consequently with His Apostles in heart and spirit, 
though not in person and presence, and was not to be forbidden 
or discouraged by them. 

For juav—nuav, we find tudv—tyédy in A, D, EB, F, G, H, 
K, M, S, V, and some other MSS.; and this reading is received 
by Matth., Griesb., Scholz, and Lachmann,—and if it is correct, 
it strengthens the above remarks. This man, though he does not 


| follow you in person, yet is not against you, for he works miracles 
in your Master’s name, and therefore in spirit is with you. See 
also on Luke ix. 50. 

Thus our Blessed Lord delivered a warning against that secta- 
rian spirit which is eager for its own ends rather than for Christ’s ; 
and would limit Christ’s graces to personal communion with itself, 
instead of inquiring whether those whom it would exclude from 
grace are not working in Christ’s Name,—that is, in obedience to 
His laws, and for the promotion of His glory; and in the unity 
of His Church, and in the full and free administration of His 
Word and Sacraments, and so in communion with Him. 

Besides,—even if the man was separated from their com- 
munion, and worked miracles in separation (which does not ap- 
pear to have been the case, for he worked in the Name of Christ) ; 
what they ought to have forbidden was the being in separation, 
and not the working miracles. 

If a man, separated from Christ and His Church, preaches 
Christ, then Christ approves His own Word, preached by one in 
separation; but He does not approve the separation itself, any 
more than God approved the sins of Balaam, Saul, and Caiaphas, 
or Judas, when He prophesied and preached by their mouths. As 
S. Augustine says (de Consens. Evang. iv. 5, and elsewhere), the 
Church Catholic does not disapprove the Word and Sacraments 
in heretics and schismatics, but she condemns their heresy and 
schism ; and she would bring them back to the unity of the 
Church, in order that the Sacraments and other graces, which do 
not profit them in schism, may begin to profit them in unity. Cp. 
Aug. c. Donat. iv. 24, “Salus extra Hcclesiam non est, et ideo, 
queecunque ipsius Kcclesiz habentur extra Ecclesiam, non valent 
ad salutem; aliud enim est habere, aliud utiliter habere ;’’ and 
Tract. in Joan. vi., “‘ Rem Columbe (i.e. of the Church) sed 
preeter Columbam habes”’ (i.e. Thou hast some privileges of the 
Church, but thou hast them not in unity with the Church). 
“Veni igitur ad Columbam, ut prodesse incipiat quod habes.”’ 


So Bede here: ‘In heereticis et malis Catholicis non Sacramenta 
communia, in quibus nobiscum sunt, et adversum nos non sunt, 
sed divisiones pacis veritati contrarias, quibus adversum nos sunt 
et Dominum non sequuntur nobiscum, detestari debemus.’’ 

41. év dvduart wou] in My Name. These words form the con- 
nexion with what goes before. Not only do I command you not 
to forbid those who work miracles in My Name, for they are 
wrought in our behalf; but no one can do any thing, however 
small, in My Name,—i.e. in love and obedience to Me,—and lose 
his reward. (Theophyl.) 

42. ridos pwvarcds| a millstone. See Matt. xviii. 6.—pdaros 
évixds, an upper milistone, or (as some render it) a millstone 
turned by an ass, is the reading of B, C, D, L, A, Lach., Tisch., 
Alf., Tregelles. 

Here is a double warning against oxdvdada, or offences. It 
is better to be cast into the sea, than into the lake of fire; of 
which He proceeds to speak as the place reserved for those who 
allow their own members to offend them, i. e. seduce them to sin; 
and is therefore reserved also for them who offend others, i. e. lead 
them into sin. It is better to have a millstone about our own neck 
than to put a stumbling-stone in the way of others, or of ourselves. 
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44. oxddrnt] where their worm dieth not, and their fire is not | 


quenched. See Isa. lxvi. 24, where the LXX has 6 oxdayt adtaev 
ov TeAevThoe: Kal TO Tip a’Tay ov oBeoOhoeTa. The word 
ok@dné represents the Hebr. my3in (¢oleah), a worm (Exod. xvi. 
20. Deut. xxviii. 39. Ps. xxii. 6. Jonah iv. 7), specially the 
worm kermes, used in dyeing ¢o/a or scarlet. 


The oxéaAné, or worm, as applied to the torments of Gehenna, 
is described by the Christian Fathers as dratot@ dd0vn éx TduaTos 
exBpdoowr, Hippolyt. (de universo i. 221, ed. Fabr.), and Philo- 
sophumen. p. 339, c@uatos dmovcla (i.e. an excretion of the 
body), éruotpepduevos em Td exBpdoay cdua. 

Observe, Christ says, oxéAn~E abta@y, their worm, to inti- 
mate that as the instrument of punishment is eternal, so they 
(avrol) who suffer it will exist for ever. See on 1 Cor. xv. 26. 

In order to enforce this awful truth more solemnly, our 
Future Judge repeats it here three times. 

On the duration of future punishment, see above, on Matt. 
xxv. 46, and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. xii. p. 592. 


49. Ilas yap mup) adricOhoeta] For every one will be salted 
with fire, and every sacrifice shall be salted with salt. In this 
world ye may look for offences. Ye are to expect severe trials 
and temptations ; but these are exercises of your Christian vir- 
tues, and are designed to make you to be acceptable sacrifices to 
God. 

The word GAicOjoera, shall be salted, appears to be used 
for the same reason as wup, or fire, on account of its double 
sense. “AAl(w is the Hebrew mp (malah), to salt. In the Old 
Test. this word is used, 


First, for cleansing, seasoning, and preserving (Lev. ii. 13), 
and there spoken of sacrifices (cp. Ezek. xliii. 24). And so it is 
here appropriately applied to the fire of God’s Spirit and of 
earthly trials, which are designed by God to season men, and 
render them acceptable sacrifices to Him. ‘ Altare Dei cor 
electorum.” Bede. 

And, secondly, the word malah, to salt, is also used for 
what is perpetually barren and bituminous, and its effect on the 
earth is described by burning. Deut. xxix. 23. Job xxxix. 6. 
Ezek. xlvii. 11. Jer. xvi’ 6. Ps. evii. 34. ‘Omnis locus, in quo 
reperitur sai, sterilis est ‘ (Plin. N. H. xxxi. 7); and thence cap- 
tive cities were sown with salt. Judges ix. 45. And the word 
malah is specially applied to the Dead Sea, the Lacus Asphaitites, 
which is called the Sea of Malah (i.e. of Salt), moat Dm (yam 
hammelah). Gen. xiv. 3. Numb. xxxiv. 12, and Lot’s wife be- 
came a pillar of salt (melah, Gen. xix. 26), a monument of an 
unbelieving soul. (Wisd. x. 7.) 

The Dead Sea, or Sea of Salt, is an emblem of Gehenna, or 
the Lake of Fire (cp. Luke xvii. 29. 2 Pet. ii. 6. Jude 7). 

Our Lord’s meaning therefore is, If men will not be seasoned 
by the refining fire of God’s Spirit, and of this world’s trials, they 
will be salted with the fire of Tophet, ‘the fire and brimstone” 
(Rev. xx. 10), the Dead Sea, or Salt Sea, of Gehenna, the Lake 
of Fire (Rev. xxi. 8), that fire which has the property of sa/¢, in 


that it does not consume but preserve its victims—even for ever- 
more. 

Hence the ungodly are often spoken of as éAokavTepara, 
burnt sacrifices to God’s justice, which is compared to fire. Heb. 
xii. 29. Isa. Ixvi. 15,16. Jer. xii. 3; xlvi. 10. Ezek. xxi. 9, 
10; xxxix. 6. 

St. John the Baptist said of Christ, He shall baptize you with 
the Holy Ghost and with fire. (Matt. iii, 11.) And our Lord 
baptized His Apostles with fire at Pentecost, and He baptizes all 
Christians with the light and flame of divine knowledge, zeal, and 
love, which are gifts of the Holy Ghost. 

Secondly, St. Peter says (1 Pet. iv. 12), ‘‘ Think it not strange 
concerning the fiery trial which is to try you;” and (J Pet. i. 7) 
“for a season ye are in heaviness through manifold trials; that 
the trial of your faith being much more precious than of gold that 
perisheth, though it be tried with fire, might be found unto praise 
and honour and glory at the appearing of Jesus Christ.” Cp. 
Job xxiii. 10. Ps. Ixvi. 10. Prov. xvii. 3. Isa. xlviii. 10. Jer. 
xxiii. 29. Zech. xiii. 9. 

Hence the sense of this passage is, that men are to be baptized 
in this world with the Holy Ghost and jire, that is, with the puri- 
fying flame of love and zeal, cleansing and smelting away the 
dross of worldly and carnal affections, and with the sanctifying 
illuminations of the Holy Ghost; and they are also tried in this 
world in the furnace of suffering, in order that they may be pre- 
sented a living and holy sacrifice acceptable to God, as of a sweet- 
smelling savour, Rom. xii. 1. 2 Cor. ii. 15. Ephes. v. 2. 1 Pet. 
ii. 5. And if this is not the result of God’s grace, and of the 
temporary fire of the trials of this life, they will be reserved for 
God’s severe and righteous judgment, for rip &xBearoyv, everlasting 
fire, in the world to come. ‘ For our God is a consuming fire”’ 
(Heb. xii. 29). Cp. the words of St. Paul, 2 Cor. ii. 16. 

50. “Exere év éavtots GAas] Have ye salt in yourselves. On 
account of the cleansing and purifying effect of salt, the Levitical 
sacrifices were to be seasoned with it (Lev. ii. 13. Ezek. xliii. 24) ; 
an emblem of that purity which is necessary to make a sacrifice 
acceptable to God. This spiritual salt is to be preserved in the 
heart, and to season the life and conversation (Col. iv. 6), so that 
nothing that is corrupt, campby (ohmw, putrefacio), may proceed 
from the mouth (Eph. iv. 29); and so the disciples of Christ may 
be the salt of the earth. (Matt. v. 13.) 


Cu. X. 1. 7& dpa} On this journey to Jerusalem by Perza, 
see note on Luke x. 1; xvii. 11. 

— 51a Tov mépay 7. °I.] There does not seem any reason for 
altering this reading, which signifies, He comes to the borders of 
Judea by Perea. Cp. Matt. xix. 1. 7d épay, the‘ region beyond 
Jordan,’ is of frequent occurrence in St. Mark, iv. 35; v. 1.21; 
vi. 45; vill. 13. Our Lord was now on His last journey towards 
Jerusalem. He crosses the Jordan, and enters Perea (see Luke 
xvii. 11), and descends by the left bank of the Jordan, and then 
crosses the Jordan again, and comes to Jericho and Bethany, and 
then makes His triumphal entry into Jerusalem. 

2—10. Kal mpooeAOdvres] See Matt. xix. 3—12. 
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10, 77 oixia] the house, as distinguished from the public place 
where He had been teaching. 

— médw] again. This is explained by what St. Matthew 
relates ; viz., that our Lord had already once stated the doctrine 
here taught to the Pharisees, Matt. xix. 3. 

li, 12. “Os éay dmrodAvon—porxata] Whosoever shall put away 
his wife and marry another woman, committeth adultery upon 
her; and the Holy Spirit omits the clause ‘ except for fornication,” 
recited in St. Matt. xix. 9 (‘una solummodo causa dimittendi, 
fornicatio.” Bede). By this omission He appears to intimate 
that, although the permission contained in that clause is not 
revoked, yet it is only a permission, not a precept; and that 
Almighty God will be better pleased, if it is not used; and that 
the marriage union ought to be so religiously made and main- 
tained that it may be indissoluble. For, as Hooker says (III. 
viii. 5), “God approves much more than He commands; and 
disapproves much more than He forbids.” And this inference 
is strengthened by the fact, that no such permission of divorce 
and remarriage is granted in express terms to the woman, in case 
of unfaithfulness on the part of her husband; but it is said abso- 
lutely, fa woman putteth away her husband and is married to 
another man, she committeth adultery. See above on St. Mat- 
thew, v. 31; xix. 9. 

The Jews did not allow a woman to divorce her husband 
(dmoAtew Tov Gvdpa). St. Matthew speaks nine times concerning 
a husband putting away his wife, but not once concerning a wife 
putting away her husband. But our Lord spoke to the World. 
And St. Mark wrote generally to the Gentiles, and specially the 
Romans, among whom such divorces were not rare. Cp. 1 Cor. 
vii. 11, and Justin Martyr, Apol. ii. 2. 

18. matdta] ‘‘ Hast thou an infant? Let it be sanctified and 
consecrated by the Holy Ghost. Dost thou fear the seal of Bap- 
tism for it on account of its weakness ? O faint-hearted mother 
and feeble in faith! Anna dedicated Samuel to God before his 
birth. You need no other safeguards; give your infant to the 
Holy Trinity, its best Protector.” Greg. Nazian. (p. 708). The 
original has 5s aitG Thy ayiay Tpidda, where Gregory examines 
the pleas made by some for delay of Baptism, and considers the 
case of infants, dying without Baptism (p. 708). 

14. “Agete—adra| Elz. has xa) before 4, but the best MSS. 
have it not, and the sense gains in force by the omission. 

Vox. I. 


The following beautiful exposition, inculcating the doctrines 
of Original Sin, of Universal Redemption, and of Infant Baptism, 
is from S. Augustine (Serm. 174): ‘‘ Commendaverim Charitati 
vestre causam eorum qui pro se loqui non possunt. Omnes 
parvuli tanquam pupilli considerentur, etiam qui nondum parentes 
proprios extulerunt. 

“Omnis preedestinatorum numerus parvulorum populum Dei 
queerit tutcrem, qui exspectat Dominum Salvatorem. Universam 
massam generis humani in homine primo venenator ille percussit ; 
nemo ad secundum transit a primo, nisi per Baptismatis sacra- 
mentum. In parvulis natis et nondum baptizatis agnoscatur 
Adam ; in parvulis natis et baptizatis et ob hoc renatis agnoscatur 
Christus. Qui Adam non agnoscit in parvulis natis, nec Christum 
agnoscere poterit in renatis. 

“Sed quare, inquiunt, jam baptizatus homo fidelis, jam 
dimisso peccato, generat eum qui est cum primi hominis peccato ? 
Quia carne illum generat, non spiritu. Quod natwm est de carne, 
caro est. (John iii. 6.) Et si exterior homo noster, ait Apostolus, 
corrumpitur, sed interior renovatur de die in diem. (2 Cor. iv. 16.) 
Ex eo quod in te corrumpitur, generas parvulum. Tu ut non in 
zeternum moriaris natus es, et renatuses: ille adhuc natus, renatus 
nondum est. Si tu renascendo vivis, sine ut et ille renascatur et 
vivat; sine, inquam, renascatur, sine renascatur. Quare contra- 
dicis ? Quare novis disputationibus antiquam fidei regulam frangere 
conaris? Quid est enim quod dicis, Parvuli non habent omnino 
vel originale peccatum? Quid est quod dicis, nisi ut non accedant 
ad Jesum? Sed tibi clamat Jesus, Sine parvulos venire ad me.’’ 

16. evAoye?] He blesses. Elz. has nia. The best MSS. have 
evAdyet. The Present Tense gives more life to the picture, and is 
in St. Mark’s style. See wy. 23, 24. 27. 42. 51, and xi. 3. 7. 

Compare the Office for “ Public Baptism of Infants”’ in the 
Book of Common Prayer. 

17. mpocdpauav cis] See Matt. xix. 16. 

From St. Matt. xix. 20. 22, we learn that he was a young man, 
and St. Matthew calls him, with the definite article, 6 veavicxos, 
being present, as such, to the Evangelist’s own mind, who had pro- 
bably seen him; and from St. Mark here we learn that he ran and 
kneeled. So each Evangelist contributes some incident of his own. 

18. Ti ue—dyabdy;] Why dost thou call Me good? ‘Non se 
bonum negat, sed Deum significat.” (Bede.) 
21. nydrnoey avtdéy] He loved him. Perhaps he showed His 
T 
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love by some external sign, as the Rabbis did to their scholars 
when they answered well, by kissing the head. (See Lightfoot.) 
The same had been suggested by Origen (in Matt. tom. xv. 14; 
tom. iii, p. 356, ed. Lomm.), ‘dilexit eum, vel osculatus est 
eum.” 

22. orvyvacas] scowling; with a sullen look. Cp. Matt. xvi. 
3, odpavds otvyva wy, a lowering sky. 

23. Bacirclay Tov Ocov] the kingdom of God. So St. Luke 
(xviii. 24) also, for St. Matthew’s expression BaowWela tay 
ovpavay, the kingdom of heaven, a phrase well suited to the 
Jewish mind, but which might have been perverted to give coun- 
tenance to anthropomorphism by Greek and Roman readers, 
accustomed to give local habitations—such as particular cities, 
islands, mountains, rivers, and seas—to their deities. 

29. 4) yuvaica] Omitted by B, D, and some Versions and 
Editors. St. Peter had not left his wife. 1 Cor. ix. 5. 

— erev Quod wal everev Tod evayyeAtov] for My sake and 
for the sake of the Gospel. See above, viii. 35, where the phrase 
kal Tod evayyeAlov (not found in the other Evangelists, see Matt. 
xvi. 25. Luke ix. 24) is inserted similarly by St. Mark. Perhaps 
it made a greater impression upon fis mind, because he had for- 
merly shrunk from suffering éverev Tot evayyeAlov. (See Acts xiii. 
13; xv. 38.) St. Mark also alone here inserts our Lord’s words, 
peta Siwyucv. He himself had been once affrighted by persecution 
from doing the work of the Gospel, and would desire to prepare 
others to encounter trials which for a time had mastered himself. 

Only two of the Evangelists use the word Evangelium. St. 
Matthew employs it four times (iv. 26; ix. 85; xxiv. 14; xxvi. 
13), and only once (xxvi. 13) without the adjunct t7s BaotAclas. 
St. Mark uses it more frequently (i. 1. 14, 15; vill. 35; x. 29; 
xiii. 10; xiv. 9; xvi. 15); and only once (i. 14) with the adjunct 
Ths BaotAclas, which is not in some MSS. 

The word edayyédov was used by Greek Writers for “pretium 
boni nuntii ;’’ and therefore St. Luke seems to have declined the 
use of it in his Gospel, written for well-educated Greeks. He 
employs the term ebayyeAlCouat, and not of xnpiocew 7d eboryyé- 


Avoy. And it was probably not till some time after the Ascension 
that the word evayyéAvov was generally current in the Church,— 
as it now is,—for the Gospel. 

30. oixlas—ral adeApds] houses and brethren and sisters, i. e. 
what is equivalent to them, in My presence and in My love. (See 
above, iii. 35.) Besides, if he loves Me, he will have many bro- 
thers and sisters and mothers in the affectionate regard of the 
faithful members of My Church, who will love him in Me and for 
Mysake. Cp. Rom. xvi. 13. Our Lord does not repeat the word 
yuvairas, and thus shows that this is the sense of His saying, and 
precludes the infidel cavil of Julian, ‘‘ Shall he have a hundred 
wives?” (See Theophyl.) And He adds pet& diwyuéy to spi- 
ritualize the whole. 

31. cal goxaTo1] Some MSS. (B, C, E, F, G, H, S, U, r) 
have of before écx., but it is not found in A, D, K, L, M, V, X, 
A, and Lr., and the sense seems better without it. Many who are 
first will be last, and many who are last will be first. 

82.”Hoay] See Matt. xx. 17—19. 

— iv tpodywy avtots| He was going before them and leading 
them to the conflict, as an intrepid General leads his army to the 
battle. 

— €OauBovvto] they were amazed ; perhaps by our Blessed 
Lord’s majestic bearing, solemn manner, and awful aspect, now 
that He was approaching the end of His ministry, leading them 
up to Jerusalem, to offer Himself on the cross for the sins of the 
world. Though very little is said in the Gospels concerning our 
Lord’s external appearance and deportment, yet there are frequent 
indications of its effects on others. We do not see His glory in 
itself,—it could not be described,—but we read the reflection of 
it in them. See on Matt. ix. 9, on the call of St. Matthew; and 
Matt. xxi. 12, on the purging of the Temple; and Mark ix. 15, on 
the feeling and behaviour of the crowd towards Him after the 
Transfiguration, The climax is at the betrayal (John xviii. 6), 
when at His utterance of those words— Eye eiui—the soldiers 
start back, and fall to the ground. 

35. *IdsewBos «.°*1.] James and John, who thought that Christ 
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was going up to Jerusalem in order to declare Himself King of 
the Jews. See Matt. xx. 20; and below, Mark xv. 40. 

40. GAN ois] except to them for whom it has been prepared. 
It is His to give. See the parallel place in St. Matthew, xx. 23. 

42. of Soxodyres &pxev| they who claim to rule. See on Matt. 
ui. 9. 31) Cor, x1. 16, 

46. Baptiuaos 6 tupaAds|] Bartimaeus the blind man. The 
Evangelists do not often mention the names of those who were 
healed by Christ. See on John xi. 1. When they do, it is for some 
special reason. It is evident from St. Mark’s words here that this 
person was celebrated. (Euthym. Cp. Aug. de Consens. Eyv. ii. 65.) 
Perhaps he had declined from affluence to poverty, and was well 
known from his blindness and penury to the inhabitants of the 
great city Jericho (Aug.); and if he was well known, there was 
good reason why he should be brought forward as he is by the 
Evangelist. 

Perhaps also he was instrumental in bringing to Jesus the 
other blind man, of whom St. Matthew speaks (xx. 30), in order to 
be healed; and so the healing of both may have been mainly due to 
his patience, constancy, charity, and faith. It would seem from 
the picturesque circumstances mentioned v. 50, that St. Mark was 
an eye-witness of the miracle, or heard the account from an eye- 
witness; and that there was something in the action and history 
of Bartimzeus which had made a vivid impression on his mind, 
and led him to place him so prominently in the picture. 

Some have imagined, that there are discrepancies in the several 
narratives of this miracle by the Evangelists. But this history may 
be illustrated by their similar treatment of the circumstances of 
our Lord’s triumphal entry into Jerusalem, which followed shortly 
after this miracle ; 

St. Matthew speaks of an ass and its colt (Matt. xxi. 2—‘7), 
and for a good reason, because there was a symbolic meaning in 
both (see note there); and this meaning nearly concerned the 
Jews, for whom especially St. Matthew wrote. 

The other three Evangelists describe the Triumphal entry ; 
and they all mention the Foal, but the Foal only. None of them 
mentions the mother. In their narratives the Foal occupies the 
chief place in the picture ; because our Lord rode on it and on it 
alone; because also it was a type of the Gentile world (for whom 
they wrote), as yet untamed, never ridden by any, loosed by 
Christ’s command, made subject to Him by the ministry of His 
Apostles, and ridden by Him to the gates of Jerusalem—the City 
and Church of the living God. (See below, xi. 2.) 

There is no more discrepancy in the one case than in the 
other. The Colt is a principal figure in one case, and Bartimzeus 
stands forth prominently in the other. The Evangelists who 
mention only one blind man, do not deny that there were two, as 
St. Matthew affirms; and in mentioning the Colt alone, they do 
not deny that the ass was with her, as the same Evangelist re- 
lates. 

. Again: in St. Matthew’s and St. Mark’s Gospels, it is said 
that this miracle was wrought by our Lord as He was going out 
(ekmopevduevos) from Jericho toward Jerusalem (Matt. xx. 29. 
Mark x. 46). In S¢. Luke’s Gospel it stands in connexion with 
the record of our Lord’s entry into Jericho (Luke xviii. 35); that 


is, on the supposition that the blind man in St. Luke is the same 
as in St. Mark. 

The reason of this seems to be, that this same blind man, 
Bartimeeus, the son of Timzeus, of whom St. Mark speaks, had 
commenced his appeal to Jesus on His entry into Jericho, and 
that our Lord had not immediately granted his prayer, but at first 
dealt with him as He did with the woman of Canaan (Matt. xv. 
22), to exercise and manifest his faith, struggling with difficulties 
and surmounting them, and forming a beautiful and striking con- 
trast—as the faith of the woman of Canaan did—to the language 
of the many who would have silenced the prayer to Jesus. Jesus 
foreknew that Bartimzeus would wait for Him with another blind 
man. Jesus went out of Jericho, which, as St. Luke says (xix. 
1), He was only passing through (dvjpxero). He postponed 
his cure till He had been with Zaccheeus; and then, on His de- 
parture from Jericho, healed Bartimzeus with another blind man, 
whom the faith and charity of Bartimzeus had brought to await 
our Lord’s exit at the western gate of Jericho; and so He re- 
warded him, with increase, for his faith and love. 

If this is so, then we see why the blind man here is called so 
emphatically by St. Mark vids Tiwatov, Baptiwasos 6 TupAds. And 
it is observable, that St. Matthew and St. Mark furnish us here 
with an example of anticipation similar to that here supposed in 
St. Luke. For they proceed immediately after the record of this 
miracle to speak of our Lord’s Triumphal Entry, which did not 
take place till He had been at the house of Simon at Bethany for 
a night,—an event which they do not record till a later period in 
the narrative. See Matt. xxvi. 6—13. Mark xiv. 3—9, compared 
with Jobn xii. 1—8. 

Probably all our Lord’s Miracles were more or less figurative 
and prophetical, They were Parables and Prophecies in action : 
particularly those that were wrought at the close of His ministry ; 
e. g. the Triumphant Entry on the Foal; and the withering of 
the Fig-tree. 


The healing of the blind man may also be regarded in this 
light. The great city of Jericho is a Scriptural figure of this 
World. Christ leaving Jericho, is Christ about to quit this 
world ; His healing of two blind men is His healing of the blind- 
ness of the two Nations, —that is, of the Jewish and Gentile world. 
St. Matthew speaks of both; St. Luke and St. Mark, writing 
specially for the Gentiles, speak of one; this one is the Gentile 
world, 6 tupAds, the Son of Timeus, a Greek name. The unbe- 
lieving Jews desired to check the Gentiles in coming to Christ 
(1 Thess. ii. 16. Acts xvii. 5.13), as the crowd at Jericho rebuked 
Bartimeus, and sought to restrain him. But the Gentile world 
prays and perseveres ; and not only is healed through faith, but it 
provokes the Jew to godly jealousy, so that the veil may be taken 
from his heart. ‘‘ Blindness is happened unto Israel until the 
fulness of the Gentiles shall come in, and so all Israel shall be 
saved.” Rom. x. 19; xi. 25. 

The above remarks are further illustrated by those already 
made in the parallel case of the demoniacs of Gadara. St. Matthew 
mentions two, St. Mark and St. Luke only one; the reason for 
which is suggested in the note on Mark v. 2. 
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This note may be concluded with the remark, that there are 
certain rules of criticism, which appear to be of great value in recon- 
ciling (to use a common phrase) the seeming discrepancies of the 
Sacred Writers. ‘Nos non debemus accusatores fieri, sed typum 
querere,” as S. Ireneus says in a somewhat similar matter (iv. 
50). Let us endeavour to ascertain the final cause of the action 
related. Let us be sure that it has its own peculiar spiritual 
sense. Let us reflect, who the writer is, and for whom specially he 
is writing. 
account of the variety of circumstances under which the same act 
is presented by the same Spirit, directing and animating the Evan- 
gelists and other Writers of Holy Scripture. 

47. Hptaro xpd¢ew] he began to cry out. He acknowledged 
Jesus to be the Son of David, and prayed to Him for mercy. 

Thus the blind Bartimzus at Jericho, who labours under the 
disadvantage of bodily blindness, and yet sees Christ with the eye 
of faith, condemns, by a striking contrast, the great city of Jeru- 
salem, which saw the miracles of Jesus with the bodily eye, and 
yet was spiritually blind, and was now about to reject and crucify 
Him, and could not see the things which belonged to its peace 
(Luke xix. 42). And he justifies God’s judgments on that City 
and Nation. 

50. dmoBardv 7d indriov] having cast off his garment. 
“ Letitiz plenus, quo celerius ad Jesum perveniret, abjecit vestem 
superiorem, pallium, quo sedens se velarat. iudriov, vid. ad Matt. 
ix. 20. Pro avacrds in codd. recensionis Alexandrine et Occi- 
dentalis, ac versionibus nonnullis legitur dvamrndhoas, exsiliens, 
que lectio, alacritatem hominis vividé depingens, et apprimé con- 
veniens verbis precedentibus dmoBaday 7d iudzuov, verior videtur.”’ 
(Kuin.) dvarndhoas is in B, D, L, A, and is received by Lachm., 
Alf., Tisch.: and is in harmony with the Evangelist’s graphic 
style; dvaords, is in A, C, H, F, (Gy els GS WITS Wy Wh OS 

51. ‘PaBBovvi] ‘‘PaBBovt, sive ut Galilei pronuntiabant, 
‘PaBBovrl, quam posteriorem scripturam optimi et plurimi codd. 
tuentur, est vocabulum Syro-Chaldaicum, compositum ex }}27 
(Rabbon), magister, doctor, di8dcKnados, Joh. xx. 16, et affixo 
prime persone », E Rabbinorum sententia 7\2) erat nomen 
honorificentius quam °2) (6088!) et hoc honorificentius quam 34 
(Rab). v. Drusius ad h. 1. Lightfootus Horr. Hebr. et Talm. ad 
Matt. xxiii. 6. Bus«torf. de Abbrev. Hebr. p. 148.” (Kuin.) 


Cu. XI. 1. Ka) 8re—eis BnOpayh kal BynOaviay| See Matt. 
xxi. 1; xxvi. 6. Luke xix. 29. 
It seems that our Lord had spent the evening (Saturday 


Such considerations will generally lead to a probable | 


before the Passover) at Bethany (see John xii. 1—14), and that ; 


He was now coming from Bethany to Jerusalem. He comes to 
‘‘ Bethphage and Bethany,’’—that is, to the point where these 
two districts touched one another. Bethphage was the nearer of 
the two to Jerusalem. Indeed, Bethphage was generally reckoned 
as a suburb of Jerusalem. See Lightfoot, i. 252; i. 36. 485, 
and note below on Acts i. 12. 

The reason why Bethphage is here mentioned first, seems to 
be, that the term ‘‘ Bethphage and Bethany ”’ was one familiar to 


the Jews, as marking the point of contact between these two 
neighbouring regions; and they naturally mentioned Bethphage 
first, as being the nearest to the city. 

Our Lord, having mounted the colt, is described as being “at 
the descent of the Mount of Olives”? (Luke xix. 37). It would 
seem, therefore, that the point of contact between Bethphage and 
Bethany was on the western side of the mountain. 

— ‘IepocéAvua] So B, C, D, L, A, and the Leicester MS. 
See on Luke ii. 25. 

2. ed’ dv oddels] on which no man has ever sat. All the cir- 
cumstances connected with the foal are significant (cp. Theophyl. 
and others here). Our Lord thus showed, that He would ride on 
the Gentile world, which as yet was untamed and untaught, and 
was standing bound by its sins outside the house, in the way; and 
was to be brought to Christ from the lanes and alleys of Heathen- 
ism (Luke xiv. 21); it was to be loosed by the hands of Christ’s Dis- 
ciples by the ministry of Baptism and Faith ; and, whereas it was 
hitherto bare and naked, it was now to be clothed with Apostolic 
garments,—that is, with Christian graces and virtues, and to be 
ridden on by Christ, and to be guided by Him, with hosannas of 
triumph and praise, to Jerusalem, the city of God. 

See further, x. 46; xi. 4. Matt. xxi. 5, and on Jobn xii. 14. 

8. daooTtéA\Aet] He sends. Sothe best MSS. Elz. dmoorene?. 
This use of the present tense gives life to the saying; it speaks of 
the prophecy as already fulfilled in the Divine mind of the speaker, 

4. én) rod dupddov] in the road round the house. The colt was 
at the entrance of the village, Matt. xxi. 2. Luke xix. 30, tied at 
the door of a house, outside, ém) rod dupddou. The word &ydodos 
is interpreted piun, dyuid, 5l0d0s (Hesych.) and Aavpa (Epiph.). 
Hence two meanings have been assigned to the word in this pas- 
sage, — 

First, ambitus, or a way that went round the house ; 

Secondly, diviwm, a place where two ways meet. (Vuilg.) 

The article tov before du@ddov seems to confirm the former 
of the two interpretations. The sense then is: They went and 
found a foal tied at the door, without, not in the high way, ém) 
THs 6500, in front of the house, but ém) rod &udddou, in the back 
way, which went round the house. These minute circumstances 
appear to be mentioned as signs of veracity, and also to show 
Christ’s prescience. 

The condition of the colt is specified; it had never been 
ridden: it would be found tied; not in the court-yard, but out- 
side; at the door of the house; not in the highway, but in a back 
lane or alley skirting the house. And some persons would be 
near it; and the words which they would speak are predicted ; 
and the answer is prompted which the Apostles were to make— 
minute incidents showing that the foreknowledge of Christ extends 
to the least circumstances of common life. 

The Colt, untamed, and yet tied at the back gate (cp. Luke 
xiv. 21), as if ready for a rider, was a fit emblem of the Gentile 
World waiting for Christ. It appears from St. Matthew that the 
mother was tied also, by the side of the foal (Matt. xxi. 2), and 
that both were loosed by the Apostles, and both were brought to 
Christ. But though the mother had doubtless been broken in, 
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and the colt had not, yet Christ chose the colt, and rode upon it 
to Jerusalem—a symbolical intimation, it would seem (as the 
Fathers suggest), that the Gentile world would first acknowledge 
Christ. See on x. 46. 

8. é« Tay dévdpwy) from the trces. Some MSS. (B, C, L, A) 
have aypay, fields, which has been received into the text of some 
recent editions. But it is, probably, only a gloss in a corrupt form. 
What writer would say that they cut branches off the fields; and 
what fields were there ? 

Gypay may have arisen from arvorwm, a corruption of arbo- 
rum (as has been suggested by others), but it is more likely that 
(as Kuin. describes it) it is the conjecture of a sciolist, who did not 
understand the word oroiSddas as used here for kAddous (Matt. 
xxi. 8), but supposed it to mean grass, as o71Bas, the more com- 
mon form, often does. Cp. Hesych. oriBas, ard fadBdwy (i. e. 
boughs) kal xAwpdv xdprav orpadais kad pidAdAwy, and Photius 
interprets it by Sévdpwy axpéuoves, its meaning here. And 
Theophyl. rightly interprets these oroBddas, as branches, i. e. 
the palm branches (Jchn xii. 13), the emblem of Christ’s future 
Victory over the World. 

9. ‘AQcavva] See Matt. xxi. 9. 

12. éretvace] He hungered ; showing His Humanity, as usual, 
when about to give a proof of His Deity; that we may believe 
Him to be both God and Man. 

Thus, also, He showed that He longed to find fruit on 
the Jewish Church, signified by the Fig-tree. 

18. od yap tv Kkaipds odxwy] for it was not yet the season for 
figs. The tree had no ripe fruit, but it had an exuberance of 
leaves, seen from afar (uaxpdbev). It had no ripe fruit, because 
it was not yet the season for fruit. But then neither was it the 
season for leaves ; for it was now spring, and not summer, at the 
approach of which the Fig-tree puts forth leaves. Matt. xxiv. 32. 
Mark xiii. 28. 

It had no figs, because it was not the season for figs. But 
why then had it such a show of leaves ? 

The fact of its having abundance of leaves and no fruit, is 
what is here brought out. And the sin of the fig-tree (so to 
speak), was, that while it had the power given it to bring forth 
leaves, it had not the will to bring forth fruit. It spent all its 
sap and strength in making a barren and ostentatious display of 
exuberant foliage, beguiling the hungry passer-by from a distance 
to quit the road and to come and look for fruit, and then baulking 
him with barrenness. 

Again, the Evangelist relates, He found nothing but leaves, for 
it was not yet the time for fruit. Yet our Lord immediately says, 
Let no one eat fruit of thee for ever! Thus Christ cursed the 
tree for not bearing fruit, at a time when, by the laws of nature, 
of which He is the Author, it could not be expected that it would 
bear fruit. The use of this moral unfitness and injustice (so to 
speak), thus pointedly displayed by St. Mark, was, to show that 
the Tree was not the end of Christ’s action, and that it was only 
the means to an end; and to lead the thoughts of the spectator and 
reader from the Tree to that which was represented by the Tree. 


The end of all trees is to bear fruit to man; and the fig-tree, by 
its withered leaves, was designed by Christ to bear spiritual fruit 
to all ages in the reading of the Gospel. The end which He so 
designed was pointed out by Christ, Who had come from Jeru- 
salem the day before, and Who, as St. Mark significantly observes. 
“looked round about upon all things”’ there (Mark xi. 11), 
that is, looked carefully about for fruit there. He went imme- 
diately from the Fig-tree to Jerusalem, and specially to the 
Temple. He went straight from the Type to the Antitype. He 
thus showed, that Jerusalem, especially in its Temple Services, 
was symbolized by the Fig-tree, luxuriant in leaves, but barren of 
fruit ; therefore it would be cursed and withered by Him, Who 
now for three years had come seeking fruit upon it,—hungering 
for its salvation,—but found none. (Luke xiii. 7.) 

Hence S. Augustine says (Serm. Ixxxix.), Non istam ar- 
borem maledixi (i. e. this was not the final cause of Christ’s 
action), non arbori non sentienti poenas inflixi, sed fe derrui: 
And, again (Serm. xcviii.), Non erat illius pomi tempus, sicut 
Evangelista testatur ; et tamen esuriens poma quesivit Christus. 
Christus nesciebat quod rusticus sciebat? Cum ergo esuriens 
poma queesivit in arbore, significavit se aliquid esurire, et aliquid 
aliud querere. Arborem illam maledixit, et aruit. Que culpa 
arboris infecunditas ? Illorum est culpa sterilitas, quorum fecun- 
ditas est voluntas. Erant ergo Judei, habentes verba Legis et 
facta non habentes, pleni foliis, et fructus non ferentes. 

Hoe dixi ut persuaderem, Dominum nostrum ided miracula 
fecisse, ut aliquid illis miraculis significaret; et ut, excepto quod 
divina erant, aliquid inde etiam disceremus. 

As 8. Gregory (lib. viii. cp. 42) observes, “‘ Per ficum Dominus 
in Synagoga fructum querebat, que folia legis habuit, sed fructum 
operis non habebat.”’ Eusebius Emisenus says well, ‘‘ Dominus, 
qui nunquam sine ratione aliquid agit, quando sine ratione agere 
videtur, alicujus magne rei significatio est.’’ (See Chemnit. Har- 
mon. ad loc.) When Christ has thus brought us from the Type 
to the Antitype—from the Tree to the Temple—we find that the 
moral injustice which led us to see in the Fig-tree something 
other than the Fig-tree, and typified by the Fig-tree, disappears. 
For (as the passage just quoted from St. Luke shows) it was the 
time for figs (Kaipbs cdxwy), it was the season in which much 
fruit might have been expected from the spiritual Fig-tree, the 
Jewish Church; for it was now the end of Christ’s ministry. He 
had been three years seeking fruit on it, and therefore, since on 
examination He found no fruit upon it, but only an hypocritical 
and ostentatious display of leaves, it was cursed and withered by 
Him! Let no man eat fruit of thee for ever ! 

A solemn warning to all Nations and Churches,—to all 
Societies and Individuals,—who make a profession of piety, but 
do not bring forth the spiritual fruits of Faith and Obedience in 
their lives. 

On this withering of the Fig-tree, see also notes above on 
Matt. xxi. 17—21. 

15. xoAAvBictGv] See Matt. xxi. 12. 


17. maot tots €0vecwv) to all Nations. The sacrilegious traffic 
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here punished by our Lord was not carried on in the vads or 
sanctuary, but in the iepdv, as distinguished from it; i.e. in the 
outer courts, or court of the Gentiles; and these three words 
mac. Tors eyeot, not cited by St. Matthew, with those that pre- 
cede from Isa. lvi. 7, appear to be quoted by St. Mark writing for 
the Gentiles, in order to assure them that the God of the Jews is 
represented even by the Jewish Scriptures as the God of all 
Nations, and ‘that the Court of the Gentiles, which was treated 
with contempt by these Jewish traffickers, and had been profaned 
by these acts of Jewish profaneness, was holy to the Lord, and 
was anintegral part of His House of Prayer. Cp. Mede, p. 44, 
Disc. xi. 

22. “Exere lori Ocod] Have faith in God. On the genitive, 
see Rom. iii. 22. Do not be staggered and perplexed, when ye 
see Me,—as ye are now in a few days about to see Me,—scoffed 
at, buffeted, and crucified. Have faith in God. The ungodly 
often seem to be in great prosperity, like a green bay-tree. But 
pass by, and in a short time their place will no where be found. 
(Ps. xxxvii. 36.) So the Jews, who are now about to revile Me, 
may appear for atime to flourish like this green Fig-tree, they 
may even seem to have withered Me. But here is the trial of 
your patience. Have faith in God. Believe in Me. In Mine 
own due time, they who now look so green will be withered by Me 
for their hypocritical show of leaves, and barrenness of fruit; 
and at last all Mine Enemies will be blighted with the breath of 
My anger, as I have withered this Fig-tree by a word. There- 
fore have faith in God. 


The words of our Lord are applicable to all who may be pers 
plexed by the prevalence of evil in the world, and by the oppression 
of the good. (Cp. Ps. xxvii. 1—9.) “ Fret not thyself because 
of the ungodly. . .. For they shall soon be cut down as the grass 
and wither as the green herb. Trust in the Lord, and be doing 
good, &c. For wicked doers shall be rooted out; and they that 
patiently abide in the Lord, these shall inherit the land.” “ As 
for me, I am like a green olive-tree in the house of God; my trust 
is in the tender mercy of God for ever” (Ps. lii. 9). 

30. 7d *Iwdvvov] The art. 7d, restored by Lach., Tisch., Alf, 
Bloomf., marks the distinction between John’s Baptism and the 
Baptism of Christ. 

82. elrouey] Let us say—put the case that we say. An 
abrupt speech, showing confusion; like others recorded by St. 
Mark, v. 23; vili.24; and Acts xxiii. 9. Or it may be a question 
as xii. 14, d@uev; ; 


Cu. XII. 1. Kal #ofaro] See Matt. xxi. 33. 

4. éxepadralwoay] wounded him on the head. Luce loco 
parallelo xx. 12 verbo kepaAaoiy respondet verbum tpavuartery 
vulnerare, et versiones antique, ut Syr. Arab. Vulg. éxeparatooay 
interpretantur, in capite vulnerarunt. Itaque sicuti yvaddw, & 
yvd0os, est, auctore Hesychio, eis yuddous rbmtw, cedo in malas 
et yarrpl(w est, yaorépa tumtw, cf. schol. ad Aristoph. Equitt. v. 
173, add. Aristoph. Vespp. 1519. Diog. Laért. vii. 172, et Casau- 
bonus ad h. 1.3 ita quoque kepaAmodv, est vulnerare caput. 
(Kuin., Rosen.) 
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6. écxarov] last of all. Therefore no other Revelation is now 
to be expected from God. (Cp. Heb. i. 2. 1 Pet. i. 20.) If 
Christianity as preached by Christ and His Apostles, is true, then 
aJl additions to it (in the way of new articles of faith) are anti- 
christian and false. 

12. éyvwoar] they perceived. Our Lord’s later parables appear 
to have been designedly made clearer than the earlier ones; so 
that even they who were most blinded by prejudice could not fail 
to see their meaning; they were warned by Him even to the end. 
It is added here that ‘‘ they left Him,” not He them. 

18. droorédAovet] Matt. xxii. 16. 

19. Mwiiojs éypaveyv] Moses wrote. So St. Luke xx. 28; but 
St. Matthew has here (xxii. 24) Mwtojjs cimev, Moses spake to 
the forefathers of those for whom St. Matthew specially wrote, 
and Moses spake to them in their synagogues, “‘ being read there 
every Sabbath day ”’ (Acts xv. 21); but he was only known to the 
Gentiles by his writings. 


24, wi) <iddres 7. y.] because you do not know the Scriptures. 
Ignorance of them is the root of error. 

26. én) Tov Bdrov] at the Bush,—the section so called. St. 
Mark mentions the book of Moses (cf. Luke xx. 42), and a par- 
ticular section of it, which may perhaps have been called 6 Bdes, 
or the Bush, from its subject, Exod. iii.; as a particular song of 
David seems to have been called the Bow, from its subject. 
(2 Sam. i. 18. See there, ver. 22.) Some compare Rom. xi. 2, 
év *HAla—the section concerning Hlias. 

— ~Hyw 6 @eds} See Matt. xxii. 32. 

28. Kal mpoocAddv] See Matt. xxii. 36. 

— mpdrtn mdvtwy evtoAh| Elz. macév, but méyvrwy has been 
restored from the best MSS., and means not only, what is the 
first of the commandments (évtoAGy), but something more than 
that,—viz. what is the first commandment, and principal of ail 
things? Cp. Lucian, Pisce. 13, ula mdvtwy i ye GAnd)s pirocodla. 
| Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 160. 
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29. “Axove, “IopanA] Hear, O Israel. Deut. vi. 4, a remark- 
able text, which was recited twice a day by every Israelite; and 
called, from its first word, vow (shema), ie. ‘hear.’ (Goodwin, 
Moses, p. 92. Buwtorf, Syn.c.9.) Perhaps our Lord in saying 
this pointed to the Tephillim, or Phylacteries, of the Scribe, on 
which the words were written. 

82—38. Ka) cireyv—Ouciéy] This remarkable declaration of the 
truth, by a Jewish Doctor of the Law, is recited by St. Mark 
alone. It shows what effect had been produced on some minds 
by our Lord’s Teaching and Ministry, now drawing to a close (cp. 
Matt. ix. 13; xii. 7); and that those persons were without excuse 
who did not understand and profit by it. 

86. év Tvebuare aylw] by the Holy Spirit—a divine assertion 
of the inspiration of the Psalms. Cp. Matt. xxii. 43. 

88. ev TH didaxH] in his doctrine, or teaching, publicly; or, as 
St. Luke says (xx. 45), dkovovtos maytbs Tov Aaov. At the com- 
mencement of His Ministry He spake in parables of a general 
import (cp. iv. 2); but His warnings were more solemn and clear 
at the close of His Ministry (xii. 12). 

— éy orodais] in long robes. ‘+ Vestibus promissis ad talos 
et fimbriatis.’’ See Matt. xxiii. 5. 1 Tim. ii. 9. 

40. of katea@lovres] those devourers of widows’ houses— 
they shall receive greater damnation. A common use of the 


article with the Vocative. (Winer, p. 165.) Matt. vii. 23; xxiii. 
24, of divAlCovres. Luke vi. 20. 25. James iv. 13; and the use 
of it here places them before the eye, and indeed they seem to 
have been present. Cp. Matt. xxiii. 14. 

41. Ocdper] He was observing. Christ notes our gifts to His 
Treasury, and reads the heart of each giver. 

— Tov ya(opuAaktov] the Corban, of which there were several, 
for several uses; probably in the court of the women, beyond 
which this widow would not have gone. See Lightfoot. 

— xadrkdv] brass, or copper, here used for money generally. 
St. Luke xxi. 1, says 74 58pa, and here woAAd. St. Mark, writing 
particularly for the Romans, uses here xaAndv, the Roman es for 
money generally of whatever metal ; as others use the Greek &pyu- 
pos, and French Argent. See above, vi. 8. 

42. icodpdvrns] A Roman word, quadrans. See on ii. 4, one- 
fourth of the as. This explanation of the Roman value of the 
Aentoy is peculiar to St. Mark. Cp. Luke xxi. 2. 

43. mdciov —BeBAnre] 2 Cor. vii. 12. ‘ Uberior est nummus 
€ parvo, quam thesaurus @ maximo; quia non quantum detur sed 
quantum resideat, expenditur.”” (Ambrose.) 


Cu. XIII. 1. Kal eemopevouévov] See Matt. xxiv. 1. 
3. karévore Tov iepod| opposite the temple: a local charac- 
teristic specified only by St. Mark. Cp. Matt. xxiv. 3. 
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— [Térpos] St. Peter, St. Mark’s master, was present at this 
discourse. He gives a testimony to St. Matthew’s accuracy by 
adopting bis report with some additions, showing his own inde- 
pendent knowledge (wv. 9—13), which are embodied by St. Luke 
in his recital (xxi. 12—17). 

9. cis cuvarywyas Saphrecbe] cis o. is something more than év 
ovvay.—Ev avy. would mean, ye shall be beaten im the Syna- 
gogues, i.e. in the Buildings, without any reference to people in 
them. But dapjoecde cis is, Ye will be exposed to public punish- 
ment defore the eyes of congregations in Synagogues, for their 
pleasure. Cp. above on i. 39, xenptoowy cis Tas cvvaywyds. 

I. uh mpomepiuvare) take not thought beforehand. They were 
to take heed not to premeditate, because it should be given them 
what to say. For it would not be they who spake, but the Holy 
Ghost; and they should have a mouth and wisdom which none of 
their enemies (for enemies they should have) would be able to 
gainsay or resist. Here is an argument for the Inspiration of 
Scripture. For if this divine wisdom and utterance was given 
them to enable them to address a comparatively small number of 
persons in their own age, how much more would it be vouchsafed 

Vou. I. 


to them for guidance in their writings designed for the use of all 
nations in all ages of the World! 

14. 7b BdeAvypa THs epnudaews] the abomination of desolation. 
See on Matt. xxiv. 15. Our Blessed Lord, in St. Matthew’s and 
St. Mark’s Gospels, specifies the setting up of the abomination of 
desolation, spoken of by Daniel ‘he Prophet, as the signal for 
quitting Judea and fleeing to the mountains. In St. Luke’s 
account, he adds the hemming-in of Jerusalem by armies as 
another token. Luke xxi. 20. The former was an infernal token 
of approaching destruction, brought about by the sins of the 
Jews themselves; the latter was the consequence of those sins, 
punished by God, by the agency of the Heathen armies of Rome. 
See on Matt. xxiv. 15, and Luke xxi. 20—22, where those 
days therefore are called juépat exdurnoews, days of Vengeance. 

20. éxorAsBwoe] He (the Lord) shortened the days. St. Mat- 
thew has the future tense and passive voice here, xxiv. 22. Thus 
one Evangelist interprets the other. 

25. %rovrat exmlarroyres | A Hebraism, as écec6e picovmevor, 
Matt. xxiv. 9. Mark xiii. 13. 
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82. ovdé 6 Yids] nor yet the Son. A sentence perverted by 
the Arians and Agnoéte, affirming that Christ’s knowledge, not 
only as Son of Man (cf. Luke ii. 52), but as Son of God, was 
limited. 

The sense appears to be,—the Son, Who is the Eternal 
Adyos, or Word, the ‘ Dei Legatus,’ and so the only Minister and 
Messenger of Divine Revelation to man, does not know it so as 
to reveal it to you; it is no part of his Prophetical office to do so. 
August. de Trin. xii. 3, “‘ Non ita sciebat, ut tune discipulis indi- 
caret; sicut dictum est ad Abraham (Gen. xxii. 12), Nune cognovi, 
quod timeas Deum, quia et ipse Abraham sibi in illa probatione 
probatus innotuit.’”” And in Ps. vi., ‘‘ Hoc ideo dictum est, quia 
per Filium hominis hoc non diseunt ; non quod apud seipsum non 
noverit, sed secundum illud locutionem Tentat nos Deus ut sciat, 
hoc est,—scire nos faciat.’”” Cf. Glass. Philol. p. 102, and see 
note on Matt. xxiv. 36, and Maldonatus here. 

Our Lord says that “the Father judgeth no man, but hath 
committed all judgment to the Son’? (John v. 22. 27). And yet 
He says that to sit on His right hand is not His to give, except to 
those for whom it has been prepared of His Father. (See on 
Matt. xx. 23. Mark x. 40.) And so, while in a certain sense 
the Father does not judge the world, but the Son judges it, yet it 
is also true that the Father will judge the world (Acts xvii. 31), 
because He will do it ny the Son. 

So it is also true that the Son, as Son, knoweth not the Day 
of Judgment, because the Father “hath put the times and seasons 
in His own power” (Acts i. 7), and the Father will reveal them 
when He thinks meet; and therefore it is no part of the office 
of the Son to know, i.e. to determine and to declare the Day of 
Judgment. , 

And yet in the Son absolutely (though not relatively to us) 
are hid all the treasures of wisdom and knowledge (Col. ii. 3). 
He is the Power of God and the Wisdom of God (1 Cor. i. 24). 
It pleased Him, that in Him should all fulness dwell (Col. i. 
19). And the Father showeth Him all things that Himself doth 
(John v. 20). k, 

Therefore, as S. Ambrose says, on Luke xvii. 31, “‘ Quomodo 
Filius nescire potest quod Pater novit, cam in Patre Filius sit? 
sed cur nolit dicere ostendit alio loco,’”’ viz. Actsi. 7. And see 
also the passage of St. Luke (x. 22) cited by Athanas., p. 472, 
and 1 Cor. i. 24. As S. Augustine says, “in Patre Filius scit ;” 
though it is no part of His office to reveal it ‘‘@ Patre.” 

Christ is the One Divine Teacher of the World (see Matt. 
xxiii. 8—10), and He teaches by silence as well as by eloquence ; 
He instructs us by concealing certain things as well as by revealing 
others. He thus exercises our faith and hope. As Ang. says 
(ad Ps. xxxvi.): ‘¢Quia Dominus noster Jesus Christus Magister 
nobis missus est, etiam Filium hominis dixit nescire illum diem, 
quia in magisterio ejus non erat ut per Eum sciretur a nobis. 


Neque enim aliquid scit Pater quod Filius nescit, cum ipsa scientia 
Patris illa sit que sapientia Hjus est: est autem Sapientia Ejus, 
Filius Ejus, Verbum Kjus. Sed sicut quia nobis scire non proderat 
quod quidem Ile noverat, qui nos docere venerat non tamen hoc 
quod nobis nosse non proderat ; non solim sicut Magister aliquid 
docuit, sed sicut Magister aliquid non docuit.” 

37. Tpnyopetre] Watch ye. Onthe date of St. Mark’s Gospel, 
as far as it may be determinable from these prophecies, see on 
Matt. xxiv. 22. 


Cu. XIV. 3. Kal dvros] And when He was in Bethany in the 
house of Simon the leper—probably on the Saturday before His 
crucifixion. See Matt. xxvi. 6. 

— yvvh| a woman. Mary of Bethany. John xii. 3. 

— dddBaortpoy pvpov] a vase of alabaster, containing ointment. 
See Luke vii. 37. Both forms, dAdfaorpov and aadBaotpos, are 
in use; and 4AdBactpoy is explained by Hesych. by pvpodfkn, a 
box or vase for unguent. Hence Theocr. xv. 10, Suplw d& utpw 
xptoe ardBaorpa: and Euthym. renders it by dyyetov wupddoxov 
(cp. on Matt. xxvi. 7); and Bede says here, “Est alabastrum 
genus marmoris candidi, quod ad vasa unguentaria cavari solet, ed 
quod optime servare ea incorrupta dicitur ;’’ lest the virtue of the 
aromatic nard, which was probably of a volatile quality, should 
escape. Hence we may explain cvytplpaca in this verse; see 
note on that word, v. 3. 

The word aAdBaorpoy signifying the material (alabaster) is 
used with the genitive uvpov, in the same way as the word a glass 
with us (and so v. 13, kepdusovy #daros); it was probably a vase 
scooped out of alabaster, white and almost transparent, and closed 
up with the same substance. 

— mioTikns] genuine: ddddov, Kal wera TloTEws KaTATKEVAT- 
Gclons. (Theophyl.) And in this sense it is rendered in the Syriac 
and other Versions; and so Winer, G. G., p. 89. Observe, it is 
the nard, the ‘“‘frutex aromatica’’ (see Bede), and not the pdpor, 
or unguent, which is here described by this epithet (cp. John xii. 
3); and this consideration seems to exclude the interpretation 
potable, liquid (from mivw, mors, Alschyl. Prom. 488) ; vdpdos 
mori) is contrasted with pseudonardus (on which see Plin. N. 
H. xii. 26). Eusebius (Dem. Ev. 9) describes the Gospel as the 
evppoobvn TOD Tia TLKOD THs Kawis Siabhens Kpduaros. 

There were many kinds of nard: ‘Sunt multa ejus genera 
sed omnia hebetiora preter Indicum quod pretiosius est” (Bede), 
and it was often adulterated (Dioscor. Mat. Med. i. 6. Meyer). 
Therefore it is not without good reason that the Evangelists, St. 
Mark and St. John (xii. 8), observe that this nard was TOT, 
genuine, unadulterated. 

Perhaps also, as the action had a spiritual meaning, being, 
as our Lord declares, of a prophetic character, the word mori} 
may be designed to serve as a memento, that offerings (mpoo@opa?) 
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to Christ should be not only costly (xoAureAc?s), but should also 
be motixal, genuine, sincere; the fruits of a lively and loving 
miotis, or faith, in Him. It is observable, that a faithful woman 
is called yuvy morixh (Artemidor. ii. 33); and, as Bede says, 
“‘devotio hc Mariz Domino ministrantis jidem et pietatem 
designat Hcclesiz.”’ 

Herod’s offerings to the Temple were aoAvredeis, but they 
were not morikal. But the offering of this faithful woman was 
both costly and sincere. 

— ovytpijaca] having broken, or crushed the vase; thus 
showing that the nard was genuine and unadulterated, and as im- 
ported from its native land. This action was like that of break- 
ing the seal, by which a vessel containing aromatic liquids has been 
secured by those who made them. 

There seems also to be something significant in the act de- 
scribed by cvyrpivaca. Some Expositors, indeed, suppose that 
the nard was contained in a flask, and that only the neck of the 
flask was broken off, and a portion of the contents poured out. 
But the verb ovyrpi8w means more than this. It is used by the 
LXX for the Hebrew 712 (shabhar), to shiver in pieces. Gen. 
xix. 9. Exod. ix. 25. Lev. vi. 28. See also the passages where it 
is used in the New Testament, Matt. xii. 20, of a reed; Mark v. 
4, of fetters; John xix. 36, of a bone; Rev. ii. 27, of potter’s 
vessels. 

In fact, cvyrpiBw indicates, that the affectionate Mary, in the 
devout prodigality of her love, gave—not a part—but the whole 
of the precious contents, and did not spare the vase itself, in 
which they were held, and which was broken in the service of 
Christ. She gave the whole to Christ, and to Him alone. 

Thus also she took care, in her reverence for Christ, that the 
spikenard and the vessel (things of precious value, and of frequent 
use in banquets and festive pleasures of this world for man’s 
gratification and luxury) having now been used for this sacred 
service of anointing the Body of Christ, should never be applied 
to any other less holy purpose. 

This act of Mary, providing that what had been thus conse- 
crated to the unction of Christ’s Body, should never be afterwards 
employed in secular uses, is exemplary to us; and the same spirit 
of reverence appears to have guided the Church in setting apart, 
from all profane and common uses, by consecration, places and 
things for the service of Christ’s mystical Body, and for the enter- 
tainment of His presence: and this same reverential spirit seems 
also to animate her in consuming at the Lord’s Table what 
remains of the consecrated elements in the Communion of His 
Body and Blood. 

The word cvyrpivaca, here used by the Holy Spirit, can 
hardly fail to suggest another reflection. It corresponds exactly 
to the Latin term contero, to bruise together ; whence the word 
contrition is derived, —and is applied specially, in a spiritual sense, 
to the heart, both in the Old and New Testament. Thus Isaiah 
(Ixi. 1) and St. Luke (iv. 18) declare that Christ came to heal the 
contrite, or bruised, or broken in heart,—rovbs ouyretpipevous 
Thy Kapdtav. 

In this respect the alabaster vase in Mary’s hand, broken, 
and pouring out in loving abundance and unsparing effusion the 
whole of its precious contents on Christ’s Head, is a beautiful 
emblem of the contrite and broken heart, pouring out itself in 


acts of penitential love on Christ and His members, and thinking 
nothing too costly for that holy and blessed service. The Church 
says to Christ in the Canticles (i. 12), ‘‘ While the King sitteth 
at His table, my spikenard sendeth forth the smell thereof.” She 
imitates Mary; and every pious soul imitates her, when by its 
offerings of love to Christ, especially at His table, it pours forth 
‘an odour of a sweet smell, a sacrifice acceptable, well pleasing to 
God.”’ (Eph. v. 2. Phil. iv. 18.) 

4. twes] certain persons; particularly Judas Iscariot, as is 
mentioned by St. John, xii. 4. 

4—6.] On these three verses see the Sermon of Bp. Andrewes, 
ii. 37, who enlarges on the contrast between the two tempers and 
characters represented respectively by Mary and Judas. 

5. Syvaptwy tpraxoclwy| three hundred denarii. These words 
of Judas afford the clue to the reason for the transfer of this inci- 
dent (which took place on the day defore the triumphal entry 
described chap. xi. 2—11) to this place in the Evangelist’s narra- 
tive. See on Matt. xxvi. 6, where the contrast is similarly marked 
by the juxta-position of Mary and Judas; and the loving prodi- 
gality of the one in her care for the body of Jesus, and the hard- 
hearted covetousness of the other, betraying his Master for money ; 
and by the mention of the three hundred pence and the thirty 
pieces of silver. 

Thus Christ is justified in His divine dealings with the traitor 
His Apostle, ‘‘one of the twelve” (v. 10), whose sordid sin is 
silently condemned by the large and liberal love of this faithful 
woman. And while speaking in praise of her, our Lord addressed 
silently and indirectly a rebuke and warning to Judas, without 
publishing the traitor’s evil thoughts; and thus the spirit of 
Christ’s love strove with him tenderly to the last. 

9. drov ay Knpvxn] <A prophecy that the Gospel would be 
preached throughout the world. Therefore its propagation is a 
proof of His truth, and of its truth. 

10. Kaf] And Judas Iscariot one of the twelve went &c. 
Notwithstanding what he had seen done by Mary, and heard from 
Christ concerning her, and notwithstanding that he was one of 
the twelve. How much is suggested by these words,—how little 
expressed ! 

12. tH mpdrn hucpa Tey aCiuwv] onthe first day of unleavened 
bread. The 14th of Nisan or Abib, as appears from what follows 
here, dre 7d mdoxa voy, and from St. Luke (xxii. 7), €v 7 ev 
OvecOa Th méoxa. Cp. Exod. xii. 6.15—17. Deut. xvi. 1—6. 
Levit. xxiii. 5. Numb. ix. 3; xxviii. 16. 

The paschal lambs were to be slain on the 14th day of Abib, 
“in the place which the Lord should choose,’’—i. e. at Jerusalem, 
in the Temple, “between the two evenings,” Daqva p2 (dein 
haarebayim), at “the going down of the sun.” Exod. xii. 6; 
xvi. 12; xxix. 39. Levit. xxiii. 5. Deut. xvi. 6,7. They were to 
be eaten in the night,—i. e. on the 15th of the month before sun- 
rise; the commencement of the 15th being dated from the sunset 
of the 14th. Joseph. Ant. iii. 10; xi. 4; i. 18. 

The Evangelists (Mark xiv. 12. Luke xxii. 7) distinguish 
between Ovew 7d mécxa and payeiy Td rdoxa,—the paschal lamb 
of each household was sacrificed on the 14th in the Temple; but 
it was eaten on the 15th in private ouses, by their several house- 
holds. Cp. above on Matt. xxvi. 2. 

18. d00 Tay pabntay] two a His disciples: viz. Peter and 
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John, as appears from St. Luke xxii. 8. The graphic precision of 
this narrative in St. Mark is probably due to the dictation of St. 
Peter. 

— kepdusoy tdaT0s| An earthen vessel containing water. The 
Fathers consider this as symbolical of the water of baptism, as 
manuductory to the Christian Passover or holy Eucharist. See 
Cyril, in Caten., Euthym., Theophyl., Bede, here ; and S. Ambrose 
on Luke xxii. 13. 

The grace given in the water of baptism is contained in 
earthen vessels (2 Cor. iv. 7), and therefore it is to be guarded 
carefully. Cp. Luke xxii.10. But it leads us on to other graces, 
—even to the Communion of Christ’s Blessed Body and Blood, 
which makes us to dwell in Him, and gives a gracious pledge of 
a glorious Resurrection, when, if we have guarded it aright, our 
earthen vessels, our vile bodies of clay, will be made like unto His 
glorious body, according to the mighty working by which He is 
able to subdue all things to Himself. (Phil. ii. 21.) 

The promise of a glorious Resurrection to the body is 
specially connected with the reception of the Holy Eucharist, 
which is the Communion of the body of Christ, Who is our life, 
1 Cor. x. 16. See on John vi. 54. 1] Cor. x. 16—20. 

15. avdyatov] an upper room. So the best MSS. here for the 
Attic form avéyeov: see the quotations in Schleusner. The ancient 
etymologists derive the word from aya or ayw Tis yis. 

Observe, it is called uéya here, and by St. Luke. There 
seems to be something significant in this mention of its being 
large; for it need not have been so for thirteen persons ; and this 
may perhaps be explained by the circumstance stated by ancient 
authorities (see on Acts i. 13; ii. 2. 46; v. 42) that this avdyasoy 
or avdéyeov, belonging as is probable to one who was or became a 
disciple of our Lord’s, and would give such a place for holy uses, 


was no other than the upper room, brepgov, olkos, or chamber, 
where our Lord appeared after His Resurrection, and where the 
Apostles met after the Ascension, and where the Holy Ghost 
descended on the Day of Pentecost, and where they met for 
Prayer and for the celebration of the Holy Communion, and which 
became afterwards well known as a Christian Church,—the Mother 
Church of Christendom. See Joseph Mede’s Works, p. 321, 322; 
and below on Acts ii. 44; iv. 32. 34, 35. 

— éotpamevor] furnished with couches, orpdéuara, &c., for 
reclining at table. 

19. xa@ cis] For ka va; or as Winer observes (p. 223), the 
preposition seems to be used adverbially, as ava cfs €xaoros, Rev. 
xxi. 21. Cp. John viii. 9. Rom. xii. 5. 

22. AaBay 6 Inoods &proy] Jesus took bread. See Matt. xxvi. 


.26. He changed the Levitical Sacrifice into an Evangelical Sacra- 


ment; taking bread and wine, and thus showing the abolition of 
the Aaronical Priesthood, and that He is a priest for ever, after 
the order of Melchizedek. See Gen. xiv. 18. Ps. cx. 4. Heb. v. 
6—10; vi. 20. 

— &cdace] He brake the bread with His own hands,—show- 
ing that His own death was voluntary. (Bede.) 

24. Todd éort Tb aiud pov] See Matt. xxvi. 28. 

— modkAGv] See Matt. xx. 28; xxvi. 28. 

80. onucpov év tH vuKtl ratbrn] to-day, even in this night. 
St. Mark, writing for Roman readers, adds the words in this night, 
because, as midnight intervened, it might otherwise have been 
alleged that the prediction was delivered in one day and not ful- 
filled till another. He thus takes care to explain the sense in 
which our Lord said, ‘‘ To-day.’’ 

32. Kal oxovra] See Matt. xxvi. 36. 
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36. ’ABBa 6 Mathp] Abba Father. °ABBa, Syro-Chaldaic or 
Hebrew = Maryp, Greek and Latin. Christ, the Second Adam, 
cries to God in the name and in the language of the whole human 
family both Jew and Gentile; which receives the spirit of adoption 
and sonship (vio6ecia) in Him, and is enabled thereby to cry 
>ABB4a, 5 Maryp, to God, i.e. to cry to God in the same words as 
those which were addressed to Him by Christ in His agony. See 
Rom. viii. 15. Gal. iv. 6. Heb. v. 7. 

37. Sluwv, cabedders ;] Simon, sleepest thou? The address is 
specified here by St. Mark only, cp. Matt. xxvi. 40, where it is in 
the plural number. St. Mark takes care to show that St. Peter 
had all necessary warning from Christ before the denial. Cp. vv. 
29—31. 

39. roy avtdov Adyoy eirdy] This incident, as well as the use 
of the word ’ABa (v. 36), is mentioned only by St. Mark, who 
thus shows his own independent knowledge here, while in other 
respects he adopts the narrative of St. Matt. xxvi. 36—51, and thus 
gives a testimony to St. Matthew’s accuracy. See above, p. 112. 

Christ teaches us, by His example, in our agonies of mind 
and body, to pray; and He will have mercy on us, though from 
human weakness we can do no more than repeat the same words. 

40. iroorpévas] having returned. B, D, L, have eddy, or 
mdaw erOdy, or €Addv maaw. On the infrequent use of droarpéeyas 
in all the Gospels except St. Luke’s, see Luke i. 56. 

41. dmréxer] it is enough. amdxpn, etapre?. (Hesych.) 

44, Acddxet] On this form for édeddxer, see Winer, p. 67. 


Cp. Mark xv. 7, memounnesoay: xvi. 9. Luke vi. 48, reOeuerlwro. 
Acts xiv. 8. 

51. cfs tis veavioxos HKodovPncev] This young man could not 
have been St. John or St. James the Less, as some have conjec- 
tured, or any Apostle, for the Apostles had fled, v. 50. 

If this young man who followed our Lord was St. Mark 
himself, as some suppose, and as seems probable, then this incident 
affords evidence of St. Matthew’s accuracy; for St. Mark, with 
one or two additions of his own, adopts here St. Matthew’s narra- 
tive of these transactions, which this young man, supposed to be 
St. Mark himself, must have witnessed. This probably is the 
reason why an incident otherwise seemingly so unimportant, is 
introduced by the Evangelist. 

Suppose also that the young man was not St. Mark, yet it is 
certain that only a person well acquainted with the scene from 
personal knowledge, probably as an eye-witness, would have intro- 
duced into his account of it so slight and seemingly so trivial an 
incident as this, which has no bearing on the course and issue of 
the events described. 

And since such an incident would only have been introduced 
by one very familiar with the scene, we have therefore here a tes- 
timony to St. Matthew’s accuracy, whether we suppose the young 
man to have been St. Mark or not. 

— veavioxor] for DY) (nearim), young men, soldiers (2 Sam. 
ii. 14. Gen. xiv. 24). The attendants in Acts v. 10 are also 
called veavtoxot. 

51, 52. yuurds] i.e. without any upper garment (iudriov), and 
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with only a xurav, or tunic on. Adhibetur hoc vocabulum, ut 


Hebr. nin et Lat. nudus, etiam de eo, qui veste exteriore caret, 
v. 1 Sam. xix. 24. Hs. xx. 3. Joh. xxi. 7. Hesiod. “Epy. 391, 
yuuvoy omelpe, yuuvoy 5¢ Bowreiy, Tuuvoy  dudew. Virg. Georg, 
i. 299, nudus ara, sere nudus. Cic. p. Deiot. 9, Rex saltavit 
nudus. Plin. epp. iii. 1, Spurinna in sole ambulabat nudus. 
(Kuin.) See John xxi. 7. 

53. Tov dpxiepéa] the High Priest Caiaphas. 
xxvi. 57, and for notes to the end of this Chapter. 

54, pas] the fire. By which his countenance was more easily 
recognized. 

56. toa] consistent; thus yo: is used by LXX for Dan (tam- 
mim), twins, pairs (Exod. xxvi. 24). Two witnesses at least were 
necessary (Deut. xvii. 6; xix. 15). 

62—64. roy Tidy rod dv0pdrov—Bracpyulas] Our Lord, it 
would appear, spoke SeixTixds, identifying Himself with the Son 
of Man (as described by Daniel, vii. 13), and confessing Himself 
to be the Christ, the Son of the Blessed One. Thus, in the 
opinion of the High Priest, He was guilty of blasphemy, that is, 
of arrogating to Himself what belonged to a Divine Person. For 
this sense of BAarpnuia, see note on Matt. xxvi. 65. 

This passage, where Christ thus speaks of Himself, confirms 
the exposition given above of Matt. xvi. 18. 
On the sense of the word Evaoyntds, Blessed, only applied 


See on Matt. 


to God, and applied by St. Paul to Christ, and thus affirming 
Christ to be God, see Rom. ix. 5. 

72. dveu.—d pijua 8] So D, H, F, G, H, K, and others,—a 
stronger expression than ay. rod phuaros, the reading of Elz. ; 
avauuvnoKkoua is used with the accusative 2 Cor. vii. 15. Heb. 
x.32. It is something more than remembered ; he called to mind, 
and dwelt upon in his thoughts. An act of godly sorrow, and 
true repentance. 

— émiParev ekaae] The meaning seems to be, Peter did not 
delay his repentance, but immediately, although in the presence 
of persons who were thirsting for his Master’s blood, he made 
public profession of sorrow and shame for his sin. He did not 
dismiss the thought of it from his mind (ob dméBade), but on 
the contrary he gave his mind to it; he, as it were, threw his 
whole mind and soul upon his sin; and he threw himself into a 
deep and earnest act of godly sorrow for it, and was weeping 
(€kAaue) for it. 

The word BdAdw is used in this reflective sense, Acts xxvii. 
14, €Badre kar’ avrijs dveuos, and Mark himself has (iv. 37), ra 
Kouata eméeBadrAev eis Td rrotov. So maoade (se. éavrdov), Mark 
iv. 29. So Actsiv. 15; xvii. 18, cvyéBaddov, and Acts xxvii. 43, 
amopplpayras, i.e. having cast themselves out (of the ship). So 
Zatpepe Oeds (Acts vii. 42), God turned Himself, and avacrpé- 
pavtes (Acts v. 22). And so éyepe is used often by St. Mark 
(ii. 9. 11; iii. 3; v. 41; x. 49) for arise. 
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Thus St. Peter presents an instructive example of public peni- 
tence for a public sin; and commends the duty of earnestly consider- 
ing our sins, and of cherishing a lively sense of them in our hearts, 
and of endeavouring to feel their guilt more and more deeply, 
instead of attempting to stifle the recollection of them, and to 
harden our hearts against the motions and strivings of Conscience 
and God’s Holy Spirit within us. 

In the word é:Baddy may there not also be a contrast of 
St. Peter’s case with that of Judas? the one an encouragement 
to true repentance (ueTdvoia), the other a warning against mere 
petapércia. (Cp. 2 Cor. vii. 10.) St. Peter émParay erate. 
Judas pipas 7a apytpia amhyékaro (Matt. xxvii. 5), he threw down 
the silver—and cast himself down, mpnvhs yevduevos, erAdcnoe 
péoos (Acts i. 18). The one was godly dejection and sorrow unto 
life ; the other was worldly sorrow and self-precipitation unto death. 

The following summary of interpretations of this much con- 
troverted expression is from Meyer, p. 171. It will be observed, 
that after reciting them all he adopts that which has been received 
by the English Authorized Version: ‘ ém. &Aate nicht: capit 
flere (Vulg., Syr., Euth., Zig., Luther, Castal., Heins., Beng., 
Loesn., Mich., Kuinoel u. M.), da éréBadre xAatew stehen miisste, 
und dieses heissen wirde: er warf sich darauf, betrieb es, zu 
weinen (vrgl. Hrasm. u. Vatabi.: ‘prorupit in fletum Oe auch 
nicht: cum se foras projecisset (Beza, Raphel, Vater u. M.), da 
ériBaday wohl heissen kénnte: als er darauf los gestiirzt war, 
nicht aber, als er hinausgestiirzt war, zu welcher Alteration Matth. 
26, 75. Luk. 22, 62 keinesweges berechtigen; auch nicht: veste 
capiti injecta flevit (Theophyl., Salmas. de foen. Trap. p. 272, 
Calov., L. Bos, Wolf, Eisn., Krebs, Fischer, Rosenm., Paulus, 
Fritzsche u. M.), was eine im Contexte nicht berechtigte und bei 
émiBdAaew beispiellose Suppletion voraussetzt; auch nicht, und 
zwar aus demselben Grunde: nachdem er die Augen auf Jesum 
geworfen (Hammond, Palair.); auch nicht: addens, i. e. preterea 
(Grot.), was sprachwidrig ist, oder repetitis vicibus flevit (Cleric., 
Heupel, Miinth.), was ein schon vorhergegangenes Weinen voraus- 
setzen wiirde (Theophr. Char. 8. Diod. Sic. p. 345, B.). Sprach- 
richtig Ewald: einfallend mit den Thranen tiefer Reue in den 
Laut des ihn weckenden Hahns. 8. Polyb. 1, 80, 1. 23, 1, 8. 
Stephan. Thes. ed. Hase iii. p. 1526. Schweigh. Lex. Polyb. 
p. 244 f. So wiirde an ein lautes, dem Hahnenrufe gleichsam 
antwortendes Weinen zu denken sein. Sprachrichtig auch schon 
Casaub. (Katavohoas), dann Weist, (‘cum animadvertisset’), 


Kupke, Glockl., De Wette, Bornem. (in d. Stud. u. Krit. 1843, p. 
139): als er darauf gemerkt hatte, namlich auf dieses pjua 
Jesu, als er seine Erwagung darauf gerichtet hatte (S. d. Beispiele 
zu diesem unzweifelhaften Gebrauch von éri:BdAAey mit und ohne 
Tov voov oder Thy Sidvoiayb. Welst. p. 632 f. Kypke i. p. 196 f.). 
Letztere Fassung erscheint contextmiassiger, weil dveuvfjoén ete. 
vorhergeht, so dass ém:Badwy dem aveuvhobn als die sich daran 
kniipfende weitere geistige Thiatigkeit, die nun das Weinen zur 
Folge hatte, entspricht. Petrus erinnert sich des Wortes, sinnt 
nach dariber, weint.’’ 

— &kAate] he was weeping ; he continued weeping ; something 
more than écAavoe, and much stronger than éddxpuce: see Luke 
xix. 41. 


Cu. XV. 1. mpwt] See Matt. xxvii. 1. 

— 76 TlAdt@]) to Pilate, the Roman Governor. Yet it is 
observable, St. Mark never adds to Pilate’s name the title 7yeudy, 
or Governor, nor does St. Luke, though he used rod #yeudvos 
(the Governor) once, as equivalent to Pilate (xx. 20), nor does 
St. John ; whereas St. Matthew says (xxvii. 2) Pilate, the Gover- 
nor, and repeats the word the Governor frequently (xxvii. 11. 14, 
15, 21. 23. 27; xxviii. 14); nor do any of the other Evangelists 
except St. Luke once, as above mentioned, use the term ¢he 
Governor as a synonym for Pilate. Cp. Matt. xxvii. 11, with 
Mark xv. 2, where Mark has changed St. Matthew’s jyeudy into 
TlAdros, and the same is done in Mark xv. 5, compared with 
Matt. xxvii. 14, and in Mark xv. 12, compared with Matt. xxvii. 
21, and in Mark xv. 14, compared with Matt. xxvii. 23. In other 
places St. Mark omits St. Matthew’s jyeudy. Cp. Mark xy. 
with Matt. xxvii. 15, and Mark xv. 16, with Matt. xxvii. 27. 

The title “the Governor’’ was identified with Pilate, at the 
time in which, and by the persons for whom, the Gospel of S¢. 
Matthew was written; and afterwards, when the other Kvan- 
gelists wrote, it was universally known by Christians, that Pilate 
was the Roman Governor at the Crucifixion. 

8. dvaBohcas] B and D have avaBds here, which has been 
received by some Hditors. 

18. Xaipe, 6 BactAcds] Thou that art the King—the reading 
of A, C, E, F, G, and other MSS.—a stronger expression than 
Xaipe, BaotAcd (Elz.), and a more remarkable confession of the 
truth ; though they who uttered it knew it not. 

19. rifévtes TA ydvara mpooekdvouv] kneeling before Him 
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they were worshipping Him—as a King. This is mentioned 
only by St. Mark, who also -particularizes the place from which 
Simon came, and his sons, and in other respects adopts St. Mat- 
thew’s narrative here. 

21. ayyapevouc1] See Matt. v. 41. 

— épxduevov am aypod| coming from the country. See Luke 
xxiii. 26. 

— Adrctdy8pov kal ‘Podpov| of Alexander and Rufus. Probably 
members of the Roman Church. (See Rom. xvi. 13.) A con- 
firmation of the opinion that St. Mark wrote for the Romans; he 
refers to some among them for a testimony to his truth. 

25. dpa tplrn] the third hour; nine o’clock in the morning. 
See on John xix. 14, and here v. 33. 

26.  emvypaph] the inscription. As to the varieties in the 
Evangelical accounts of the Inscription on the Cross, see on John 
xix. 19. 

28. werd dvduwy] with transgressors. Isa. liti. 12, where the 
LXX has éy rots dvdpors €Aoyicbn. Ev rots avduots is the Hebr. 
Dyweny (eth-posheim), from root ywE (pasha), to revolt or 
rebel. (Cp. Gen. xviii. 23.25.) The sense therefore is, He who 
was a perfect example of obedience to Law, was counted a rebel 
against it, and was punished as such. 

29. Kat] See Matt. xxvii. 39. 

33. dpas exrns] St. Mark had related above (xv. 25), that He 
was crucified at the third hour, nine o’clock; the darkness began 
at noon and continued till three o’clock (Matt. xxvii. 45. Mark 
xv. 33. Luke xxiii. 44), when our Lord expired. 


84. "EAwt] St. Mark uses the Syriac or vernacular form, Hebr. 
HAL. See Matt. xxvii. 46. Glass. Phil. p. 150. “ Even to His 
last breath,’ says Theophyl., “ Christ honours the Hebrew Scrip- 
ture. 

89. kevrupiwy] centurion. St. Mark uses the Latin form of 
this word ; but St. Matthew (xxvii. 54) and St. Luke (xxiii. 47) 
have éxardytapxos here. Cf. wv. 44, 45. See above, ii. 4. 


40. rod uixpov} the less. This epithet is added by St. Mark 
only (cp. Matt. xiii. 55 ; xxvii. 56), and appears to show that the 
other James, the son of Zebedee, had been made generally known 
to the Church in some remarkable manner when St. Mark wrote 
—probably by his martyrdom (Acts xii. 2); and perhaps St. 
James, the son of Alphzeus, when elevated to be Bishop of Jeru- 
salem (see Acts xii. 17; xxi. 18. Gal. ii. 12), had taken the name 
6 puxpds, the less, in humility to distinguish him from the other 
Apostle of the same name. Cp. James i. 9. 

— Sadrcun| Salome. St. Matthew has here (xxvii. 56) untnp 
Tav vidy ZeBedatov, the mother of the sons of Zebedee. When 
St. Mark wrote they were known more generally by their own 
names; and it is probable that their mother’s name was then 
commonly known to be Salome. He mentions her here by name 
in this honourable office of waiting at the cross, and as having 
followed Christ and ministered to Him. Before (x. 35) he had 
used the more paraphrastic expression (viz., the “ Sons of Zebe- 
dee’’), as ona less creditable occasion, and because her sons were 
concerned in, and parties to, the ambitious request, which was 
made by her in their behalf. See Matt. xx. 20. 
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42. mapackevn] the preparation, i.e. for the Sabbath; and 
therefore St. Mark, writing for other readers besides Jews, explains 
the word by mpocdBBarov, which St. Matthew, specially writing 
for Jews, does not. 

Parasceué is the name by which Friday is now generally 
known in Asia and Greece. This Friday, or mpoodBBaror (i. e. 
the preparation for the Sabbath), is called mapackevy) Tov maoxa 
by St. John (xix. 14), where see note. 

43. “Apimuabatas| See Matt. xxvii. 57. 

— ds xa aités] Who also himself (as well as the devout 
women and other faithful Israelites) was waiting for the kingdom 
of God, although, as a counsellor and member of the Sanhedrim, 
he had been hitherto influenced by political considerations, and 
had made no open ayowal of his faith. But now, such was the 
force of the conviction produced by the circumstances of the 
Crucifixion on his mind, he takes courage (see next note), even 
when others falter for fear, and goes boldly to Pilate, and craves 
the body of Jesus. 

— Toruhoas| having taken courage. For a similar use of 
ToAudw, see Phil. i. 14. Rom. x. 20. Up to this time he had only 
been a Disciple of Jesus in secret, for fear of the Jews (see John 
xix. 38); but now, when even the Disciples had fled, he, struck 
by the wonderful circumstances of the Crucifixion, took courage, 
and went boldly to Pilate. 

44. ebatuacev <i] wondered that,—with a feeling of doubt, 
whether—. So Joseph. Ant. ix. 9. 2, Oavudtew ereyev, ef 
rovrous iyeirat Oeovs. (Kuin.) 

46. dyopdoas] having bought. The mention of buying here 
and in xvi. 1 seems to be made to mark the time, i. e. to intimate 
that in the former case the Sabbath had not begun, and that in the 
latter it was over. See on Luke xxiii. 56. 

47. Mapia ’IwoA] Mary (the mother) of Joses, and of James 
the Less. See v. 40; xvi. 1. She was the wife of Cleophas, and 
sister of the Blessed Virgin (John xix. 25), and is called “ the 
other Mary’’ by St. Matthew (xxvii. 61). 

— eedpouy] were looking ; cp. xii. 41; xv. 40. 

— 7rl0era] is laid. Present tense—as usual with St. Mark. 
See xi. 31. 


Cu. XVI. 1. Kal Siay. 7. ¢.] See Greg. M. Hom. in Ev. xxi. 
p. 1527. a“. 

2. Alay mpwl] See Matt. xxviii. 1. 

4. nad évaBrdpaca] and when they had looked up, they see 


Nor, 0: 


that the stone has been rolled away. It had been rolled away, in 
order that they might enter into the sepulchre, and see the place 
where the Lord had lain, and from which He had raised Himself 
before the stone was rolled away. See Matt. xxviii. 2. 

— iy yap péyas op65pa]) for it was very great. The greatness 
of the stone was a reason why even in the dimness of the morning 
(Alay mpwt) they could see that the Stone had been rolled away 
from the mouth of the cave, and that the Sepulchre was open. 
They then go forward and see the bright raiment of the Angel 
shining in the darkness of the cave at that early hour. 

6. Toy NaCapnvdy Thy eatavpwuévoy] the Nazarene, Him who 
has been crucified. The Angel is not ashamed of the Cross (see 
Gal. vi. 14), nor of the ignominious name Nazarene. The tree of 
shame had become a netser or branch of glory blossoming with 
heavenly bloom, that will never fade. (See Matt. ii.23.) “ Radix 
amara crucis evanuit, flos vite cum fructibus surrexit in gloria.’’ 
(Gloss.) Cp. Acts xxii. 8, where our Lord, speaking from His 
seat of heavenly glory, calls Himself Jesus of Nazareth; and see 
Rey. v. 5. 

7. +@ Mlérpw] to Peter. These words of the Angel are in St. 
Mark only, and confirm the primitive statement, that his Gospel 
was due in great measure to St. Peter (see above, viii. 29, and 
p. 112—4). And this recital of these words of Christ, treasured 
up by the thankful Apostle, and recorded here by his son in the 
faith, St. Mark, seems like the thankful acknowledgment of a 
contrite heart, overflowing with love for the Divine tenderness 
to him after his denial. (See xiv. 72.) And they beautifully illus- 
trate our Lord’s saying, that there is joy among the Angels of 
God over one sinner that repenteth (Luke xv. 10). 


9—20. ’Avacrds] The genuineness of this, and the remaining 
verses of this Gospel, has been questioned by some. It is said 
that S. Jerome affirms (ad Hedib. iv. 172), that almost all the 
Greek MSS. are without this portion of the Gospel. See David- 
son’s Introduction, p. 164, and Tregedles, on the printed Text of 
N. T. pp. 246—261, where are some excellent remarks on this 
subject. But this allegation appears to be erroneous. 

S. Jerome is writing to Hedibia, a lady living in France, who 
asks him a question concerning the ¢ime of our Lord’s Resurrec- 
tion, and His appearance to Mary Magdalene, and he is explaining 
in what manner the account in St. Mark’s Gospel may be recon- 
ciled with that of the other Evangelists. Even suppose there be 
a discrepancy, he observes, then we may say that ‘‘ non recipimus 
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Marci testimonium, omnibus Greciz libris pene hoc capitulum in 
fine non habentibus?”’ 

But perhaps the word ‘ capitulum,’ as here used by S. Jerome, 
does not mean any thing more than the section, consisting of 
three verses, in which our Lord’s appearance to Mary Magdalene 
is described; and S. Jerome’s meaning may be, that this ‘ capitu- 
lum’ or kepdAaioy, at the close of St. Mark’s Gospel, is absent 
from many MSS. 

But this sentence of S. Jerome ought not to have been con- 
strued to mean that the whole of the remaining portion of the 
Gospel, containing twelve verses (9—20), was not found in those 
MSS. Indeed, S. Jerome himself affirms that v. 14 is found in 
the Greek MSS. He says (adv. Pelagian. ii. 6), ‘In quibusdam 
exemplaribus et maximé in Grecis codicibus juxta Marcum in 
fine ejus Evangelii scribitur, Postea, cum accubuissent undecim 
apparuit eis Jesus, et exprobravit incredulitatem et duritiem 
cordis quia his qui viderant eum non crediderunt.”” See v. 14. 

The fact is, that the whole of this portion (9—20) is found 
in all the extant Greek Manuscripts of St. Mark, with one or two 
exceptions, particularly Codex B. or Vaticanus. 

It is found in almost all the Versions of the Gospel; in the 
very ancient Curctonian Syriac Version lately discovered, verses 
17—20 are preserved; the rest of the Version of this Gospel 
being lost. 

It was also known to S. Ireneus, who quotes v. 19, and says 
(iii. 10, 6), ‘‘In fine Evangelii ait Marcus, ‘et quidem Jesus 
postquam locutus est eis, receptus est in ceelos et sedet ad dexteram 
Dei.” And a confirmation of this testimony has been recently 
discovered and published by Dr. Cramer, Caten. in Mare. p. 449, 
6 pey ody Kupios peta 7d AGATA ad’Tots—Ocod. Eipynvatos 6 
Tay AnoorédAwy wmAnoLoY, vy TH Tpds TAS alperets y/ Ady TodTO 
aviveyrev Td pntoy os MdapKe@ eipnuevoy. 

On the other hand, we have the assertion of Eusebius in the 
fourth century, endeavouring to solve a difficulty concerning the 
time of the Resurrection (Question. ad Marinum, in Mai’s Collec. 
Vatic. iv. p. 254, ed. Rom. 1847), and saying that the verses 
describing the Resurrection are not found in all copies (éy 
amaciy avrvypapots) of the Gospel of St. Mark; and that the 
most accurate copies end at époBotvro yép. And he adds, “ that 
portion which follows, being merely read in some copies, and not 
in all, may be regarded as superfluous, especially if it is found to 
contradict the testimony of the other Evangelists.” 

“This solution (adds Eusebius) may be offered, and so the 
question may be disposed of.”’ 

But, as Cardinal Mai has shown (p. 255), this testimony as 
to the copies is controverted by other evidence; and, as if this 
way of removing the difficulty did not quite satisfy his own mind, 
Eusebius then proceeds to offer another solution. 

It appears, also, that the Ammonian Sections and the 
Eusebian Canons were not originally continued beyond verse 8. 

But the remarks of Eusebius (it may be observed) are by no 
means of the same force, as a direct testimony would be, which 
affirmed that this portion (wv. 9—20) is not found in the MSS. 
of this Gospel. 

They are offered in reply to an objection, and in order to solve 
a difficulty ; and it is evident-that neither the testimony of Huse- 
bius nor Jerome,—who seems to have copied Eusebius,—can be 
extended very far; they can only be applied to the MSS. which 
happened to come under their own personal observation. 

But, if the verse itself had been absent from the MSS. generally 
in other parts of the world, the question proposed to Husebius and 
Jerome would never have arisen. The mention of the difficulty in 
these verses is itself a proof that the verses were found in MSS. 
in other parts of the world, particularly in the West. And, in- 
asmuch as St. Mark’s Gospel was in all probability written in the 
West, and particularly for the use of the West, the testimony of 
the West is of more value than that of the ‘libri Grecie,’”’ to 
which S. Jerome refers; and the evidence of S. Jreneus in the 
West, early in the third century, must outweigh that of Eusebius 
and that of S. Jerome in the Kast, in the fourth; particularly 
that of S. Jerome, which is not in harmony with itself, and may 
have been borrowed from Eusebius. 

Besides, if it had been true, that these verses were not found 
in the MSS. generally in the fourth century, how is it, that of 
the many hundreds of MSS. which exist now, there should be 
only one, of any note, in which these verses, and the whole of 
the residue, to the end of the Gospel, are not found? How is 
it that they exist also in almost all Versions of the Gospel? The 
circumstance that Eusebius and others appeal to the absence of 
these verses (9, 10) from some MSS. in order to get rid of a 
difficulty, suggests the belief that some copyists might be disposed 


to conclude the Gospel with verse 8, é¢oBodrvro yap, and so the 
omission might be propagated; and it also leads to a belief that 
these verses, supposed to contain a difficulty, were not very likely 
to be added to the Gospel of St. Mark by an unauthorized hand, 
or to be received, as they have been received, in almost every 
extant Manuscript and Version of the Gospel. 

There is a testimony also, coming from the Hast, which 
deserves particular notice. Victor of Antioch (or, as some say, 
S. Cyril of Jerusalem; see Cramer’s Catena, p. xxvi), in his 
Comment on St. Mark, says thus :— 

‘“« Since these verses (‘ Having risen on the first day of the 
week,’ v. 9, &c.) are added in some copies to the Gospel of St. 
Mark, and since this account seems to disagree with that of S¢. 
Matthew, we will say that it might be answered, that this conclu- 
sion, which is found in some copies of St. Mark, is spurious. 
But, in order that we may not seem to take refuge in a plea made 
ready for the occasion, we will read the verse thus,—‘ Having 
arisen,’ and then put acomma, and so introduce the words, ‘ early 
on the first day of the week,’ &c.” (Matthaei, N. Test. ii. p. 269.) 
“But although” (cp. Cramer’s Catena, p. 447), he adds, ‘the 
words ‘having arisen,’ &c., are not found in very many copies, 
because some thought them spurious, yet we have found them in 
very many of the accurate copies; and according to the copy of 
the Gospel received in Palestine (kara To TlaAaotwwatov Evay- 
yéAvov Mdprov), we have added them, as the true original of St. 
Mark has them, and according to the account therein contained 
of the Resurrection of our Lord,—that is, from the words ‘ having 
risen,’ down to ‘ signs following. Amen.’” (vv. 9—20.) 

Besides, it may be added, this portion is acknowledged by 
S. Hippolytus (scholar of 8. Irenzus), Bishop of Portus, near 
Rome; and so the Roman Church, for which this Gospel was 
specially written, bears witness to it. (See Apost. Const. in 
Hippolyt. ed. Fabric. i. 245.) See also the xxixth Homily of 
Gregory the Great, Bishop of Rome, cited below, v.17. It is 
acknowledged by S. Augustine (de Cons. By. iii. 24), and is com- 
mented on as authentic by Bede (p. 257), Theophylact (p. 263), 
and Euthym. (p. 116), and in the Catena Aurea. 

Further, it is improbable that the Gospel ever ended with 
époBovvro ydp, v. 8. Such a conclusion is very abrupt, and, in this 
respect, without a parallel in the New Testament. Again ; all the 
Gospels, and indeed all the Books of the New Testament (as 
might be expected), end happily. This note of fear is very unlike 
the consummation of the Gospel, which communicates “ glad 
tidings of great joy.” 

Besides, if the portion beginning with the word ’Avaoras had 
not been a continuation of what precedes, but an independent 
pericope, it is probable that the word Jesus would have been 
found in the first sentence. 

There is, however, internal evidence, which would seem to 
intimate that this portion is no¢ from the pen of St. Mark him- 
self. Many expressions occur in this section which are not found 
in any portion of St. Mark; e. g. mopedoua used thrice (10, 12, 
15), and in no other place of St. Mark; @cdouat used twice (11, 
14), and in no other place of St. Mark : €repos used v. 12, and in 
no other place of St. Mark: éxe?vos, put absolutely without a 
substantive three times (10, 13, 20), and in no other place of St. 
Mark; and 6 Kupis used twice for Christ (19, 20), and in no 
other place of St. Mark ; and the less common words, mapakoAov- 
Géw, emakodAovbéw, cuvepyéw, BeBaidw. 

In a word,—if we were to be called upon to determine this 
question on internal evidence alone, we might be disposed to con- 
jecture that this portion was due rather to St. Luke or St. John, 
than to St. Mark. 

However, arguments derived from the style of authors inspired 
by the Holy Ghost, are to be used with great caution. The same 
Spirit Who prompted and enabled them to write, might also 
prompt and enable them to write in different styles on different 
occasions, and thus show more clearly their dependence on Him- 
self. How different is the style of the two Epistles of St. Mark’s 
master—St. Peter! How different the style of the Apocalypse, 
and the Gospel of St. John ! 

So great a change as that wrought by the Resurrection of 
Christ might suggest a change of style; as changes are made in 
music to mark changes of action and feeling. 


But, after all, the question of authorship is comparatively of 
little moment. It is sufficient to know that this portion of the 
Gospel is received by the Universal Church, bearing witness to it 
in the great body of Manuscripts and Versions, and that it is 
received and read by her as Holy Scripture; in short, that it is 
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received as the Worp of Gop, by the Sririr of Gop, in the 
Cuurcu of Gop. 

Let us add, that the fact to which reference has been made, 
viz. the uncertainty of its authorship, is one which is suggestive 
of very instructive reflections. 

This portion may not have been penned by St. Mark himself. 
This very doubt brings before our minds the important question— 
“On what grounds do we receive the Scriptures as the Word of 
God?” 

We do not know who was employed by the Holy Spirit to 
write the Book of Job, or the conclusion of the Books of Deuter- 
onomy, or of Joshua, or many of the Psalms; but we receive them 
as Canonical Scripture, and as the work of the Hoty Guost. 

If we knew, by whose hand every book of Scripture was 
penned, we might be tempted to imagine that the Inspiration of 
Scripture depended on the writers, by whose instrumentality 
Scripture was written, and not on the Holy Ghost, who employed 
them. 

Our ignorance of the human instrument raises our eyes to 
the Divine Agent; it leads us to consider, why we receive the 
Books of Scripture as Scripture ? We do not receive them because 
they were indited by Moses or by David, by St. Matthew or by 
St. Paul,—but because they are inspired by the Holy Ghost, and 
have been received as such by the Voice of Christ speaking in His 
Body, the Church, to which He has promised His own presence 
and guidance for ever. 

Let, therefore, this portion of the Gospel not have been 
written by St. Mark, still it is as much a part of the Gospel as 
what was written by him; and it serves to bring out forcibly the 
great truth, that though a// the Books of Scripture were anony- 
mous, they would be no less Scripture than they are now. It 
reminds us of our duty to distinguish, in sacred things, the human 
channel from the Divine Source. It speaks of the solemn obliga- 
tion under which we are, to receive the Scriptures and the Sacra- 
ments,—not because they are ministered to us by the hands of 
this or that man,—however holy he may be,—but because they 
flow from the one fountain and well-spring of all Truth and 
Grace,—the Wisdom and the Love of Gop. 

12. év érépa poppy] in a different form. Cp. Luke xxiv. 16. 

15.] S. Jerome (contra Pelagian. ii. 6, vol. iv. p. 520, see on v. 
9 above) quotes a remarkable answer as here made by the eleven 
to Christ, “ Ht illi satisfaciebant dicentes, seeculum illud iniquitatis 
substantia (a/. sub Satana) est, quee non sinit per immundos Spiritus 
veram Dei apprehendi virtutem, idcirco jam nunc revela justitiam 
Tuam.” 

— 1d edayyéAiov] See above, x. 29. 

— don Th rice) to the whole creation. 3 5 (col biryah), 
equivalent to all men, that is, not to Jews only and Samaritans, 
but Gentiles. (Rosen.) Cp. Rom. viii. 21, 22. 

16. 6 mioredous|] ovK ele, tt 6 mioredoas pdvov, ovdé, bri 6 
Bomriadels dvov? GAN dypdtepa cuveevte: Odrepov yop aT €épov 

xwpls ov cable. Tov UyOpwrov. Euthym., and cp. Theophyl. here. 
: He does not say kal wh Barricbels after amothoas. This 
would have been superfluous. For he who does not believe will 
not consent to be baptized. Cp. Bp. Lonsdale here. 

17. Snucia] Signs. On the continuation of these miraculous 
gifts to the Christians of the second century, see Tertullian, de 
Spectaculis, 26, and ad Scapulam, c. 2, “‘dzemonas de hominibus 
expellimus, sicut plurimis notum est,” and Ireneus, v. 6. 

The objection that such miracles as these, wrought in the 
primitive times by the faithful, in evidence of the truth of Chris- 
tianity, are not now seen in the Church as signs of belief in Christ, 


is considered by Greg. M. in Ey. hom. xxix., whose words deserve 
to be carefully read, especially by members of the Church of 
Rome, who contend that the presence of Miracles is a Note of the 
Church. His words will perhaps have more weight with them, 
as coming from one of the greatest of the Bishops of Rome ; 

Signa autem eos qui credituri sunt, hec sequentur. In 
nomine meo demonia ejicient ; linguis loquentur novis ; serpentes 
tollent ; et si mortiferum quid biberint, non eis nocebit ; super 
egros manus imponent, et bene habebunt. Num quidnam, fratres 
mei, quia ista signa non facitis, minimé creditis? Sed hee neces- 
saria in exordio Ecclesie fuerunt. Ut enim fides cresceret, 
miraculis fuerat nutrienda: quia et nos cum arbusta plantamus, 
tamdiu eis aquam infundimus, quousque ea in terra jam con- 
valuisse videamus ; et si semel radicem fixerint, in rigando cessa- 
mus. Hine est enim quod Paulus dicit: Lingue in signum sunt, 
non fidelibus, sed infidelibus. (1 Cor. xiv. 22.) 

He then proceeds excellently to show, how, in a spiritual 
sense, the miracles specified here by Christ are still wrought daily 
in the Church; and he admirably compares thet value with the 
miracles of primitive times ; 

Habemus de his signis atque virtutibus que adhuc subtilius 
considerare debeamus. Sancta quippe Ecclesia quotidie spiritaliter 
facit quod tunc per Apostolos corporaliter faciebat. Nam sacer- 
dotes ejus cim per exorcismi gratiam manum credentibus imponunt, 
et habitare malignos spiritus in eorum mente contradicunt, quid 
aliud faciunt, nisi demonia ejiciunt ? Et fideles quique qui jam 
vitee veteris secularia verba derelinquunt, sancta autem mysteria 
insonant, Conditoris sui laudes et potentiam, quantim prevalent, 
narrant, quid aliud faciunt, nisi novis linguis loguuntur ? Qui jam 
bonis suis exhortationibus malitiam de alienis cordibus auferunt, 
serpentes tollunt. Kt dum pestiferas suasiones audiunt, sed tamen 
ad operationem pravam minimé retrahuntur, morliferum quidem 
est quod bibunt, sed non eis nocebit. Qui quoties proximos suos 
in bono opere infirmari conspiciunt, dum eis tota virtute concur- 
runt, et exemplo suz operationis illorum vitam roborant qui in 
propria actione titubant, quid aliud faciunt, nisi super egros manus 
imponunt, ut bene habeant? Que nimirum miracula tanto 
majora sunt quanto spiritalia; tantd majora sunt, quanto per hec 
non corpora, sed anime suscitantur; heec itaque signa, fratres 
carissimi, auctore Deo, si vultis, vos facitis. Ex illis enim exteriori- 
bus signis obtineri vita ab heec operantibus non valet. Nam cor- 
poralia illa miracula ostendunt aliquando sanctitatem, non autem 
faciunt; hzec vero spiritalia, que aguntur in mente, virtutem 
vitee non ostendunt, sed faciunt. Illa habere et mali possunt ; 
istis autem perfrui nisi boni non possunt. Unde de quibusdam 
Veritas dicit: Multi mihi dicent in die illa, Domine, Domine, 
nonne in nomine tuo prophetavimus, et in nomine tuo demonia 
ejecimus, et in nomine tuo virtutes multas fecimus? Hit tune 
confitebor illis, quia non novi vos; discedite a me qui operamini 
iniquitatem. (Matt. vii. 23.) 

Nolite ergo, fratres carissimi, amare signa que possunt boni 
cum reprobis habere communia, sed heec que modo diximus, 
caritatis atque pietatis miracula amare; que tanto securiora sunt, 
quanto et occulta; et de quibus apud Dominum ed major sit 
retributio, quod apud homines minor est gloria. 

18. Kdy Oavdomdy tr mlwow] and if they drink any deadly 
thing ; as is related of St. John, and also of Barsabas surnamed 
Justus. Eusebius, iii. 39. 

19. pera 7d AaAHoa ators] after He had spoken to them. It 
has been alleged by some recent Expositors, that it is implied in 
these words, that our Lord, almost as soon as He had uttered 
them, ascended up into heaven; and that the narrative at the 
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close of this Gospel is not reconcileable with the assertion of St. 
Luke (Actsi. 3), that our Lord remained on earth forty days after 
His Resurrection. See, for example, Meyer, pp. 191, 192, who 
admits the fact of the Ascension, but yet, on such grounds as 
this, rejects the Evangelical account of it. Cp. note below on 
Luke xxiv. 50. 

But it is certain that the word AaAciv=Hebr. 1x has a very 
wide signification in the N. T. It signifies to teach, to instruct, 
by preaching and by other oral communication ; and when spoken 
of Christ, by Divine Revelation. Thus John ix. 29, Mwvof 
AeAdAKEV 6 Ocds, God has revealed Himself to Moses. John 
xy. 22, ei uy WAGov, kad EeAdAHoa adrots, if I had not come and 
preached to them. See also its use in Mark xiii. 11, three times ; 
and Acts v. 40. 

Therefore, inasmuch as one of the purposes of our Lord’s 
remaining on earth after His Resurrection, was to instruct His 
Apostles in the things pertaining to the kingdom of God (Acts 
i. 3), the present passage may be illustrated by that statement, 
and may be construed to mean that (uerd 7d AaATjoat ators) 
after He had fully instructed them by His oral teaching, He 
ascended into heaven. On the probable reasons for our Lord’s 
sojourn on earth for the term of forty days before His Ascension, 
see on Matt. iv. 2. Acts i. 3. 


1 Cor. 2. 4, 
Heb. 2. 4. 


It is observable that the fact of the Ascension is gradually 
revealed in the Gospels. ‘ 

St. Matthew does no¢ mention it at all at the close of his 
Gospel; St. Mark only briefly notices it; but St. Luke, whose 
special purpose it was to display Christ as the Great High Priest 
of the Church, blessing and praying for His people, fully describes 
it in his Gospel (xxiv. 50—53), and in the Acts of the Apostles 
(i. 3—11), throughout which book he leads his readers to con+ 
template Christ as ascended into heaven, and as sitting at God’s 
right hand, and as ruling the Church and the World from his 
heavenly throne of glory. See the Introduction to St. Luke’s 
Gospel, p. 163, 164, and the Introduction to the Acts of the 
Apostles. 

St. John adds nothing to the description of the Ascension 
given by his predecessors, but takes the fact for granted, and 
assumes it to be well known to his readers (John vi. 62; xx. 17); 
and thus by his silence testifies his approval of that account, and 
intimates that it is sufficient. 

— avedhipen] He was taken up. For an eloquent homily on 
the Ascension, see Epiphan. ii. 285, and cp. Leo, pp. 152— 
fe ep. Barrow’s Sermons, v. 79—103, and below on Acts i. 
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INTRODUCTION 


TO 


ST, LUKE’S GOSPEL. 


Ir is affirmed by some ancient Christian writers, that St. Luke! was a native of Antioch’, the capital 
of Syria; and that his Gospel was written with a special view to the spiritual benefit of the Gentile 
world, particularly of those who inhabited Greece *; that it was composed by him when an associate 
in the missionary labours of the Apostle St. Paul‘, by whom, as seems probable, he is called “the 
brother whose praise is in the Gospel throughout all the Churches,” and “Luke the beloved 
physician °,” and perhaps also “ true yokefellow ’.” 

In a word, as St. Paul in his oral teaching, and in his Epistles, was eminently the Apostle of the 
Gentiles, so his friend, fellow-labourer, and companion St. Luke, may be entitled the Evangelist of 
the Heathen World. 

It is probable, as has been already observed, that St. Luke was born at Antioch. Antioch was 
the Metropolis of the Seleucid Dynasty, and it had been much beautified and enlarged by Antiochus 
Epiphanes, the Syrian monarch, who was the persecutor of the ancient people of God, and who has 
been generally regarded by the Christian Church as a type of Antichrist. 

But, under God’s good Providence, Antioch became the centre of Gentile Christianity ; in it 
the disciples were first called Christians*; there the Apostle of the Gentiles, St. Paul, was ordained 
to the Apostolic office’. This was the starting-point and goal of his first and second missionary 
tours. From that city the Christian Name sounded out into all the earth. From that city the 
Gospel went forth, preached by St. Paul and St. Luke, to the Gentile World; and thus the city of 
that King who was the fiercest persecutor of the ancient people of God, became, as it were, the 
Capital of Christendom, and displayed a prophetic representation of the future triumphs of the 
Gospel over all the opposition of its adversaries. 

The statements of Christian Antiquity concerning St. Luke’s connexion with St. Paul, and the 
relation of his Gospel to Greece and to Hellenistic Proselytes,—who formed a bond of union 
between Jews and Gentiles, and were the seminary of the Gentile Church ’—and to the Gentile 
world, are confirmed by the internal evidences presented by the Gospel of St. Luke. 


If we open that Gospel, and examine its contents in regular order, we find, in its peculiar cha- 
racteristics *’, a succession of proofs in corroboration of this statement. 


1 On the name Luke, Aoveas, Lucas, an abbreviation of Luca- 
nus, see Bentley, Epist. ad Mill. p. 82. Winer, G. G., p. 93. 
Compare ’Apreuas for "Apreuldwpos, Anuas for Anuhtpios, Znvas 
for Znvddwpos. See below on Acts xv. 22, and on Titus iii. 13. 
It is not correct to say that ‘ Lucas was formed from Lucanus, 
as Silas from Silvanus:’ for Silas was evidently the original 
Hebrew name, and was afterwards Latinized into Silvanus. 

2 Buseb. iii. 4, Aoveas 7d yévos dy tTéy am ’Avtioxelas K. T. A. 
Hieron. (Procem. in Matth.) “Tertius Lucas medicus natione Syrus, 
Antiochensis,’’ and (in Cat. Script. Eccl. 7) he says, ‘‘ Lucas medicus 
(Coloss. iv. 14) natione Syrus Antiochensis, cujus laus in Evangelio 
(2 Cor. viii. 18), qui et ipse discipulus Pauli Apostoli in Achaiz 
Beeotizeque partibus volumen condidit.’’” Compare Chrys. in Matt. 
i., and pp. 5, 6. 46. Tillemont, Mémoires Kcclésiast. ii. p. 60. 

There seems no reason to dispute, with some modern critics, 
the testimony of Eusebius, that St. Luke was born at Antioch. 
Eusebius, himself a native of Syria, and resident all his life in that 
country, was surely a competent witness on this subject. 


3 Origen ap. Euseb. vi. 25. Greg. Nazian. Orat. xxv. Cp. Tille- 
mont, ii. p. 252. Lardner, iii. p. 200. Townson, pp. 181—196. 

* Tren. iii. 1, Aovkas axddAov80s TataAov 7d bm’ éxelvou Knpuc- 
oduevoy edaryyéAtoy évy BiBAlw KaréGero, and ibid. iii. 14. 1—4, 
Euseb. iii. 4. Hieron. Cat. Eccl. Scr. 7. Lardner, iii. p. 188. 

5 See note on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

6 See Col. iv. 14. 

7 See on Phil. iv. 3. 

8 See on Acts xi. 26. 

9 See on Acts xiii. 2. 

10 See below, the Introduction to the Acts, p. xvii. 

1 The distinguishing characteristics of St. Luke’s Gospel may 
be seen by a reference to the canons of Eusebius and Ammonian 
sections prefixed to this Volume; which exhibits as peculiar to 
St. Luke the paragraphs marked in the text of the present edition, 
with the following numbers, |, 3, 5, 9, 18, 20, 22, 29, 31, 50, 51, 
&c., as specified in the above tables, which present 72 such sec- 
tions as special to this Evangelist. 
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1. At the beginning of this Gospel we see the Priest Zacharias ministering according to the 
Levitical Ritual in the Temple at Jerusalem; an Angel announces to him when offering incense at 
the golden Altar in the Holy Place, that he, a Priest of the order of Aaron, is appointed by God 
to be the father of the forerunner of the promised Messiah; and that he should call his name John, 
a name significant of grace. The Priest does not credit the glad tidings, and is struck dumb for 
unbelief. But when the child is born, and he writes on the tablet “his name is John,” then his 
mouth is opened, and his tongue unloosed, and he is filled with the Holy Ghost, and blesses God, 
and recognizes the Child as the Prophet of the Highest, who would “ go before the face of the Lord 
to prepare His ways’.” 

By this introductory narrative, as was observed by ancient Expositors, the Levitical Law and 
Ritual are represented as preparatory and ministerial to the Gospel and Priesthood of Christ. 

The Priest Zacharias, while ministering in the Temple, is struck dumb, because he does not 
believe the heavenly Promise ; but he recovers his speech when he writes the name of him who was 
to be the “ Voice of one crying in the Wilderness,” proclaiming the approach of the Incarnate Worp. 


2. The appearance of the Angel Gabriel to Zacharias’ in the Temple, and to the Virgin Mary 
at Nazareth*; and the announcement of the Angel to the Shepherds at Bethlehem’; and the 
glorious light, and the joyful song of the Angelic quire singing the Nativity of Christ, were all very 
significant, and full of consolation and instruction to the Gentile world. 

Christianity proclaimed to the Greeks, that there is but “one God; and though there be many 
that are called gods, whether in heaven or in earth, yet to us there is but One God the Father, of 
Whom are all things, and we in Him, and One Lord Jesus Christ, by Whom are all things *.” 

This declaration announced to them the forfeiture of what was most dear and fair in their eyes. 
The Mountains and Woods, the Streams and Fountains of their native land, were peopled by their 
imaginations with beautiful visions of unseen beings, who were worshipped by them as Patrons of 
their cities, and as the Benefactors and Protectors of their country; and whose ideal forms, sculp- 
tured by the hands of the most accomplished masters of statuary, met their eyes in consecrated 
Groves and magnificent Temples in the sequestered glens of their Hills and Valleys ®, and in the 
streets and fortresses of their Cities ’. 

It must have required a severe effort of self-denial and self-sacrifice on the part of such a 
people as that of Greece, gifted with a lively fancy, a fervid imagination, and a retentive memory ; 
and clinging with patriotic pride to all the local and historical traditions of their native land, 
to surrender at once their faith in the existence of those deities, which they had hitherto regarded 
with reverence, and which had been endeared to them by national and social recollections, and had 
seemed to impart a sanctity to the soil of Greece, and to the Elements themselves, and had inspired 
those beautiful creations which the Art of Greece had been enabled to produce. 

It must therefore have been an unspeakable consolation to such a People as this, to learn from 
the preachers of the Gospel, that when Christianity demolished the fabric of the Pagan Pantheon, 
and swept away all its ideal associations, it did not substitute a blank in the place of this fair 
imagery. It must have been a joyful thing for them to hear, that while there is but “ One God, the 
Father, of Whom are all things and we in Him, and One Lord Jesus Christ,”"—yet around the 
Throne of that one God there are myriads of heavenly beings, far more pure and beautiful than any 
creation of man’s art or device: and that these heavenly beings are messengers of God, and are sent 
by Him from heaven on embassies of love to man. 

This glorious truth is declared with special fulness and clearness by St. Luke, the Evan- 
gelist of Greece, both in his Gospel, and in the Acts of the Apostles*; and doubtless such a 
revelation as this would commend those writings to the thankful acceptance of the heathen world. 


3. If we proceed further in this Gospel, we find that the Genealogy of Christ, which is 
inserted in it, is traced upwards through David to Abraham and Noah to Adam, and through him 
to Gop. 

Thus the Evangelist St. Luke proclaims a truth which was very necessary for the Greeks to 
learn, and which would be very consolatory to them. 


1 i. 63—76. 2 i. ll. 5 As at Basse and Algina, and in the Hereum near Argos. 
3 i. 26. aT On De 7 As in the Acropolis at Athens, and numerous other cities de- 
5 Such was St. Paul’s language to the Corinthians, 1 Cor. viii. scribed by Pausanias in his tour in Greece. 

5, 6. Compare also his sermon at Athens, Acts xvii. 29. 8 See note below oni. 1}. 
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They were to be taught, that Nations were not indigenous, as was supposed by some, and did 
not grow up from different stocks in separate clans and families, but all sprang from one root; that 
God “made of one blood all nations of men for to dwell on all the face of the earth *;” that all 
are brethren of one household, children of one earthly Parent, and of one heavenly Father. 

These truths were preached by the great Apostle of the Gentiles at Athens, the intellectual 
metropolis of Greece. ‘“ We are His offspring. Forasmuch then as we are the offspring of God, we 
ought not to think that the godhead is like unto gold, or silver, or stone, graven by art and man’s 
device’. Here was a corrective of pagan Idolatry. And in the Genealogy of Christ, recorded in 
St. Luke’s Gospel, the Gentile, who had been incorporated by. Baptism into the mystical Body of 
Christ, Who had taken the common nature of all mankind in the womb of the blessed Virgin, 
enjoyed the blessed privilege of reckoning all the Hebrew Saints of the Old Dispensation—such as 
David and Abraham—among his own spiritual Ancestry. He thus saw himself admitted into the 
Commonwealth of Israel. He recognized the first Adam as the parent of Mankind by Nature; and 
he acknowledged Christ, the second Adam, as the Author of the new Creation by Grace; and in the 
filial relation of Adam to God, and in the everlasting Sonship of Christ, the Incarnate Word, he 
learned to adore God as the Universal Father and Saviour of all, and as infinitely gracious to all, 
and as making all men His children by adoption in His beloved Son Jesus Christ; so that all Man- 
kind is now able to raise its eyes to heaven, and join in an universal prayer, and cry, “ Abba, Father *.” 


4. The Greeks needed instruction concerning the origin of Hvil. In their systems of Mythology 
they were conversant with malignant influences; they heard of Titanic powers warring against the 
gods, and piling up mountains of earth in proud defiance of heaven; and some of them sup- 
posed their deities themselves to be bound by the rigid laws of a fatal necessity. 

The History of the Temptation in the fourth chapter of St. Luke’s Gospel revealed to them the 
true doctrine on these mysterious matters. 

It showed to them a spiritual Power, a Personal Agent, opposing the beneficent operations of 
Christ. It revealed that Power and Person in his proper light, and with his genuine titles, as 
Satan, the Adversary, the Devil, the Author of evil, physical and spiritual*. But it also revealed 
him as vanquished by Christ *. It manifested Christ casting out unclean demons*, and giving 
power to His disciples to expel them ’. 

The oe St. Luke is careful to distinguish between ordinary diseases and Wesghaunase 
possessions *; and while he represents Satan as an agent from without in the former cases °, he dis- 
plays his associate spirits as in-dwelling, and energizing from within, in the latter. 

Thenceforth the Greeks became familiar with fie true doctrine of the cause of Evil, and with 
the relation of the Powers of Darkness to God,—a subject on which they had sought for illumination 
from their schools of Philosophy, but in vain. 


5. In connexion: with the things of the invisible world, it may here be relevant to observe, that 
the state of the disembodied soul was a question on which the mind of the Greek world had indulged 
in many inquisitive speculations, and on which it needed instruction. 

The terrors of Tartarus and the joys of Elysium, which had been displayed in the writings of 
their Poets, exercised a dominant influence on the imagination and practice of Heathendom ; 
and, in the Apostolic age, they had a strong hold on the popular mind, and alarmed it with super- 
stitious fears, or mocked it with illusory hopes. Men, indeed, of a more philosophical temper, looked 
on with sceptical indifference, and treated these representations as legendary fables, and denied the 
Resurrection of the Body, and the doctrine of future retribution. 

Therefore the healing art of the beloved Physician”, St. Luke, might well be employed in pro- 
viding a remedy for this spiritual malady. 

Accordingly, we see that he has taken care to record two sayings of our Blessed Lord which 
reflect the clearest light on this mysterious subject; the state of the soul immediately after death, 
and during the eee of its dissolution and the Day of Resurrection and of Judgment. 

He has done this in his recital of the history of the rich man and Lazarus”’, and in the speech 
of our Lord to the penitent thief on the Cross, “To-day thou shalt be with Me in Paradise ”.” 


1 Acts xvii. 26. 2 Acts xvii. 29. 8 See vii. 21. _ 2 xis 16: 

3 See on iii. 38. Gal. iv. 6. 10 Col. iv. 14. 11 See on Luke xvi. 22, 

4 See Luke iv. 8; xiii. 16; xxii. 3. 12 See on Luke xxiii. 43, and compare St. Paul’s words 2 Cor. 
Paxoelos xii. 2. The language of Christ in St. Luke’s Gospel would pre- 


6 See on iv. 33. SaiXoy lis xe 17 pare the way for the right apprehension of St. Paul’s meaning. 
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He, also, alone of the Evangelists, in his recital of the miracle of the raising of the daughter of 
Jairus, has taken care to specify the fact that her spirit came back to her again’. 

He thus corrected the erroneous notions of popular belief and philosophical incredulity, and 
revealed to the Greeks the great doctrinal and practical truth, that the human soul, on its separation 
from the body by death, passes immediately into a place of joy or of sorrow ; and that it remains there 
until the Last Day, when it will be reunited to the body, and be admitted to the full fruition of 
heayenly bliss, or be consigned to the bitter pains of everlasting woe. 


These intimations in this Gospel, concerning spiritual and invisible things and beings, and the 
attestations to the divine power of Christ over diseases and demoniacal possessions, would receive 
additional value, in the eyes of Gentile readers, from the fact, that this Gospel is written by one 
who was led and qualified by his professional studies and occupations to examine carefully, and to 
analyze scrupulously, the characteristics of physical phenomena, especially in relation to the 
organization of the human frame; and it must ever be a matter of satisfaction, and a ground of 
assurance, to the Christian reader, to remember, that the Gospel which deals most with the opera- 
tions of spiritual agencies, is from the pen of “ Luke the beloved Physician ?.” 


6. Let us pass to another point, concerning the commerce of the heart with the unseen world. 

The Jews had their Synagogues *, in which forms of Prayer were used three times a week : and 
they had also their Proseuchas *, or lesser Oratories. These religious edifices existed in almost all 
parts of the world, wherever the Jews were dispersed ; and on the three great Annual Festivals they 
flocked to the Temple at Jerusalem, which had its stated hours of prayer’. 

But such was not the case with the Greeks. Their Temples were not houses of prayer. Their 
worship consisted mainly in sacrifices, or in religious pomps and processions, or in theatric shows. 
But no Ritual or Liturgy of Heathenism has been preserved to us. They had no Common Prayer ; 
no supplicatory Litanies or eucharistic ascriptions of praise, at least in ordinary use. The secular 
Odes, and musical Hymns to their Deities, may be regarded rather as poetic effusions produced on 
special occasions, or as exercises of metrical skill, than as expressions of popular feelings of piety. 
In a word, the Greek mind and heart was to be schooled in the duties of devotion. Greece was to 
be taught to fall down upon her knees and pray. 

This work has been performed by the Holy Ghost speaking in the Gospel of St. Luke. He is 
specially studious to inculcate the duty, and to record the privileges, of Prayer. 

Here Christ is presented to the world as an example of Prayer. He prays at His Baptism, and 
the heaven is opened, and the Holy Ghost descends upon Him®. He retires to the wilderness and 
prays. He prays and chooses His Apostles*. He prays and is transfigured®. He prays in His 
agony, and is strengthened by an angel. Christ’s prayer for His murderers "', and His last prayer 
at His death**, are recited by St. Luke alone. His admonition that men ought always to pray is 
inserted twice in this Gospel. And the blessed effects of urgent Prayer are represented here in 
two Parables ; in that of the man coming at night to his friend“, and in that of the Poor Widow 
and the Unjust Judge”. 

St. Luke is careful also to teach how to pray; as, for example, in the Parable of the two men 
who went up to the Temple to pray*®, which presents as in a glass those sins that are to be 
avoided, and those good dispositions which are to be cherished, in all devotional approaches to the 
Throne of grace”. 

The duty and blessedness of Thanksgiving to God for benefits received from Him, supplied 
another subject on which the Gentile world needed instruction. ‘They glorified Him not, neither 
were they thankful,” is the sentence pronounced upon them by St. Paul’*. A beautiful picture of 
Gratitude, and of its reward, is displayed by St. Luke, and by St. Luke alone, in the record of our 
Lord’s miracle of mercy wrought upon the Ten Lepers who stood afar off'*.. The blessing pro- 
nounced upon the ove, who returned, and with a loud voice glorified God, and fell down at His feet, 
giving Him thanks, is made more striking and emphatic by its juxtaposition with the divine command, 
“ Go, show yourselves to the Priests” ;” and brings out more prominently the paramount obliga- 


1 Wil. 55. 2 Col. iv. 14. 13 xviii. 1; xxi. 36. 4 xi. 5—13. 
* See Acts xili. 27: xv. 21. * See on Acts xvi. 13. 15 xviii. 2. 16 xviii. 10. 
> Lake xviii. 10. Acts iii. 1. ® Luke iii. 21. 17 See notes on vy. 163 xviii. 1—11. 

7 vy. 16. = vi. 12. Cp. ix. 18. 18 Rom. i. 21. 19 xvii. 12. 
: ix. 28, 29. 10 xxii. 41—43, 20 See on xvii. 14, 


xu. 3. 12 xxiii. 46. 
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tion and exceeding felicity of the moral act of Thanksgiving, because it is put in contrast with an 
express command to discharge a ritual duty of the Levitical Law. That also was to be done; but 
the first thing to be done was to glorify God’. 


7. St. Luke, the Evangelist of the Gentiles, displays also the true character of the Gospel, as a 
message of grace and glory to all Nations. 

The Presentation of Christ, as a Child, in the Temple of Jerusalem, had been accompanied, as 
St. Luke relates, by a prophetic announcement from the aged Symeon that He was “a light to 
lighten the Gentiles,” as well as the glory of His people Israel’. And the first sermon recorded by 
this Evangelist as preached by Christ Himself in a Jewish Synagogue, contains a proclamation of 
grace to the Gentile world*. And the treatment which Christ received, when making that declara- 
tion, from His own countrymen at Nazareth, was like a prelude and rehearsal of that contumelious 
usage, with which the same message was afterwards received by the Jews, when it was delivered 
by St. Luke and St. Paul in their missionary tour in Asia and Greece, as is fully described by 
St. Luke in the book of the Acts’, and by St. Paul in his Epistles, where he says that the Jews “are 
contrary to all men, and forbid us to speak to the Gentiles that they may be saved °.” 

If we advance a little further in the Gospel of St. Luke, we meet with an incident, recorded by 
him alone, which displays in striking colours the compassionate tenderness of our blessed Saviour 
toward penitent sinners, in contrast with the censorious hard-heartedness of the self-righteous Pha- 
risee. ‘“‘Seest thou this woman? I came into thine house; thou gavest Me no water for My Feet; 
but she hath washed My Feet with tears, and wiped them with the hairs of her head. Thou gavest 
Me no kiss; but this woman, since the time that I came in, hath not ceased to kiss My Feet. Mine 
head with oil thou didst not anoint, but this woman hath anointed My Feet with ointment. Where- 
fore I say unto thee, her sins, which are many, are forgiven, for she loved much. And He said 
unto her, Thy sins are forgiven . . . . thy faith hath saved thee, go in peace °.” 

Here was a comfortable assurance to the Gentile world. It might see in this Woman a picture 
of itself coming to Christ, with repentance, faith, and love; and consecrating its most precious 
things to Him, and presenting its members, once the servants of sin, as instruments of righteousness 
unto God’. And in Christ’s words of mercy to this woman, it might hear a gracious message to 
itself, —“‘ Thy sins are forgiven thee—thy faith hath saved thee—go in peace.” 

The Universality of Man’s apostasy from the Primeval Law of God; the Universality of the 
Guilt of Mankind; the Universality of the Misery in which the Human Race lay ; the Universality 
of their need of a Redeemer and a Saviour; the Universality of the Redemption accomplished by 
Christ dying upon the Cross for the sins of the World; the Universality of the Christian Church, 
constituted by Him to be the Dispenser to all Nations of all the means of grace flowing from His 
Sacrifice; and the preparatory and transitory character and function of the Levitical Law and 
Priesthood,—these were solemn topics on which all men needed to be instructed, particularly 
the Gentile World. 

For this purpose St. Luke’s Apostolic fellow-labourer, St. Paul, wrote his Epistle to the Romans‘. 

But the Gospel of St. Luke shows, that the way had been prepared for the teaching of the 
Apostle on this great argument, by the Teaching of Curisr Himself. 

The substance of the Epistles of St. Paul to the Romans and to the Galatians, may be said to 
be summed up and exhibited to view, in the liveliest and most graphic manner, by two Parables 
of Christ, as presented by the hand of the Evangelical Painter’ (if we may be allowed to adopt the 
title) —St. Luke. 

The wretched condition of Human Nature, straying from God’s presence, and swerving from 
obedience to His Law, is displayed in the person of the Traveller, going forth from Jerusalem, the 
Holy City, to Jericho, the City of this world”. 

Tn its way it falls among thieves. Human Nature was encountered by the Arch-thief, Satan, 
and was stripped of its original righteousness, and was left half dead. The Priesthood came by, 
and the Law came by”, and cast a transitory glance upon it; but they only showed its misery, 


1 xvii, l4d—19. 9 Nicephor. ii. 43, axpas Thy Cwypapikhy Téexvny emtoTdmevos. 
277i. 32, Not much stress, however, is to be laid on this testimony. See 
3 iv. 17—28. Tillemont, ii. p. 62. Lardner, iii. 191. He is however a con- 
4 Acts xiii. 50; xiv. 2. 19; xvii. 5. 13. summate painter in language, whether he ever handled the 
5 See on 1 Thess. ii. 14. pencil or no. 

6 vii. 44—50. 10 Cp. Luke x. 30. 

7 Rom. vi. 13—19; xii. 1. See on Luke vii. 36. 11 Compare St. Paul’s expression, vowos mapercfrbev, Rom. y. 
8 See below, Introduction to that Epistle, pp. 186—197. 20, and note there ; and Introduction to that Epistle, pp. 187, 188. 
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and evinced their own inability to heal it, by leaving it where it was, and passing by on the other 
side. 

But at last the Samaritan came. He had compassion on it, and bound up its wounds, 
pouring in the oil and wine which he had with him, and laid it on his own beast, and brought it 
to the inn and took care of it. Christ, the good Samaritan, came from heaven on a blessed journey 
and saw Mankind lying helpless in the road of this world, stripped and naked, full of bruises and 
putrifying sores. He bound up its wounds, and poured in the oil and wine of His own cleansing 
and sanctifying blood, and lifted it up from the ground, and put it on His own beast. He Himself 
bore our griefs and carried our sorrows'. He Himself bore our sins in His own body on the tree *. 
He brought us to the Inn, and has given us into the keeping of the host, with a charge to take care 
of us; and at His departure he provided for us; and He has promised to come again and demand 
an account of our treatment. He has brought us to the spiritual Inn and general Refectory, the 
Catholic Church, happily called Pandochéum*, or universal receptacle of all Nations of every age, as 
distinguished from the Jewish Church open only to a few; and as dispensing the Means of Grace 
to all; and there He has given us in charge to the Christian Ministry, with a solemn warning to 
the stewards of His Mysteries in His Household that they will be required to render to Him a 
strict account of their stewardship when He shall come again at the Great Day *. 

The truths which are shadowed forth in this Parable, are also displayed, with some important 
additions, in that other Parable of our Lord—also peculiar to St. Luke’s Gospel—the Parable of 
the Prodigal Son °. 

« A certain man had two sons.” The Gentile, no less than the Jew, is here expressly repre- 
sented by Christ as a son of God. The Gentile was nurtured in his Father’s house, under His 
tutelage and care. This is a truth of which St. Paul reminded the Gentiles, in their moral de- 
generacy and degradation, by declaring that having a Law—the Law of Conscience and of Reason— 
they were without excuse °. 

But the younger son wilfully left his paternal home and went away into a far country, and 
wasted the share he had received of his father’s substance, in riotous living. He gave himself 
up to the vice and misery, which is pourtrayed in such dark colours by the Apostle of the Gentiles 
in the first chapter of the Epistle to the Romans, where he describes the moral and social condition 
of the Heathen world’. 

But Almighty God, in His mercy to the Heathen, made them conscious of their misery. He 
gave them the spirit of remorse. They reflected on what they had lost. They came to themselves, 
and were touched with godly sorrow, and resolved to return, and repented, and confessed their sins. 
Their heavenly Father saw them at a distance, and hastened to be gracious to them. He received 
the Heathen World and clothed it with the best robe, the robe of Christ’s righteousness, and joined it, 
as it were, in spiritual espousals to Him *, Who married our Nature, and united to Himself the 
Universal Church, called from the Gentile World to be His Bride °, which He purchased with His 
own blood”; and at those spiritual nuptials God killed the fatted calf, and fed His spouse with 
heavenly food, even with the precious body and blood of Christ sacrificed for her sake '’. 

This Parable of Christ was also prophetic. It represented two events which the beloved 
friends and fellow-labourers, the Apostle St. Paul and the Evangelist St. Luke, often witnessed in 
their missionary journeys in Greece and Asia, with mingled joy and sorrow. 

They beheld there the younger son’s return to his Father’s house, in the joyful alacrity with 
which the Gentiles received the glad tidings which they preached of Universal Redemption, and 
Justification through Faith in Christ’s atoning blood. It was the privilege of the Apostle and 
of the Evangelist, both faithful servants in God’s house, to proclaim the saving efficacy of Christ’s 
Death, as a full, perfect, and sufficient sacrifice, oblation, and satisfaction for the sins of the whole 
world ; and to clothe many returning prodigals in the best robe of Christ’s Righteousness; and to 
wed many loving souls to Him in Holy Baptism; and to feed them with the heavenly food of the 
fatted calf, in the Holy Eucharist ”. 

But they saw also with sorrow the truth of the other part of the picture displayed in this Para- 
ble. They saw the elder brother remaining in the field, grieved by the glad sound of the music 
and dancing which celebrated his younger brother’s return. In almost every great city which they 
visited, St. Paul and St. Luke saw the countenance of the Jew clouded over with a malignant scowl 


1 sa. iii. 4. 5 xv. 11—32. 9 Eph. v. 29—32. 10 Acts xm. 28, 

2 1 Pet. ii. 24. 6 Rom. i. 20, 21. 11 On the sacrificial animal the Calf, the symbolical emblem of 
3 Lue x. 34. 7 Rom. i. 24—32. Str. Luxe, see Luke xv. 23, and below, p. 163. 
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of envy and rancour, because the privileges of the parental home were now restored to the Gentiles ; 
and refusing to enter his father’s house because his brother was there. They heard his self-righteous 
eulogies of his own imaginary impeccability, and his ungrateful murmurs against his Father, in 
return for all His gracious dispensations of love. “I never transgressed thy commandment, and 
yet thou never gavest mea kid.” They heard him repining against his Father on account of his 
paternal pity to his penitent son: ‘‘ When this thy son came, who devoured thy living with harlots, 
thou killedst for him the fatted calf ‘.”’ 

The Apostle and the Evangelist themselves were animated by the Holy Ghost with that loving 
spirit which was shown by the Father in the Parable going out and entreating the elder brother to 
come in; and the sacred flame of fervent charity and intense desire for the salvation of the Jews, 
which burns so brightly in St. Paul’s Epistles, especially in his Epistle to the Romans’, and displays 
itself in affectionate yearnings for their incorporation with their brethren the Gentiles in the 
spiritual home of the common Father of all, seems to be kindled at the fire of the tender love of 
God, displayed in this divine Parable by His Ever Blessed Son. 

St. Luke is called by St. Paul the beloved Physician *, and he is described by him as the “ brother 
whose praise is in the Gospel throughout all the Churches ‘.” And it has been well said by an ancient 
writer, S. Jerome’, that his heavenly doctrine is the medicine of the drooping soul; and that as 
long as St. Luke’s writings are read in the Churches of Christendom, so long will the beloved Phy- 
sician continue to exercise his healing art. 

The sovereign remedy which he applies to the maladies of the human soul, is the blood of the 
Lamb of God. St. Luke is the Evangelist of the Gentile world; and the great doctrine which he 
preaches as a balm for its wounded spirit, and as a restorative of its palsied frame, is the Doctrine 
of the Atonement. It is his special purpose and fixed resolution, as it was of his fellow-traveller and 
fellow-labourer, St. Paul, in his mission to the Churches of Greece, to preach Christ crucified °. 
Christ the Sacrifice, Christ the Priest of the world, is the central figure of his Gospel. Hence the 
ancient Church, in assigning the symbolical emblems of the Four Living Creatures, which are dis- 
played in the prophecy of Ezekiel and in the Apocalypse of St. John’, unanimously specified the 
Sacrificial animal, the Ca/f*, as the appropriate characteristic of St. Luke’. 
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8. It has been already observed, that St. Luke’s Gospel opens with a reference to the Levitical 
Priesthood and Ritual in the Temple of the earthly Jerusalem, as typical of, and preparatory to, 
the Ritual and Priesthood of Christ, ever presenting the one sacrifice of Himself, and ministering in 
the Holy of Holies of the heavenly Jerusalem. 

The inauguration of that everlasting Priesthood took place at Christ’s Ascension into Heaven. 

This great event, the Ascension, is not mentioned by the Evangelist St. Matthew, and it is only 
slightly noticed by St. Mark’*. They had been studious to establish the fact of Christ’s Resur- 
rection from the Dead, and to imprint it indelibly on the mind of the Church. But St. Luke, the 
Evangelist of the Atonement, who had commenced his Gospel with a description of the figurative 
adumbrations shadowed forth by the Levitical ministries of the Temple, is careful to exhibit their 
consummation in Christ’s sacrifice, and in its perpetual exhibition by the Great High Priest, Who 
passed through the outer courts of this worldly Tabernacle, and entered within the veil into the 
inmost shrine, where He ever liveth to make intercession for us. Here the Evangelist finds himself 
again in company with his beloved friend and fellow-labourer the Apostle St. Paul, unfolding these 


1 See notes below, xv. 11. 

2 Rom. ix. 1—4; x. 1 

3 Col. iv. 14. 

4 See note on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

5 §. Jerome ad Paulin. Ep. 50, “Si noverimus scriptorem 


world. Cp. Num. ii. 2—31, and the Jewish Tradition. See Mede’s 
works, p. 594, cited above in the Introduction to the Four 
Gospels. 

The standard on the Western side bore the ensign of a calf 
or ov; and this ensign was the badge of the tribe of Ephraim, 


eorum Lucam esse medicum, ‘cujus laus est in Evangelio,’ 


animadvertemus pariter omnia verba illius anime languentis esse 
medicinam.” 

SS Corsi..23 si. 2. 

7 Ezek. i. 10; x. 14. Rev. iv. 7. 

8 Or udoxos. See Ireneus, iii. 11. 8. Ambrose, Prolog. in 
Luc. Hieron. Ep. 50. Aug. de Cons. Ey. i. 10. Greg. Hom. 
4, in Ezek. i. 

See the passages quoted above in the Introduction to the 
Four Gospels. 

9 It is remarkable that these Four Living Creatures, men- 
tioned by Ezekiel and St. John, are identical with the heraldic 
ensigns on the Four Banners or Standards stationed on the Four 
sides of the Tabernacle of the Congregation in the Wilderness— 
the type of the Church Universal in its pilgrimage through the 


with whom was associated the tribe of Manasseh, the brother of 
Ephraim the son of Joseph, and the tribe of Benjamin, the bro- 
ther of Joseph. 

Ephraim and Manasseh were not born in Canaan, but in the 
gentile land of Egypt; and the reason is obvious why the tribes 
of Ephraim and Manasseh, the sons of Joseph, were encamped 
under the same standard with the tribe of Joseph’s brother Ben- 
jamin, born in Judea. 

St. Paul was the Benjamin of the Apostolic company (see 
notes on Acts ix. 1 and 1 Cor. xv. 8), and he was associated with 
St. Luke in preaching the Gospel to the Gentile Western World. 
They were encamped under the same standard, bearing the same 
ensign of Christ, the all-suflicient Sacrifice and Victim slain for 
the whole world. 

10 xvi. 19. 
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divine mysteries of the Heavenly Temple in the Epistle to the Hebrews. Thus the Apostle and 
Evangelist are ever fellow-travellers, walking side by side in the paths of righteousness and peace. 

St. Luke’s Gospel closes with a description of the Ascension of Christ. Christ leaves His Apostles 
while He is engaged in performing a priestly function, an act of benediction. “ He lifted up His 
hands and blessed them. And it came to pass, while He d/essed them He was parted from them, and 
carried up into heaven?.” And at this same point, the Ascension, where the Gosper of St. Luke 
ends, there his second treatise, the Acrs of the AposrLEs, begins’. Thus he prepares us in his 
Gospex for the contemplation of Christ’s Kingly power and majesty, which He acquired for Himself 
by His meritorious sacrifice as Priest, and which He manifested in His Church by the working of 
the Holy Spirit, Whom He sent from heaven, and by the instrumentality of the Christian Ministry, 
as is fully displayed in the Acts of the Apostixs*, and which He Who is the Priest, the King, and 
Prophet of the Church, will never fail to manifest, even to His second Coming, when He will put all 
enemies under His feet. 


The following Observations on the design of St. Luke’s Gospel, and on some of its leading 
characteristics, are from an unpublished Academical Lecture, delivered by the present Editor many 
years ago in theUniversity of Cambridge. 

They commence with a reference to the beginning of St. Luke’s Gospel, ésreudyzrep, x.7.2. 

Equidem tria potissimim in hoc loco indaganda esse statui, 

Primim, quinam fuerint ili multi, qui, ante Lucee Evangelium conditum, commentarios con- 
texere adorti sunt earum rerum de quibus apud Christianos certissimé constat ; 

Deinde, quo tempore et loco, quis, quali demum consilio, hujus Evangelii Scriptor ad opus suum 
pangendum accesserit ; 

Postremd, quorumnam potissimim in usum annales suos confecisse putandus sit ? 

Jam verd, quod ad primam attinet earum rerum de quibus disceptationem instituimus, uno ore 
Antiquitas Christiana profitetur qodXovs illos, de quibus loquitur Evangelista, minim? fuisse divino 
instinctu afflatos; nedum Sanctos illos Duumviros, Evangelistee nostri decessores, Mattheeum et 
Marcum, hic intelligi debere; ita ut eorum opera, quorum mentionem Lucas fecerit, ad nostram 
memoriam haud pervenisse, non adeo sit deplorandum. 

Vere enim dixisse videtur Ambrosius ‘, Origenis, ut solet, vestigia premens, rodXol érreyelpnoar, 
“Multi sunt conati, sed Dei gratia destituti sunt; multi Evangelia scribere sunt adorti, que boni 
nummularii non probarent. Contra verd ii, qui Spiritu Sancto imbuti sunt, non tam conati sunt 
efficere, quam, gratia Dei tantiim non cogente, opus omni numero absolutum executi. Non conatus 
est Matthzeus, non conatus est Marcus, non conatus est Joannes; sed divino Spiritu ubertatem dic- 
torum rerumque omnium ministrante, sine ullo molimine ccepta sua compleverunt.” Hee fere ille. 
Cui quidem sententiz adstipulantur interpretes 8 Gracis, ut alios taceam, Euthymius’ et Theophy- 
lactus, Chrysostomi, ut jure suspicemini, verba exscribentes, of tovodrov émeyeipnoayv, ov mévToe 
eTedelwoay, érrel yopls Oeias xapitos HpEavto’ of pmévTor ONiYyoL, otov 6 Mardaios, 6 Mdpxos, ovk 
emexelpnoav povov, GAA Kal éreNelwoav, TO yap TEAELOTTOLOY TVEDLA ELYoV. 

Quare illud, queso, animadvertite, ex his Evangelist nostri verbis insigne testimonium ad 
fidem Evangelistarum corroborandam existere. Unde enim jam factum est, ut multi illi, de quo agit 
Lucas, vix fando tenus nobis innotescant; pauci autem illii—quatuor Evangelistas dico,—nusquam 
non integri et incorrupti legantur, tractentur, audiantur, summ4 cum hominum veneratione cele- 
brentur, nisi qudd ab ipsis Christiane Religionis primordiis Ecclesia Christi judicium suum de 
utrisque pronuntiaverit ; ita ut illorum interitus, horum verd non conservatio tantim, sed publica et 
universa acceptio, duplici eaque validissim& probatione divinam Evangeliorum auctoritatem con- 
firmet. 

Quod ad tempus jam spectat in quo hoc Evangelium confectum fuisse existimemus, satis liquet, 
utriusque operis prefatione inter se collataé, ante Acra AposroLoruM conscripta Lucam ad Evan- 
GELIUM exarandum accessisse. Jam verd, quum Acta in anno post Christum natum sexagesimo 
primo, si calculum Dionysianum sequamur, subsistant, Nerone jam septimum annum imperante, 
hine colligi potest Evangelii nostri scriptionem decimo fere ante capta Hierosolyma anno non esse 
posteriorem. Cui quidem supputationi suffragatur satis locuples auctor Hieronymus‘. 

Sed ut ad ipsum scriptorem redeamus. Eum @ sacro Apostolorum Collegio non fuisse exinde 

1 Luke xxiv. 50, 51. PPACtSi 1 Seal. 4 Ambrose, ii. p. 428. Origen, v. 86. 


* Accordingly, this subject will be pursued further in the In- > Euthym. Zyg. ii. 203. Theophyl. is 269. 
troduction to the Acrs of the APosTLES. 6 Cat. Script. Hecl. p. 271. - 
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apparet, quod in hoe Evangelii exordio se ex oculatis testibus suos annales hausisse profitetur, et 
quod, venerabundo in eos affectu commotus, haud rard duodecim viros illos preeclaro illo titulo! rods 
amroatoXous designet, id quod ipsi Apostoli Matthzus et Joannes (quibus addimus Petrum, Divi Marci 
ore loquentem), qua erant modestid, nunquam fecisse reperientur ; et quod, si quando illi prae humana 
infirmitate titubaverint, vel in officio suo claudicaverint quum ipsi suas vacillationes cum sedulA et 
anxid quadam commemoratione literis consignaverint, ‘Je, satis jam ab aliis consultum esse veritati 
videns, vel silentio presserit, vel benigno sermone mitigaverit. 

Nec minis eum ex Palestina non esse oriundum plurima declarant indicia. Oratio pura, simplex, 
inaffectata, elegantiam fere Atticam redolens; et ab eo loquendi genere long® remota quod verna- 
culum erat Judzis ; id quod vobis magis mirandum videbitur, ctim, quod Jesus in sermonibus suis 
linguam Syro-Chaldaicam usurpaverit, is, qui, quod Ille dixisset narrando vellet exprimere, verborum 
colorem et habitum non minis quam rerum ordinem et seriem inde esset mutuaturus. Lucam igitur 
dedita opera hance dicendi rationem declindsse, jure, ut opinor, fateamini. 

Et quemadmodum alia regione quam Palestina editum fuisse, ita ad alios quam Palestine 
incolas preesertim scripsisse, testem maxim’ idoneum, ipsum Evangelistam, licet excitare. Nam 
lectores suos in Chorographia sacra plane hospites videtur cogitdsse, et ad talium captum orationem 
suam accommodasse. 

Hine Mons Olivarum, notissimus ille Judeis, Luce est dpos 7d kaXotvpevov érawv?, Hine 
Capernaum, florentissimum illud et nobilissimum oppidum in Gralileed esse situm indicare non super- 
sedit ; quod quis queso Judeeus*, ad Judeos scribens, opere pretium esset existimaturus? Hine 
Gadarenos @ regione esse Galilzez monere non otiosum putavit‘. Hine in ipso Hierosolymorum 
nomine a ceteris variavit. Nam quum ceteri Evangelistee vix uspiam, urbem illam Judee pri- 
mariam, ‘Iepovcadij, sed semper “IepoodAvpa dixerint, contra Lucas veritus fortasse, ne ‘Iepoao- 
Ava & Greco fonte derivari videretur, illam triginta fere in locis “Iepoveadnp appellavit. 

Ut ad Hebrzos Lucam non scripsisse liquet, sic (ut ad illam queestionem pergamus, quam in 
Theophili nomine tractandam accepimus) in Grecorwm preecipue usus, Evangelium suum elucubrasse, 
si internam operis formam et dictionem scrutamini, haudquaquam, ut opinor, estis dubitaturi. 

Nam ut hance non modo tutissimam sed etiam proximam et maximé compendiariam argu- 
mentandi viam insistamus, ut ad ipsam Evangelists, inquam, dictionem provocemus, et quedam 
exempla ex hoc fonte delibemus, dum ceeteri Evangelista omnes uno ore Dominum Nostrum 
voce ‘“Pa8B8i et ‘PaSPovvi salutent, Lucas ex composito hujus appellationis usum videtur 
detrectasse; et eam Hellenicé dictione "Emictartns’ reliquis tribus nusquam adhibita permutavit. 
Hinc et illud wcava’, & ceteris omnibus usurpatum, circumloquendo defugit. Hine, chm homo 
paralysi affectus apud Matthaum et Marcum octies zrapadutixos’ vocetur, Lucas videtur sensisse 
activam hance formam parim Greece passivo sensu efferri, eamque nunquam adhibuit, sed ejus in loco 
vocem trapanrerupévos ceteris Evangelistis plane ignotam reposuit; hinc quum ille hoc morbo 
laborans apud ceteros Evangelistas * reclinatus in kpaBBat@, quod Romanum vocabulum est, indu- 
catur, apud*® Lucam Greeco «wd bajulatur; cdm apud” illos tributum «jvoos Latine, idem apud 
illum ¢opos Greec® nuncupatur ; si uli vocem zraidéov frequentant, ille aliquantum varietatis amantior 
hujus vice pauld elegantiiis Bpépos” seepissime usurpat, quod illi ne in uno quidem loco adhibuisse 
invenientur. Hine denique aqua illa Galilee sive Tiberiadis in historia sacra decantatissima, quam 
ceteri Evangelistee semper @ddaccay et ne semel quidem Aiurnv appellant, ab illo contra ad Greecos 
scribente, maris aperti gnarissimos, et rerum nauticarum peritissimos, semper Aiuyyn tantim, nunquam 
verO Gddacca appellatur. 

Minime? vos latet, quod ab auctoribus idoneis et venerande antiquitatis accepimus, Marcum 
quidem suum Evangelium Petri opera exardsse, et in usum Ecclesia Romane potissimtim Iiteris 
consignasse. Satis erit Hieronymum™ hujus rei testem appellasse, cui dit apud Damasum com- 
moranti historia Ecclesie Romane probe erat perspecta. Cujus quidem testimonio adstipulantur 
plurima et luculenta indicia in ipso Evangelio passim sparsa. Sed, ut caeteros missos faciamus, 
unicum tantim @ Marci Evangelio locum citasse non peenitebit, qui cim Divi Luce de eddem re 


1 Lue. vi. 13; ix. 10; xvii. 5; xxiv. 10. 7 Matth. iv. 24; ix. 2.6. Marc. ii. 3—5.9, 10. Lue. vy. 18. 
2 xix. 29. Cf. Luc. ii. 4, tris karetrar BnOreéu: vii. L1,méAw 24. Cf. Act, viii. 7; ix. 33. 

kadouuevny Naly. See note on xxi. 37. 8 Marc, ii. 4.9. 11, 12. Joh. v. 8—12. 
3 Luce. iv. 31. 9 Lue. v, 19. 24. 
4 Luce. viii. 26. ‘0 Matth. xvii. 25; xxii. 17.19. Marc. xii. 14. Luc. xx. 22; 
5 Matth. xxvi. 49. Mare. ix. 5; x. 51; xi. 21. Joh. i. 38. xxiii. 2. 

49; iii. 2. 26; iv. 31; vi. 25; ix. 2: xi. 8; xx. 16, et Lue. v. WN aaen i. 41.445) ti. 12. 165 xviii. 15. 

5; viii. 24. 45; ix. 33. 49; xvii. 13. 2 Hieron. Script. Heck. i. p. 272. 


6 Matth. xxi. 9. 15. Mare. xi. 9,10. Joh. xii. 13, 
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verbis collatus id, quod supra memoravimus, Marcum Latinis, Lucam verd Gracis, scripsisse, una 
eddemque ratione, declarabit. Rem ipsam videamus. 

Apostolis jam ad suum munus designatis, eos preceptis instruit Jesus, quomodd se in officio 
administrando gerere debeant. Id verd in memoriam vestram revocetis, eandem divini Magistri 
hortationem, & duobus illis Evangelistis, levi quidem si vultis inter se varietate, sed que haudqua- 
quam parvi momenti existimanda sit, esse enunciatam. Recordamini igitur, queso, Marcum pre- 
ceptum dominicum, ne secum Apostoli nummos portarent, ita extulisse, gi aipete eis Covny 
xarx«ov', Lucam verd, verbis leviter immutatis, 4) aipere apyvpsov’. Apud Romanos enim, ut 
nemini non est cognitissimum, nummi non argentwm (quod iis res fer’ alia) sed ws vulgo audie- 
bant ; et nummos, quod ex uno illo Horatiano satis liquet, “ Ibit ed quo vis qui zonam perdidit,” 
inquit, in gonam conjicere erat usitatissimum. Hine igitur illa Marci ad Romanos scribentis 7 
aipete eis Sovnv yadkov. Quee omnia apud Greecos long® sects erant. Nam primim pecunia iis 
neque ypvads neque yadxos, sed quod hic Lucas posuit, dpyvpos vel apyvptov vulgo vocabatur, eo 
quod Greecia, et presertim Attica, argenti erat feracissima, auri verd non item; ita ut ante Alex- 
andri M. tempora aurum signatum rarissimé Grecorum manibus tereretur ; deinde iis familiare erat 
nummos in sacco asservare quem illi BadAdytiov nominabant, de qua voce opere pretium erit admo- 
nere, eum quatuor in locis 4 Luca * ad Greecos scribente usurpari, nusquam vero alias, ne uno quidem 
in loco, in Sacro Codice apparere. 

Veniam mihi detis, si pauca alia huc pertinentia adnotavero. Lwcernam accendi, si actionem 
ipsam spectatis, res est san®@ minimi momenti; sed videte, queso, in verbis quibus describitur 
quantum insit ponderis ad id quod volumus demonstrandum. Nam cim ceteri Evangeliste * xaleuw 
Avyvov dixerint, Luce id genus loquendi se probare non poterat, ut Grecorum suorum religiosis 
auribus displiciturum, quibus consulens id in @atew Avyvov® semper reformavit. Et, ut in argu- 
mento tenui, sed haud aspernando, paulo diutits immoremur, illud eodem consilio factum videtur, 
quod ciim ceteri Evangelista dXos ° pro €repos, rariis ab illis usurpato adhibuerint, Lucas solus huic 
voci €repos passim ab eo adhibite, rerum diversitatis cum oppositione quadam sensum reservaverit; et 
cim vocula azas pro Tas, omnis, vix septies in czeteris Evangeliis reperiatur, et in Joannis Evangelio 
ne semel quidem, & Luca varietatis et elegantiz imprimis studioso quadragies et ampliis usurpetur. 

Neque vero,—ut hoc quoque animadvertamus,—puriora tantim et exquisitiora vocabula quam 
ceeteri consectatus fuisse videtur, sed verborum quoque formas venustiores adamasse. Ne longd 
abeam ; apud illos éyaunoa’ reperias, apud hunc autem éynua; et plurima alia sincerioris Atticismi 
exempla. Neque illud vos preterit apud nullum Sacre Scripture auctorem quam apud Evan- 
gelistam nostrum tam crebro legi, vel in Actis vel in Evangelio, composita illa drevifw *, éuobv- 
pacov, éverriov, iodyyedos, et similia; que si nihil aliud, cert® illud demonstrant, eum scribendi 
varietate, vi, et venustate, non mediocriter valuisse. Quamobrem rectissimé ab Hieronymo dicitur 
ad Damasum scribente, “ Inter omnes Evangelistas Greeci sermonis eruditissimus.” 

Videtis jam ut opinor, quorum potissimim commodis studere voluerit divinus noster annalium 
conditor. Neque abs re fuerit, si aliam quandam rem, ad institutum nostrum pertinentem, non 
intactam pretermisero. Hodiernam Gracie linguam ut ad Septuaginta Interpretum Versionem 
explanandam magne esse utilitatis, ita Novi quoque Feederis dictioni illustrands magnopere inser- 
vire, pauci sunt reperiendi qui vel infitientur vel ignorent. Sed illud quoque additum velim, dictu 
esse difficile, quot loquendi usus peculiares Evangelista noster frequentaverit, qui & majoribus suis 
rarissime inter scribendum adhibiti ab incolis Greecize nunc quam creberrime usurpantur: cujus 
quidem rei nulla probabilior reddi ratio potest, quam dictionem Evangelii, ad Grecorum usus 
destinati, in eorum quasi lingua inveteravisse. 

Ut brevi rem pracidam, ousréw colloquendi sensu & Luca positum® eandem hodie vim obtinet, 
nunquam ab alio quoquam Scriptore N. T. usitatum. 

Bpéxo, pluo; bdve, venio, poterant recenseri, sed in aliis quoque extant Evangeliis. Sic 
yevoauevos, pransus ; ovomata, persone" ; xpovor, anni” ; Bouvos, mons ; quae apud hune leguntur, 


1 Mare. vi. 8. Ae fbis Ey. Luc. | —a nuillo alio Evangelista . 
2) Duc. ix. 3. drevi Ceo ‘(decies Act. a patur. aa: 
3 Luc. x. 4; xii. 33; xxii. 35, 36. ene {bis et vicies Hy. —semel in Joanne, szepe 
4 Matth. v.15. Mare. iv. 21, al. Adxvos Epxerau. ‘quatuor decies Act. A. in Apocalyp. 
5 Lue. viii. 16; xi. 833; xv. 8; xxii. 55. Ss anbuned ey undecies ; 
6 Cf. Matth. xiii. 5, | Mare. iv. 5. 7, 8, Lue. viii. 6, Lo 2 AEN SS RO Ve apoa nullo alio Evang. usurpatur. 
5 wey 8 ey 3 ev 9 Luc. xxiv. 14, 15. Act. xx. 11; xxiv. 26. 
BAAa dt ka) %AAO Kal €repov LOT Act xe LO xx. LI]. EUS Acta iawlos 
&raa dt kal &AAO ka) €repov 2 Lue. vili, 27; xx. 9; xxiii. 8. xpdvos nunguam in plurali 
ddda be xa) &AAo kad €repov apud alium quemquam Evangelistarum. 


7 Matth. xix. 9, 10; xxii. 25. Marc, vi. 17. Luce, xiv. 20. 13 ji, 53; xxiii. 30. 
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familiari Greecorum sermone, eodem sensu, usurpantur, vocibus que antiquitiis has significationes 
obtinebant, pene jam in oblivionem lapsis. Utriim ille quas diximus locutiones & vernacula 
Greecorum oratione sumpserit, an aliunde hauserit, in medio relinquimus; id verd conjici potest, a 
publicé lectitato in synaxibus Ecclesiasticis hoc Evangelio, hoc commodum manavisse, ut non modo 
he dictiones conservatz sint, sed ut lingua ipsa Greca, post tot annorum lapsus, et tot rerum 
publicarum vicissitudines, adhuc in Greecia vivat et vigeat. 

Non injucundum erit observatu, hanc quam ab ipso Evangelio de auctoris consilio sententiam 
eruimus, externis testimoniis confirmari. Ut pauca afferam, Gregorius Nazianzenus ' Ecclesize Con- 
stantinopolitanze antistes, eum Gracis scripsisse disert® asseverat ; et Patrum Latinorum eruditis- 
simus, Gregorii auditor, Hieronymus’, “Lucas,” inquit, “discipulus Apostoli Pauli, in Achaiz 
Beotizeque partibus, volumen condidit;” et in alio loco, “ Lucas, sermonis Greci eruditissimus, 
Evangelium Greecis scripsit.” 

Jam verd, ad hance opinionem amplectendam, de Evangeliste consilio, philologicis rationibus 
adducti, moralia queedam huc pertinentia attingere velimus. Ab hoc quod diximus Auctoris nostri 
consilio nata fuisse videtur peculiaris illa indoles, que Sancti Luce Evangelium 4 Matthei pre- 
sertim historia distinguit. Hine leetze ille apud Nostrum imagines, Ethnicorum mentes recreature, 
et divino quodam amore perfusure. Hine apud Lucam Christus ab Adamo genealogica serie 
deductus*; et homo omnis homini frater: hinc apud eum prodigus 4 Gentilismi siliquis et exilio 
magna cum letitid in domum paternam postliminid receptus‘; hinc sacerdoti preelatus Samari- 
tanus’; et Phariseeo Publicanus’®; hinc Christus apud Zaccheum devertens, eique benedicens’ ; 
hine latro, Christum confessus, translatus & cruce in Paradisum *. 

Hee omnia apud Lucam et apud Lucam solwm reperiuntur. 

Hine, ut ad Grecos revertamur, pre timore, ne illi, ut fervida imaginandi vi pre ceteris 
preediti, sibi in fide Christiana novam quandam polytheismi formam, et Theologiam sensibilem et 
quasi To7vxjv, comminiscerentur, ne uno quidem in loco Christi religio & Luca dicitur Baciela Tov 
ovpavay, quod contra plusquam tricies fit apud Mattheum, sed semper Bacireia Tod Ocod. Hine, 
dum Matthzeus /eprosos & Christo sanatos, propter Judes, frequentissimé commemorat, Lucas in 
demonibus ab eo ejectis omnipotentiam Christi adstruere conatur. 

Hine multus est Noster in iis officiis commendandis, que Greci potissimtm erant docendi. 
Hine Deo precari, et gratias agere, frequentissimé hortatione, et exemplo Christi proposito, ab eo 
inculcatum. 

Et, ut non modo que ad pietatem erga Deum spectant, sed que ad vivendi cum hominibus 
rationes, videamus, quoniam, ut alia taceamus, duo erant preecipue, quibus Greeci erant emen- 
dandi, unum civile, alterum vero domesticum, his Lucas in Evangelio suo de industria providisse 
videtur. 

Primim, quod ad civilem rerum conditionem spectat, fieri non poterat, quin Greeciee populi cum 
tristi quodam desiderio respicerent pristinum illum rerum suarum statum, in quo ipsi imperio 
florentissimo poterentur, et psen® totius Europe principatum obtinerent; neque san® erat miran- 
dum, si fasces Romanos in ips’ Athenarum Arce laureatos, et aquilas Latinas in apice Acro- 
corinthi dominantes, cum tacitaé quadam indignatione,—ne dicam frementes gementesque, — 
viderent. 

Quem quidem mentis affectum divinus ille medicus animorum, Lucas, mitibus verbis et divine 
philosophiz lenimentis mulcere et sedare conatus est. Videte modo, quam ad rem accommodate 
Greecize incolas externo jugo tum subditos imagine illa recreaverit, qua CurisruM ipsum, tanquam 
alterum Imperatorem, induxit, venientem & longa regione ut principatum sibi adscisceret °, et deinde 
in patriam reverteretur, et sempiternis preemiis omnes afficientem, qui, modest? legibus parentes, 
officio suo satisfecissent; videte quomodo Noster, ut Gracorum vel impatientiam ferocientem 
frenaret, vel desultoriam levitatem corrigeret, Christum Ipsum, Regem Regum, et Dominum 
Dominorum, ab ipsa nativitate Casari obsequentem et morigerum exhibuerit"’, et divinum Christi 
preceptum, ut “ Dei Deo, ita Cesari Cxsaris” tribuenda, sine ulla tergiversatione declaraverit ”. 

Sed domestica videamus. Quam dura et indigna fortuna, Evangelist tate, apud Greecos 
uterentur mulieres, et quantee esque teterrime pestes ab hoc fonte manantes hominum vitam inqui- 
naverint, profecto habetis compertius, quam ut nostra egeat commemoratione. Contemplamini 
autem, quam efficacem et salutarem medicinam huic gravissimo morbo Lucas adhibuerit in ipso 


1 Greg. Naz. i. 611; ii. 275. 5 x. 33—37. 9 xix. 12: 
2 Hieron. ad Damas. 145. Cf. in Isa. c. vi.; et in Philemon. 6 xviii. 14. 10 ji. L—6. 
3 iii. 38: 7 xix. 2—10. RNS 6.4 OM lay 


£ xv. 20—27. 8 xxiii. 43. . 
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Evangelii principio, ita ut jure dixerit Patrum doctissimus, “ Lucz liber quoties legitur in Kcclesiis, 
toties ejus medicina non cessat.” Intuemini igitur, queso, quam decoras, quam venustas, quam pias 
foominex virtutis in omni vite state et conditione imagines proposuerit ; in sanct& conjuge Eliza- 
betha, in pid vidud AnnA, in beaté Virgine Maria. Videte quam claré Christum IMu/ieris semen esse 
docuerit. Longum erat, divine Christi bonitatis erga feminas documenta, que a Lucé habemus, 
eoque solo, memorize prodita, enarrare. Recordamini modo Ejus benevolentiam in viduam illam 
Naaniticam ', in Mariam Magdalenam’, in mulierem peccatricem*, in Joannam, in Susannam*, in 
Mariam bone partis electricem’, et verba illa tenerrimo affectu plenissima, quibus filias Hierosolyme ° 
Christus jam procedens ad mortem consolatur. 

His omnibus careremus, nisi Luce liber esset in manibus. 

Que cuncta si animo volvatis, Sanctum Dei Spiritum Evangelista nostri, ut maxime, ore 
loquentem, verum foemines gentis Vindicem, efficacissimum virilis sexts Emendatorem, et castissimum 
domesticarum omnium virtutum Preeceptorem, agnoscetis. 

Jam vero illud ab iis que & nobis disputata sunt satis apparere speraverim, Greecam nationem 
doctrind Christiané instituendam sibi sumpsisse divinum Nostrum Eyangelistam. Equidem Lucam 
crediderim, Spiritis Sancti afflatu plenum, et almo jubare illuminatum, in persona Theophili sui, cui 
opus suum inscripsit, non Theophilum tantim, sed gentem illam universam quasi coram oculis 
conspexisse, et in uno illo discipulo totam Graciam erudiisse. Quam illustris, quam gloriosa rerum 
species Evangelistee Nostri oculos oblectaverit, cm heec scriberet, dici nequit. Vertm enimverd 
libet, libet inquam quam maxim?, hance cogitationem animo fovere, Lucam jam tum Spirittis Sancti 
ope inflammatum, mentis sus acie preevidisse sanctos illos et pios et magnos viros, qui, vel Greecia 
oriundi, vel Greco sermone locuturi, veritatem Christianam 4 se ipso in Grecia propagatam, pietate 
essent ornaturi, doctrina confirmaturi, eloquentid asserturi, fortitudine propugnaturi, sanguine 
denique obsignaturi. Contemplamini mecum Quadratum et Aristidem, fortissimos viros, Athenis 
Apologias suas pro Christiana Fide Hadriano Imperatori deferentes ; aspicite Athenagoram, Athena- 
rum suarum lumen, ex Ethnico Christianum, ex Philosopho Catechistam; videte Dionysium, 
Corinthize Ecclesize Episcopum, tantee eloquentie et sanctitatis Virum, ut Clerum Lacedemonium, 
Atheniensem, Cretensem, epistolis erudierit; aspicite magnos illos et amicissimos duumviros, 
Gregorium Nazianzenum et Basileium Magnum Athenis simul operam literis dantes ; videte eadem 
in urbe concionantem, Lucee (ut probabile est) popularem, Antiochize lumen, Joannem Chrysos- 
tomum, qui singularem vitee sanctitatem admirabili quadam doctrine abundantia auxit, et dicendi 
facultate illustravit. Hos jure discipulos suos nominaverit Evangelista Noster Sanctus Lucas; hi 
sunt ejus alumni; hi discipuli; hi Theophili. 


On the Date of St. Luke’s Gospel. 


St. Luke relates in the Acrs of the Avosties’, that when St. Paul was at Troas a vision 
appeared to him by night; ‘“ There stood a man of Macedonia and prayed him, saying, Come over 
into Macedonia and help us.” 

On this, he proceeds to say, “We endeavoured to go into Macedonia, assuredly gathering that 
the Lord had called ws to evangelize them °.” 

These words are remarkable. The vision appeared to Paul; but the message was deemed by 
St. Luke to be designed for himself also; and the Holy Spirit, in the Acts of the Apostles, autho- 
rizes that opinion. 

Therefore, St. Luke also, as well as the Apostle, was called by the Holy Ghost to preach the 
Gospel in Greece ; where, as yet, St. Paul had never been. 

Accordingly, we find that St. Luke crossed over with St. Paul to Neapolis, and thence came 
to Philippi’. We do not find that he proceeded with St. Paul at that time beyond that city; but. 
he appears to have remained there ”. 

There are many reasons which may induce us to believe that his Gospel was written and pub- 
lished before, or at, that time,—i. e. not later than a.p. 53". 


1 vii. 11. ? viii. 2. Paul’s journey from Philippi, the person is changed from we to 
SEVIS fe 4 vill. 3. they. 

; x, 42. 6 xxiii, 28. He was probably left by St. Paul at Philippi to maintain and 

; Acts xvi. 9. oe : advance the work of evangelization which had been commenced 

Acts xvi. 10. This is the first mention of St. Luke in the there. See below on Acts xvi. 4 ; xx. 5, and on 1 Thess. i. 9; 

New Testament. iii. 6. Phil. iv. 3. i 

9 Acts xvi. 12. 11 See Chronological Tables prefixed to the Acts and to St. 


#° At the beginning of chapter xvii. where he speaks of St. Paul’s Epistles: and compare Tidlemont, Mémoires ii. p. 253. 
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The grounds of this opinion may be stated as follows ; 

It is affirmed by ancient Christian Authors, that St. Luke was a native of Antioch in Syria’, 
the city in which the disciples were first called Christians ; and in which St. Paul was ordained to 
the Apostleship of the Gentiles? ; and in which he spent much time *, and which was, as it were, the 
centre of Christianity to the Gentile world. 

If St. Luke resided in his native city, he had frequent opportunities of intercourse with St. Paul 
there, and had abundant means of preparation for composing an Evangelical History of our Lord’s 
Ministry upon earth. 

Certain it is, as he himself states, that he had followed up the whole course of the Evangelical 
History from the first, and had been conversant with those “who from the beginning were eye- 
witnesses and ministers of the Word *.” 

St. Paul, as was just now stated, having preached for a short time in Macedonia, left St. Luke 
there; and having arrived at Corinth, the capital of Achaia, he wrote two Epistles to the inhabit- 
ants of Thessalonica, the principal city of Macedonia. 

It is most probable that in his Apostolic care for the Macedonian Churches, St. Paul had taken 
care to provide for them some narrative of the Birth, Teaching, Miracles, and Sufferings of Him 
Whom he preached to the Gentiles, when they turned from dumb idols to serve the Living God’. 

The Holy Spirit, Who inspired St. Paul to write Epistles to the Greeks, would, we may believe, 
have also inspired an Evangelist to write a Gospel for their use ; without which, the teaching of the 
Apostle in his Epistles would have scarcely been intelligible to them. 

Christian Parents and Teachers are accustomed to instruct their children and scholars in the 
historical narrative of the Gospels, before they proceed to expound to them the doctrinal teaching of 
the Epistles; and this practice seems to afford a presumption, that a Gospel would have been 
provided for the Heathen world, before they were regarded as qualified to profit by the Hpistles of 
St. Paul. 

In fact, we find, that St. Paul even in his earliest Epistles to the Gentiles—the two Epistles to 
the Thessalonians—supposes them to be acquainted with the leading facts of the Gospel, and with 
the principal articles of the Christian Faith °. 

Further, in the First Epistle to the Thessalonians, when describing the circumstances of 
Christ’s Second Advent, he appears to be referring to our Lord’s words, as recorded by the Kvan- 
gelist St. Luke. He states, that what he there says, is well known to them’. How could this be? 
If they had St. Luke’s Gospel, the answer is clear. If they heard it publicly read in their religious 
assemblies they would be familiar with what he is stating, and they would at once acknowledge its 
truth ; for it had been spoken by Christ Himself, and was recorded by the Holy Spirit for their 
learning in the Gospel of St. Luke’®. 

St. Paul solemnly adjures the Thessalonians to read his own Epistle to the brethren; that is, 
to read it publicly in the religious assemblies of the Church, as the Hebrew Scriptures were read in 
the Synagogues by the Ancient People of God’. 

The Apostle who gives such an earnest charge that his own writings should be publicly read, 
may be reasonably presumed to have been no less desirous to provide for the public reading of some 
Evangelical Narrative of the Miracles, Teaching, Death, Resurrection, and Ascension of Christ; on 
which all the doctrine of his own Epistles was grounded, and which would impart divine authority 
to what he there taught. 

The Gospel of St. Luke was specially designed for the Greek and Gentile Churches, to which 
St. Paul wrote his Epistles; and it would afford the best illustration and confirmation of those 
Epistles. 

The Evangelist St. Luke was the fellow-traveller of St. Paul in Greece; and the Gospel 
of St. Luke would be the best commentary on St. Paul’s Epistles circulated in that country. 

About three years after the date of St. Paul’s Epistles to the Church of the capital of Mace- 
donia, Thessalonica, St. Paul himself came to Macedonia, and there he wrote his Second Epistle to 
another great Christian Church, that of the Corinthians. 


1 See above, p. 157. ye have ewact and accurate knowledge of what I am now saying. 
2 Acts xili. 1—4. This could hardly be, unless they had some written Evangelical 
3 Acts xi. 27; xiv. 26—28; xv. 35, 36. document with which they were all familiar; such as a Gospel, 
4 Luke i. 2, 3. multiplied by means of copies, and read in religious assemblies. 
5 1 Thess. i. 9. See on | Thess. v. 2. 

6 See notes below, 1 Thess. i.9; ii. 18; v. 2. 27. 8 See note on 1 Thess. v. 2. 

7 | Thess. v. 2, ato) a&xpiBas ofSare, ye yourselves well know; 9 See note on 1 Thess. v. 27. 
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That Epistle was sent to Corinth by the hand of a person whom he describes as having been 
chosen, together with himself, by the votes of the Churches, to carry the alms collected in Greece 
to Jerusalem: and he describes this person as “the brother whose praise is in the Gospel throughout 
all the Churches *.” 

The opinion that this brother is no other than the blessed Evangelist St. Luke, is grounded on 
internal evidence, and is confirmed by the testimony of ancient writers, and is adopted by the Church 
of England in her Collect for his Festival, and appears to rest on a sound and solid foundation, as 
will be shown in another place’. 

Suffice it here to say, that it is not easy to understand, how the praise of any one could be said 
to be “in the Gospel throughout all the Churches” at that time, except by the circulation of some 
written document, by means of which the Author of it would be generally known by the Churches 
as an Evangelist. But the matter is fully cleared up, if we accept the statement, which is almost 
demonstrably evident from St. Paul’s own words written in Macedonia, and addressed to the 
Corinthians, that the brother here mentioned as chosen by the Churches to be his companion and 
coadministrator of the alms which they had contributed for the relief of the poor Saints at Jeru- 
salem, is St. Luke; and if we also admit that the Gospel of St. Luke, who had come with St. Paul 
into Greece, in obedience to a divine call to evangelize that country*®, and who appears to have 
remained in Macedonia when St. Paul had proceeded southward to Corinth, had now been circulated 
among the Churches, and had been publicly read in them for several years. 

This would explain his election by the Churches to be their delegate and representative at Jeru- 
salem in conjunction with St. Paul; and this honourable testimony on their part to the Evangelist, 
and this praise of his labours through all the Churches, and this record of it by the Apostle St. Paul 
writing from Macedonia to Achaia, affords the best evidence of St. Luke’s faithfulness and zeal in 
labouring together with the Apostle of the Gentiles, and supplies a signiticant proof of the happy 
effects produced by his Gospel in the Churches of Greece. 

In harmony with these statements, we find St. Paul quoting from St. Luke’s Gospel in his 
other Epistles, in one of which he designates that Gospel as Scripture *. 

If the premises here stated are sound, the publication of this Gospel was not later than a.p. 53, 
twenty-four years ° after the death of Christ. 

This result is also important, as enabling us to approximate to the dates of St. Matthew’s and 
St. Mark’s Gospels. The former was certainly written before the Gospel of St. Luke, and probably 
the latter also °. 


1 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

2 See the note on 2 Cor. viii. 18, where the evidence on this 
point is stated. 

3 See Acts xvi. 8—10. 

4 See Luke x. 7, and on | Tim. v. 18. 

> The subscriptions at the end of some ancient MSS. of St. 
Luke’s Gospel assign even an earlier date, i.e. fifteen years after 
the Ascension: viz. a.D. 45. See Tischendorf, p. 546. In the 


Arabic Version published by Erpenius it is said, that the Gospel 
of St. Luke the Physician was written in a city of Macedonia, 
twenty-two years after the Ascension of our Lord into heaven, 
and in the fourteenth year of Claudius Cesar. This assertion is 
probably very near the truth. 

6 See Eused. iii. 24, and Jerome, Prolog. ad Matth., and Chrys. 
in Matth. i., and above, Introduction to the Four Gospels. 
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I. ! °EITEIAHIIEP odvdot éreyeipnoay dvardEacba Sujyynow epi tov 


tetynpopopnuevav év nuty tpaypatav, 2 * Kalas mapésocay Huw ot am apyns 


a Heb. 2. 3. 
1 John 1. 1. 
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, / A > 
Kpatiote Ocdgire, * wa emvyv@s 


Cu. I. 1. *Eresdqmep modAol emexelpnoay| Forasmuch as many 
have taken in hand. On the genuineness of this Preface, and of 
the earlier Chapters of St. Luke, which have been rejected by 
some recent critics (see Routh, R. §. iv. 15, ed. 1818), Dr. Routh 
says, quoting the very ancient Canon Muratorianus, ‘A nativitaie 
Joannis incipit dicere, etc. inc firmantur priora illa Evangelii 
Luce Capita, que ei abjudicare heretici cum veteres tim recen- 
tiores gestierunt. Est quoque notatu dignum agnovisse hanc 
Evangelii partem non tantiim omnes quos memorabo Scriptores, 
Just. Mart., Iren., Clem. Alex., Tertullian., Julium African., 
Origen., Cyprian., &c. Victorin., Petrum Alexandr., sed etiam 
Celsum, apud Origen. ii. 32.” 

Many have taken in hand. St. Luke does not approve them. 
The use he makes of émexeipnoay in Acts ix. 29; xix. 13, seems 
rather to suggest a silent censure upon them. It implies want of 
ability or authority. They have taken in hand, of their own ac- 
cord, without any special call or qualification, and without any 
successful result. ‘‘ Conati sunt (says S. Ambrose) qui implere 
nequiverunt.”” And they are numerous (oAAol), and therefore 
may distract you with their variety. 

St. Luke does not allude here to St. Matthew and St. Mark. 
“‘Mattheus et Marcus (says Oriyen) non sunt conati scribere, 
sed Spiritu Sancto pleni scripserunt Evangelia.”” ov« érexelpnoay 
(says Theophyl.) GAN éreAciwoay: and S. Augustine says (de 
Consensu Evang. i. 1), ‘‘ Ceteri homines (i.e. besides the Four 
Evangelists), qui de Domini actibus aliqua scribere conati vel ausi 
sunt, non tales suis temporibus extiterunt, ut eis fidem haberet 
Kcclesia, atque in Auctoritatem Canonicam sanctorum librorum 
eorum scripta reciperet.’”’ And similarly, S. Jerome, vol. iv. p. 2, 
Matt. i. Cp. Patrit. de Evang. lib. iii. diss. i. See above, Intro- 
duction to this Gospel, p. 164. 

— Tay TeTAnpopopnucvoy ev nuivy mparyudrwv] of the things 
that have been fully accomplished in us. The beginnings of 
these glorious events of the Gospel were revealed of old to the 
Patriarchs and Prophets, but their full consummation is now seen 
by us Christians, and in us. 

mAnpogopla is said of a ship, “ que pontum secat et plenis 
subit ostia velis.”’ Hence it is applied to describe the state of the 
mind when fully persuaded and convinced. See below on ] Thess. 
ids, Hepe Wal ls x 22. 

It is also said of things so full and complete as to give 
assurance and satisfaction. 

Here the events themselves seem to be compared to a ship 
impelled by the wind swelling its sails, and wafting it to the 
harbour: see 2 Tim. iv.'5, Ty diaxoviay cov wAnpopdpnaor : ibid. 
17, a 8° euod Td Kipvywa mwAnpopopndm. And therefore ra 
memAnpopopnucva mpdryuara are the things that have been fulfilled 
(‘res manifestissime ostensee,’ says Origen; ‘complete,’ Ambrose), 
—hbrought, as it were, after a long voyage, to the shore and 
harbour of perfect consummation and rest,—so as to assure us 
(BeBadoo) of their truth, ev dAndela Kal micter BeBala, says 
Theophyl. 


Some interpret these words, ‘ the things fully believed among 
us ;” but the other sense seems better supported by usage, and 
therefore preferable. 

2. Kabws mapédocay] as they delivered. This clause does not 
depend on difynow, but on retAnpopopnuevor. 

— am apxiis| from the beginning, i.e. of Christ’s Ministry, 
see iil. 23, dpxduevos. 

— tov Adyou] the Word. Probably, Christ, the Incarnate 
Word. So Jren. (Ep. ad Florin. Euseb. vy. 20), adrémra: ris 
(wis ToD Adyouv. Origen, Ambrose, and Cyril, p. 115 Mai, p. 
1, ed. Smith. Cp. on } John i. 1. Heb. ii. 3. Acts i. 21. And the 
words trnpérat and avrérrat seem to confirm this interpretation. 
See also Hammond’s note here. St. Paul has brnpéras Xpiorod, 
1 Cor. iv. 1. 

On the words Adyos Tod cod, used by St. Paul (Heb. iv. 12), 
as well as by St. John, for the Eternal Worn, the Second Person 
of the Blessed Trinity, see Dr. Jackson on the Creed, Book xi. 
ch. 12, vol. x. pp. 216—225. Also Book xi. ch. 47, vol. xi. pp. 
393—406. 

See also the note below on Heb. iv. 12, and on Titus i. 3. 

Valck. points out the propriety of the expression brnpéras, 
“remiges in navi, sc. Ecclesid.”’ See also on Acts xx. 32. 

3. mapnkodovOnxdt:] The participle here contains one reason 
for St. Luke’s writing; i.e. because I have accompanied the events 
side by side, even from the beginning; since I have walked, as it 
were, by the side of the stream, even from the fountain head. See 
the use of the word by St. Paul, ] Tim. iv. 6. 2 Tim. iii. 10. 

Perhaps also St. Luke here refers to the perfect understanding 
he had from St. Paul, who was instructed by divine revelation, 
2 Cor. xii. 7. Gal. i. 12. 1 Cor. xv. 3. Eph. iii. 3. See Jren. iii. 
1. Tertullian, adv. Marcion. iv. 2 and 5. S. Jerome, Script. 
Ecel. c. 7. 

— Kabetijs ool ypdWo] to write to thee, who hast been hitherto 
taught orally (karnxnéels), and to write xadeéjs, to narrate the 
events consecutively in a connected series, and methodical order. 
The word xaGetjs is peculiar to St. Luke, viii. 1. Acts iii, 24; 
xi. 4; xviit. 23. 

It can hardly here mean specially order of time, see on x1. 14. 

— Kpdtiote Ocdpire] O most excellent Theophilus. The 
name Theophilus indicates his Greek origin, the title kpdrioros 
(in Latin optimus) applied to magistrates, to Felix, Acts xxiii. 26; 
xxiv. 3; to Festus, Acts xxvi. 25, shows his official rank and 
station. 

Here is a reason why St. Luke was inspired to write a 
Gospel, in addition to those of St. Matthew and St. Mark. They 
had provided specially for the wants of Jewish converts, and of 
the middle class among the Romans. Some provision of a par- 
ticular kind was now to be made for the higher and more educated 
classes among the Greeks and Asiatics, and of the Gentile world 
generally, who were conversant with the Greek tongue, as the 
language of the higher classes of society throughout the world. 
St. Luke writes for them. 
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Hence no argument can be derived from these words (as 
some in recent times have supposed, e.g. Olshausen, Schleier- 
macher, and others) to invalidate the conclusion, that the Gospels 
of St. Matthew and St. Mark had been already written, and that 
“St. Luke was familiar with them, and adopted much from them in 
his own Gospel. No such argument can be drawn from St. Luke’s 
silence. He wrote the Acts of the Apostles, in which he narrates 
the history of St. Paul, and yet he never once mentions that the 
Apostle St. Paul, whose companion he was, and whose actions he 
there narrates, wrote any Epistles. 

Dr. Townson (on the Gospels, p. 214) has proved that St. 
Mark was conversant with St. Matthew’s Gospel, St. Luke with 
St. Matthew’s and St. Mark’s, and St. John with those of the 
other three. It is there also shown (pp. cxxxiii—cxlvii) that 
the Holy Spirit, in writing the Old Testament, embodied in later 
books portions of earlier ones; i.e. He reiterates by later writers 
what he had already spoken by earlier. So it was in the Old Tes- 
tament; so it is in the New. See above, p. 112—4. 

4. Wa émvyv@s] in order that thou, and such as thou, who have 
been catechized and baptized, mayest now have additional know- 
ledge (éri-yvwots), from a written history accommodated to thy 
use, on the certainty of those things concerning which thou 
wast catechized, or instructed by word of mouth. ‘‘ Diversa sunt 
yryvdonew et éemi-yiyvdonew,” says Valck., who illustrates this 
use of ém) in composition, signifying ‘accuratius quiddam.’ 


The whole Prowmium may be paraphrased as follows,— 

Since many have attempted to draw up a narrative concerning 
the actions and sufferings of Christ, which we have received from 
those who beheld Him, and ministered to Him from the beginning, 
and since some may be perplexed by the multitude and variety of 
these attempts ; it seems good to me, who have been called by the 
Holy Ghost to write, and who have followed the course of those 
events from the commencement; and who from my birth and 
education at Antioch, the second Gentile city in the world, and 
in which the disciples were first called Christians (Acts xi. 26); 
and from my friendship and association with Paul the Apostle of 
you Gentiles (Rom. xi. 13) in his travels and sufferings, as I will 
show in the second part of my history (Sedtepos Adyos, Acts i. 1), 
have special qualifications and a special commission for this holy 
work of providing a written Gospel for you, noble Greeks and 
Gentiles—for you, Theophili—who by your name proclaim your 
love of God, and God’s love for you; as written Gospels have been 
already provided by my brother Evangelists, for the Hebrews and 
Romans; in order that you, who have been baptized, and instructed 
orally in the Creed of Christendom, may have further knowledge 
of the certainty of those things wherein you have been orally 
instructed. 

It may be further observed on this Prowmium, that by its 
polished Greek diction (as contrasted with the Hebraizing style of 
St. Matthew and St. Mark), St. Luke appears to have designed 
to declare the class for whom fis Gospel is specially intended ; 
and by the use of words peculiar to himself and St. Paul (e. g. 
erexelpnoay— memAnpopopnuevov — kaTnxnons — dopdarciav), to 
mark his connexion with the Apostle to the Gendtles, in his evan- 
gelical mission and ministry. 

Almighty God, by His Providence over the Church, and by 
His Spirit in it, has given a practical explanation of this Prow- 
mium, All the dinyncess of the roAAol are lost; and only Four 
Gospels, those of St. Matthew, St. Mark, St. Luke, and St. John, 
have been received by the Church as Writings Inspired by the 
Holy Ghost. ‘In his omnibus,” says Origen, “ nihil aliud pro- 
bamus, nisi quod Ecclesia; id est Quatuor Evangelia.”’ 

St. Luke’s connexion with St. Paul is thus described by 
Treneus, adv. Heres. iii. 1, Aovkds 6 axdéAovbos TavdAou, 7d br? 
éxelvouv knpuooduevoy evayyeAvey ev BiBAlw KaTédero: cp. Eused. 
H. E. v. 8. iii. 4. Tertullian, adv. Marcion. iv. 15, Luce diges- 
tum Paulo adscribere solent. Origenes ap. Euseb. vi. 35, tplrov, 
To KaT& Aoveay, 7d 5rd MavAov émawovmcvov evayyeAtov. See 
above, the Introduction to this Gospel, p. 157. 168. 

5. &vy tats jyépas “Hpddov rt. B.] in the days of Herod the 


King of Judea. By this sovereignty of Herod, and by the enrol- 
ment in Judea under Cesar Augustus (ii. 1), he shows that the 
sceptre had now departed from Judah, Gen. xlix. 10. Cp. Cyri/. 

— fepets tis] a certain priest. One of the special purposes 
of St. Luke’s Gospel is to display the sacerdotal office and sacri- 


ficial efficacy of Christ, the true Priest, and victim of the whole 


human race (see the Introduction, p. 163, 164): and he aptly 
begins his Gospel by showing that the Levitical Priesthood and 
sacrifices were imperfect and transitory, but had a sacred purpose 
as preparatory and ministerial to the Priesthood and Sacrifice of 
Christ. | 

— Zaxaplas| Zacharias. 
on Matt. xxiii. 35. 

— &€ égnueplas ’ABid] of the course of Abia; the eighth in 
order of the twenty-four courses in which the Priests were arranged 
by David, i. e. sixteen courses of the family of Hleazar, and eight 
of Ithamar (J Chron. xxiv. 3—19. 2 Chron. viii. 14; xxxi. 2; 
Xxxv. 4; xxxvi. 24). 

Though only four classes returned from the Babylonish exile, 
they were distributed into twenty-four with the ancient names. 
Ezra ii. 36. Neh. vii. 39; xii. 1. Josephus, de Vita sud, § 1. 
Antiq. vii. 15. 7. Jahn, Archeol. § 366. 369. 

This record of the Baptist’s family proves his noble estate in 
a worldly view. <“‘ Pertinet hec narratio,” says Rosenm., ‘ad 
indicandam Joannis nobilitatem.’’ Cp. Joseph. (de Vit. 1, c. 
Apion. i. 7) on his own priestly extraction. 

— -EdwodBer] Elizabeth. = vir, Deus juravit; the name 
of Aaron’s wife (Exod. vi. 23), where the LXX have ’EAiodBer. 

Observe also, Mary is the same as Miriam, the sister of 
Moses and Aaron. Thus the beginning of the Gospel carries us 
back even by its names to the giving of the Law. 

6. evémioy] in the sight of. The word évémoy is used by LX X 
for Hebr. »5->y (al-pene), and of frequent occurrence in the 
writings of St. Luke; but never used by St. Matthew and St. 
Mark, and only once by St. John in his Gospel, xx. 30. It is 
common in the Epistles of St. Paul, and in the Apocalypse. 

évériov TO @cod, ‘in the sight of God,’—to contrast them 
with the great number of persons in their age, who sought to 
seem OSfxator in the sight of »an. See below, v. 15. 

— évtorais ab dixaiduaor] évroAat are moral precepts of 
natural law as reinforced in the Decalogue, see on Rom. vii. 8—13; 
dixaiéuara are those positive commands which were sanctioned as 
right by God’s command (see on Rom. i. 22; ii. 26; viii. 4), and 
added by special revelation of God, particularly for His worship 
and service, and were necessary to constitute the character of legal 
righteousness or justification (Sixaoovvn). Gen. xxvi. 5, ABpadu 
6 mathp cov eptrate Tas €vToAdS mov, Kal TA dixacduard pov, 
where evToAat wou stands for Hebr. ‘nis (mitsothe), and SiKxad- 
pard jou for nip (chukkothe). So 2 Chron. xvii. 4, eptaate 
Tas €vTOAGS mov Kal TA SikaldmaTd pov. ; 

7. dv oteipa, Kal aupdrepor mpoBeBnkdtes ev Tais eepats 
avtéyv] Cp. Gen. xi. 30; xviii. 11, in LXX Version. St. Luke 
adopts the words of the Sepiwayint Version of the Old Testament, 
as familiar to the Gentile converts, and thus connects the Gospel 
with its history. 

It has been alleged by a recent Expositor, that ‘ Zachariah 
could not have been very ‘ far advanced in years,’ because no one 
was permitted to perform the duties of a Priest beyond his fiftieth 
year,” and this is grounded on Numb. viii. 25. But ¢hat only 
applies to Levites. Cp. Numb. iii. 1—39; iv. 1. 30. 35. 38. 42. 
46—49; and even they waited on the Tabernacle after fifty. 
Numb. viii. 26; i. 53. 

9. Zaxe Tod Ovumitoat] he obtained by lot_the duty to burn 
incense on the golden altar before the Veil in the Holy Place 
(vabs), while the people were w in the outer court—the court of 
the Israelites—in the iepdv. 

It was erroneously supposed by some in ancient times that 
Zacharias was High Priest, and that this act of his was the annual 
entrance of the High Priest on the Day of Atonement (the tenth 
day of the seventh month Tisri) into the Holy of Holies, And 


On the etymology of this word see 
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on this supposition the chronology of the Conception and Birth of 
the Baptist and of our Lord has been arranged. But the word 
€\axe alone confutes this supposition. The High Priest did not 
draw lots; he alone could enter the Holy of Holies. 

On the courses of the Priests and the Temple-service see 
Lightfoot, i.915.947, and Wetstein here, p. 647. On the Temple 
itself see Lightfoot, i. 897. 1080. 

11. “.¢6n—Ovpuduoros] The Angel Gabriel, the heavenly Mes- 
senger of the Gospel, appeared to the Priest ministering in the 
Temple,—thus showing the harmony of the Gospel with the Law. 
Cp. Tren. iii. 10. He stood on the right side of the Altar, i. e. 
the south. (Wetstein.) 

— uyyeros Kuptov] the angel of the Lord. It appears to have 
been a special design of the Evangelist St. Luke in his Gospel 
and the Acts, to reveal to the world the important doctrine of the 
Ministry of the Angels of God to the Faithful, and of their in- 
strumentality in the concerns of the Christian Church. See i. 26; 
MeO Smo xi Ose xv. LOS) Xvi. 22 xxi. 43exmivy., 4.123: 
Acts i. 10. Cp. notes below on xxii. 43. Acts xii. 15, and St. 
Paul 1 Cor. xi. 10, and above, Introduction to this Gospel, p. 158. 

18. *Iwdvyny] John, e.g. ym (yochanan), the favour or grace 
of Jehovah; from mim (Vehovahy, and yom (chanan), gratiosus 
Suit; aname significant of the gracious tidings of which he was 
to be the harbinger, as the forerunner and herald of the Kingdom 
of Grace (see John i. 17). For the general form and diction of 
the sentence see LXX Version of Gen. xvii. 19. 

14. xapa—yaphoovra:] There shall be xapé co: because he 
(as his name shows) is a pledge of the xdpis Ocod. 

15. cixepa] strong drink, from the Hebr. 120 (shechar), root 
22 (shachar), inebriare, for which the LXX used olepa, Lev. x. 
9. Numb. vi. 3 (concerning the Nazarites), Deut. xiv. 26, and 
passim. “ oikepar olvos cuppeyhs Wdiopacwy, )) wav méua eumoLody 
peOnyv, wy e& dumédrov BE ckevaordv. (Hesychius.) Solebant 
Orientales inprimis é dactylis et succo palmarum potum inebriantem 
conficere. Plin. H. N. xiv. 19, Fiunt vina et é pomis: primumque 
6 palmis (quarum Palestina feracissima fuit), quo Parthi et Indi 
utuntur, et Oriens totus. Vid. et Hieronym. ad Ies. ix. 10.” 
(Kuin.) The sense is: He shall be a Nazir (Numb. vi. 3), 
ayvicbels, separate from the world, to God, like Samson and 
Samuel. See on Acts xxi. 24. 26. 

17. mpocAcdoera avtov]| he shall go before Him, i. e. the Mes- 
siah. The avrod without a preceding substantive, shows that the 
Personality of the Messiah fills the mind of the speaker. He is 
his adrés. Cp. Winer, p. 132. Autos is specially applied to 
Christ, as the Person, “ Qui facit Ipse per Se que nemo alius 
facit.” See Matt. i. 21. 2 Pet. iii. 4, 1 John ii. 12. 2 John 6, 


— °HAlov] of Elijah. See on Matt. xvii. 10. 

— éemotpevat}] to turn the hearts of the fathers to the children. 
Mal. iv. 6. The Angel Gabriel applies to St. John the Baptist 
(the precursor of our Lord’s first coming) the prophecy of Malachi, 
which has been made by many (see on Matt. xvii. 10) a main 
ground for expecting Elias in person before Christ’s second coming. 
He will turn the hearts of the fathers, i.e. of the Jewish nation, 
to the children, i.e. to the Apostles of Christ (Theophyl.) ; he 
will unite the Old and New Generations, as being a bond of union 
between the two covenants; being the last of the Prophets, and 
the first of the Preachers of Christ. See Matt. xi. 10, 11. 

— amrebe?s] OD (morim), rebellious, wicked. Wickedness is 
disobedience to God. 

— &v gpovice] év, to or for, the wisdom or intelligence. So 
exdreoey Tuas ey aryiacud, 1 Thess. iv. 7. Rom. i. 23—26. Cp. 
Glass., Phil. p. 485. On the meaning of opdynots see Eph. i. 8. 

19. To8piqrd] Gabriel; from 323 (gebher), vir, root 113 (gabhar),. 
validus fuit, and 5x (El), Deus. ‘Iam the strong man of God,’ 
sent on embassies concerning the Incarnation of Christ. See Dan. 
vili. 16; ix. 21. 

Earthly empires pass away ; but the same Angel Gabriel who 
had been sent to the prophet Daniel at Babylon, to announce the 
Divine Kingdom of Messiah under the Law, more than five hun- 
dred years before His birth, comes again to earth to Zacharias in 
the Temple at Jerusalem on a similar message, and to the Virgin 
Mary at Nazareth (v. 26). And his name, Gadriel, shows that 
the power of God is specially manifested in the Evangelical dis- 
pensation which he comes to announce. 

Certain rationalizing Expositors have endeavoured to explain 
away this angelic appearance. Others, dissatisfied with their 
attempts, have pronounced it to be purely mythical. This may 
serve as a specimen of the varying manceuvres of the Evil One in 
dealing with the inspired Text of the Written Word. Error is ever 
changing its form. ‘Truth is always the same. The faithful 
Church of Christ, holding the Word of God in her hand, retains 
her place, unchanged and unchangeable; for His Spirit is with 
her, and she stands on a Rock. 

They who desire to see an excellent refutation of the modern 
sceptical objections on the subject of Angelo-phany, may consult 
Dr. Mill’s Second Dissertation, pp. 1—4. 52—73. 

— ebayyeAicac0a] to preach the Gospel, or glad tidings; a 
word used more than twenty times by St. Luke in his Gospel and 
Acts, and very often by S¢. Paul; but never used in this sense 
by any other Evangelist, and only once by St. Peter, 1 Pet. i. 12. 
St. Matthew uses it once in a passive sense, xi. 5. 

22. adrds Ay Biavetwv| he himself was beckoning. Instead of 
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pronouncing the Sacerdotal Benediction with which the people 
were to be dismissed to their homes (Numb. vi. 23—26). The 
Priest, struck dumb when officiating in the Temple, on account of 
incredulity at the announcement of the Angel, was a symbol of 
the Levitical Law, now to be reduced to silence by the preaching 
of the Gospel. (Origen and Isidore, Hp. 131.) Cp. Heb. viti. 13. 

“ Credat Judeus,’”’ says Ambrose, “ ut logui possit,’’—Let 
the Jew become a Christian if he would recover his speech. 

— dieueve kwpds] heremained dumb, a divinely ordained proof 
to Zacharias and others of the reality of the Vision. Cp. Saul’s 
blindness, Acts ix. 8. 

It has been inferred by many Expositors from v. 62, évévevov 
aivré, that Zacharias was deaf as well as dumb. But this is not 
certain. As dumb, he made signs by beckoning (see v. 22, iv 
diavevwy avrots). His language was by signs: and it may be that 
his friends accommodated themselves to his condition, and used 
that language for communication with him. It is observed by 
Bengel, that: the dumb often prefer to be addressed by signs. 
Such a mode of intercourse does not remind them of their own 
loss of hearing, as compared with others: which is most painfully 
felt by inability to hear their own voice. 

Besides, the words gon ciwrév x.T.A., are probably intro- 
duced to define the sense in which kwods is used. And it is not 
said in v. 64, that Zacharias recovered his hearing ; but only that 
his tongue was loosed. 

23. olioy] his house. 
See v. 39. 

24. mepiexpuBey éavthy mivas wévte] she hid herself five 
months. The following therefore is the order of chronology. 
Elizabeth hid herself five months after her conception. On the 
sivth month, the Annunciation to the Blessed Virgin Mary took 
place (v. 26), and her conception-: soon after which she went with 
haste to the hill country and saluted Elizabeth (v. 39), and re- 
mained with her about ¢hree months (v. 56), and returned to 
Nazareth; and then nine months had expired from the Vision of 
the Angel to Zacharias, and John the Baptist was born (v. 57) ; 
and about siz months afterwards was the Nativity of Christ at 
Bethlehem. 

26. TaBprjaA| Gabriel. This message announced the exaltation 
of man’s nature above Angels, see Heb. ii. 5. 9. 16; yet, an 
Archangel joyfully brings it, and Angels celebrate the event (ii. 
13). There is no envy in heaven. 

— Na(apé0] Nazareth. See on Matt. ii. 23. It has been 
alleged by some that S¢. Matthew knew nothing of Joseph and 
Mary’s earlier connexion with Nazareth. But this is an error. 
See Matt. xiii. 55, 56, which shows that the family and kindred 
of Joseph were settled there, cp. Mark vi.3; and silently confirms 
St. Luke’s account (i. 26; ii. 4), that Joseph and Mary had come 
up from Nazareth to Bethlehem. The Apocryphal Books confirm 
the Gospel Narrative. See Evang. Nat. B. V. M., p. 319, where 
Nazareth is Mary’s birth-place. 

27. weuynorevuévgy] A Virgin, but espoused to a husband. 
See above on Matt. i. 18. The Virgin Mary was espoused; “ ut 
adventum Filii Dei Diabolus ignoraret,” says Origen, quoting the 
saying of S. Ignatius (Hpist.ad Ephes. c. 19), ZAadev Tov &pxovra 
Tov aidyos TovTOV TapHevla Mapias. The opinion of S. Ignatius 
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was, that the Devil may have known from the prophecy of Isaiah 
(vii. 14), that the Messiah now expected was to be born of a 
Virgin ; he saw that the Son of Mary was some great Personage ; 
he heard Him called the Son of God (Matt. iii. 17) at His bap- 
tism. But Mary was espoused to Joseph, how then could her 
Son be born of a Virgin? “ Disposuerat Salvator (says Origen) 
dispensationem suam et assumptionem corporis ignorare Diabolum, 
unde et in generatione sua celavit eum, et discipulis postea preci- 
piebat ne manifestum Eum faceret ; et chm ab ipso Diabolo ten- 
taretur nunquam confessus est Dei se esse Filium”’ (cp. 1 Cor. 
li. 6—8). 

Cp. Leo, Bishop of Rome in the 5th cent. (a.v. 440—462), 
Serm. xxi. p. 72, who there strongly condemns the doctrine of the 
Immaculate Conception, now made an article of Faith by Pope 
Pius IX. Dec. 8, 1854: ‘“ Assumpta est de Matre Domini natura, 
non culpa. Et cum in omnibus matribus non fiat sine peccati 
sorde conceptio, hec inde purgationem traxit unde concepit.”’ 
And Serm. xxiii., ‘Terra carnis humane, que in primo fuerat 
preevaricatore maledicta, hoc solo B. V. partu germen edidit bene- 
dictum, et a vitio sue stirpis alienum.” 

Could he have said more plainly, that she who conceived 
Christ without sin, was not conceived without sin? See also his 
Serm. xxxviii. 3, p. 83, and Serm. xxxix. 4, p. 87, where, in 
enumerating all the examples of remarkable conceptions and births, 
e.g. Adam, Eve, Isaac, Jacob, Jeremiah, Samuel, John the Baptist, 
he does not even mention that of the Blessed Virgin. And last 
of all, he says, Serm. lx. p. 135, “ Solus beatz Virginis Filius 
natus est sine delicto.” 

And Gregory the First, also Bishop of Rome (at the end of the 
sixth century), says, ‘‘ Solus [Redemptor] in carne sua vere mun- 
dus extitit.”” (Moral. in Job. xi. vol. i. p. 392.) 

So S. Cyril Hierosolym. p. 27, <is udvos avapudprytos, 6 Tas 
auaptlas nuay Kabapi(wy *Inoods, and S. Ambrose in Luce. ii. n- 
56, ‘‘ Solus ex natis de foemina sanctus dominus Jesus, qui terrence 
contagia corruptelz immaculati partus novitate non sensit, et 
ccelesti majestate depulit.’’? Other authorities to the same effect 
are cited in the Editor’s ‘ Occasional Sermons,’ No. xliii. 

Such was the testimony of the See of Rome for the first six 
centuries after Christ. ‘‘ How is the fine gold changed !”” (Lam. 
iv. 1.) How can that which is so much at variance with itself be 
imagined to be Infallible! and how dangerous and deadly is that 
system of religion, which is based on an imaginary Infallibility ! 

28. eiccAPey] Contrast with this simple narrative the ornate 
recital in the Apocryphal book, De Nativitate Mari, § ix. ed. 
Fabric. p. 33, or Thilo, p. 332, and p. 367. 

— Kexopirwpévn] specially graced or favoured by God. 
“Gratia cumulata” (Valek.). See v. 30, edpes xd piv m. 7. Ocd, 
and cp. Ephes. i. 6 ; not (as some render it) a source or channel of 
grace from God. Cp. Ececlus. xviii. 17. ‘‘ Non mater gratiz, sed 
filia.”” Beng. Cp. Mede, p. 18). 

81. ovAdAnYn] thou shalt conceive. To confirm her faith, the 
Angel reminds her of Isaiah’s prophecy (Isa. vii. 14), and assures 
her that it is now to be fulfilled in her, and that Jesus and Em- 
manuel are two names of the same Person. 

— *Inootv] Jesus. See on Matt. i. 21. 

33. cis rods aidvas] See Matt. vi. 13. 
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84, las ora totto] The question, how it should be, dees 
not express doubt, but rather implies faith, that it will be. The 
mas presupposes the tt. ‘* Non de effectu dubitat sed gualitatem 
ipsius querit effectis’”’ (Ambrose) ; and see Libri Apocr. N.T. p. 
332, ‘‘ Virgo non incredula sed modum scire volens.” 

But Zacharias (v. 18) had said, ‘‘ How shall I know this?” 
He disbelieves the 71. Mary delieves that it will be; and there- 
fore inquires how it will take place: Zacharias doubts that it will 
not be, and therefore asks for a proof of the Angel’s assertion, to 
remove his doubts. 

There is, therefore, astriking contrast between the learned Priest 
in the Temple at Jerusalem, and the humble maiden at Nazareth. 

35. Tvedua dytov—emoridoet] The Holy Ghost shall come 
upon thee, and the power of the Highest shall overshadow thee. 
As the Holy Spirit moved on the face of the deep, and brooded 
over it at the Creation, so now the Holy Spirit quickens the 
new Creation in Christ. On the figure here used, see note on 
Matt. iii. 16, and cp. Matt. i. 20. 

From these words of the Angel, the Nestorians are refuted, 
who say that a mere man was conceived and born of the Blessed 
Virgin, and afterwards was associated with God. Theophyl., who 
adds, Td yevvduevov ev TH uATpy exeivo jy vids Ocod. 

And while we maintain the Unity of Christ’s Person against 
Nestorius, we must, on the other hand, avoid the Eutychian 
heresy, which confounds the two natures of Christ. (Hooker, 
E. P. V. lii. and liii.) 

Some modern Expositors have interpreted mvetua Gy:ov, the 
divine essence generally ; because, they say, if we understand it 
literally, ‘‘the Holy Ghost,” it would follow that “the Holy 
Ghost is the Father of Jesus Christ.” But this is an error. 
“ Because (to cite Bp. Pearson) the Holy Ghost did not beget 
Christ by any communication of His essence, therefore He is not 
the Father of Him, though Christ were conceived by Him. . . the 
Word was conceived in the womb of a woman, not after the 
manner of men, but by the singular, powerful, invisible, immediate 
operation of the Holy Ghost, whereby a Virgin was beyond the 
Law of nature enabled to conceive, and that which was conceived 
in her was originally and completely sanctified.” Bp. Pearson 
on the Creed, Art. iii. Cp. Dr. Barrow on the Incarnation, Serm. 
xxiv. vol. iv. pp. 538 556. 

Leo M. (in his Sermon on the Nativity, xxiii. xxiv. pp. 76— 
78) compares the operation of the Holy Ghost in the Nativity 
to His work in the human soul in the Sacrament of Baptism. 
“ Factus est homo Christus nostri generis, ut nos divine nature 
possimus esse consortes. Originem quam sumpsit in utero matris 
posuit in fonte baptismatis. . . . Homini renascenti aqua bap- 
tismatis instar est uteri virginalis, eodem Spiritu replente fontem 
Qui replevit Virginem.’”’ Cp. the Collect for Christmas Day. 

— rd yevvdpevoy] that whichis being born of thee. Hence St. 
Paul says, Gal. iv. 4, ‘‘ God sent forth His Son, born 0f a woman :” 
not through a woman, but of her flesh; and therefore of the same 
nature with us; for Mary, being a daughter of Adam, is our 
Sister. (Athanas. ad Epict. Basil. de Spir. Sancto.) 


— Gdy.oy] Christ alone is holy, because not conceived by a fleshly 
union, but by the Holy Ghost. (Gregor. 18. Moral. c. 52.) See 
above on v. 27. 

86. 7 cuvyyevis cov] thy kinswoman. Therefore Jesus and 
John were relatives. And Christ, our High Priest as well as our 
King, was connected with the Priestly as well as the Royal race. 
Greg. Nazian. (Carm. 18, de Geneal. Christ.) 

Because Elizabeth and Mary were suyyevels, it does not 
follow that they were of the same trive. Josephus relates that he 
himself was sprung from ancestors of the priestly and royal 
tribes (Vit. i.) : and the Jews say (Wetstein) that Miriam, of the 
tribe of Levi, was wife of Caleb, of the tribe of Judah. 

On the form cvyyev)s, see Lobeck, Phryn. p. 451. 

— ynpet] On this Ionic form for yfpa, see Winer, G. G. p. 60. 

— phy extos—orelpa] On this use of the dative, see Matt. 
xy. 32. Mark viii. 2. 

37. obk—mnav] nothing. See on Matt. xxiv. 22. 

pijwa = Hebr. 123 (dabhar), matter spoken (see Vorst. de 
Hebr. N. T. p. 28). The phrase is from Gen. xviii. 14, LXX.. 
See Bp. Pearson, Preef. in LXX, p. 267. Cp. ii. 15. 

88. *Id0b 7 SovAn K.] Behold the handmaid of the Lord. On 
the Obedience of Mary, as contrasted with the Disobedience of 
Eve ; and on the conveyance of Life, as a consequence of the one, 
to counteract Death, flowing from the other, see Iven. ili. 33. 
And Aug. says (Serm. xv. de Temp.), “ Diabolus per serpentem 
Evee locutus per Hve@ aures mundo intulit mortem ; Deus per Ange- 
lum ad Mariam protulit verbum, et cunctis seeculis vitam effudit.”’ 

89. *Avacraca] ‘ Participium celeritatem denotans.’’ (Valck.) 
“‘Occasionem dederat Angelus.” (Beng.) 

— *Iovda] A Levitical city in the hill country of Judah. 
imagine it to be Jutta. See Reland, Palestin. p. 870. 
R.-W. v. Jutta, i. p. 641. 

But the Holy Spirit withholds the name; it may be, to re- 
strain vain curiosity. The exact day and year of Christ’s birth are 
not certainly known, see Matt. ii. 20. And the precise sites of 
the Nativity, of the Temptation, of the Sermon on the Mount, 
of the Transfiguration, of the Crucifixion, and of the Burial of 
Christ, are not known. A remarkable ‘act, perhaps providential, 
Say not, “lo here, or lo there!’’ Go sot forth on pilgrimages 
to the ‘ Holy Places;’ the kingdom of God 1s within you, xvii. 21. 
See above on Matt. iv. 1. 

41. écxiprnoe] leapt. Seeabove, v.15. Elizabeth, the mother, 
first heard the word, but the babe in her womb first felt the grace. 

46. Meyadtve:] Magnificat. Compare the Song of Hannah, 
I Sam. ii. 1. The Magnificat, so full of Hebraisms, connects the 
eucharistic poetry of the Gospel with the Psalms and other Hymns 
of the Hebrew Dispensation. ‘The same may be said of the Song 
of Zacharias, v. 68. 

Some of the Hebraisms have been noted as follows by Kuin. 
"Emoino€é jot peryadeia 6 Bduvards* peyadeia respondet Hebraico 
niv7a, ut Ps. Ixx. 21, & emolnods pot peyadeia: add. Ixxi. 19; 
cxxvi. 2, 3,€ quo loco verba nostra videntur esse desumpta. 6 
duvards, Hebr., 1123 potentissimus, epitheton Dei in literis sacris 
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satis frequens, vid. Ps. xxiv. 8. Kal &yiov 70 dvoua abtod, qui est 
veneratione dignissimus, nal &y.ov Td dv. ad. positum est pro, ob 
7d dbvoua Eyov' vid. Raphelius Obss. Herodd. ad h. 1. i.e. sim- 
pliciter 6 &yios, nam dvoua, ut Hebr. ow, seepius redundat. kat 
Td Edcos adTov eis yeveds yeveGv Tols poBovmevois adrdy, cujus 
(kal avrod pro o%, vid. ad v. 66) eterna est beneficentia erga cul- 
fores suos. Hxod. xx. 6. Kal mommy %drcos eis xtAiddas Tors 
ayanGot me, Kal Tots dvAdooovcl TA TpooTdyuaTd mov. Ps. Ixxxix. 
2, 3, Ta €A€N Kuptov eis Tov oidva dooua His yevedy rad yevedy 
amaryyerx@ —“Ott cimas els Thy aidva deos oikodounOhoeTa. 
Vocabulum éAcos, quod in versione Alexandrina respondet Hebr. 
som Ps. Ixxxix. 3; cili. 17. Prov. xix. 22. Hos. vi. 4, indicat 
Dei benignitatem, et beneficia ipsa v.58. 72. Tit. iii. 5. Heb. iv. 
16. cis yeveds yevedv, per omnes etates, perpetuo, Hebr. 14) 74? 
Ps. 1. c. et Jes. xxxiv. 17, ubi of 0. habent cis yeveds yevedy al. 

48. em) thy Tarelywow Ths SovAns adtov| He deigned to look 
on the low estate of his handmaid. Notwithstanding its lowness, 
He did not despise it. °Em¢BAcWev em éue thy tarewhy, od eyo 
mpds éxetvov avéBrewa (Theoph.); ‘sed humilem me respexit 
Deus.” ( Origen.) 

— pakaptodc:] they will call me blessed; not for my virtue, 
but because God hath done great things for me. (Theophyl.) See 
Bp. Taylor’s Life of Christ, sect. i., and By. Bull’s Sermon on 
the Blessed Virgin’s low and exalted condition, Sermon iv, p. 83, 
and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iii. p. 278. 

49. 6 Auvvards] 1 (Shadday), the Almighty. 

50. eis yeveds yeveav] to ayes of ages: 03 149 (ledor dorim), 
or 47) 147 (dor vador), Gen. xvii. 9. Exod. ili. 15. Joel it. 2. 

52. dvvdoras] Specially Satan, the Prince of this world. (Cyri/.) 

54, ’AvrcAdBet0| He laid hold of, inorder to help. ‘‘Avtida- 
Béo0at twds est manu prehensum aliquem periculo extrahere ; 
cp. Esa. xli. 8,9, ob *lopaha 6 mais 09 avteAaBdunr.” (Valck.) 
Cp. Heb. ii. 16. 

— *Iopahd] ‘The Israel of God,’—those who follow the steps 
of Abraham’s faith. (Bede.) 


56. wijvas tpeis| three months, probably till her delivery 

— inéotpeWer] returned. stmoorpépw in this sense is often 
used by St. Luke, about thirty times; but hardly once in any other 
Gospel. Some MSS. have it in Matt. viii. 13, and it is found in 
most MSS. in Mark xiv. 40. 

59. dyd6n nuépa] on the eighth day. Cf. Gen. xvii. 12. The 
circumcision did not take place in the Temple, but at home, in the 
house of Zacharias. Elizabeth, the mother, was present. 

On the typical character of the eighth day, the day of cir- 
cumcision, see on xxiv. l. 

— éxddouv] they were calling—they desired and designed to 
call him Zacharias. 

62. +> ri] On this use of 7d, see on Mark ix. 23. 


68. mvaxtdiov] a small tablet, probably covered over with wax, 
on which he wrote with a stylus. 


64. ’AvegxOn 5¢ 7d 076ua] His mouth was opened. “ Resoluta 
est lingua ejus, quia quam vinxerat incredulitas, fides solvit. 
Credamus et nos igitur, ut loquamur. Scribamus in Spiritu 
mysteria si volumus loqui, scribamus preenuntium Christi non in 
tabulis lapideis, sed in tabulis cordis. Etenim qui Joannem 
loquitur, Christum prophetat ; loquamur Joannem, loquamur et 
Christum, ut nostrum quoque os possit aperiri.”” (Amdbrose.) 
When the Voice, which was to prepare the way of the Eternal 
Word, comes forth into the world, the father’s tongue is loosed. 
(Greg. Naz. Orat. 6.) See above, on v. 22. 

68. EbAoyntés] Blessed. This Hymnalso, like the Magnificat, 
is replete with Hebraisms, harmonizing it with the Psalmody of 
the Old Testament. Thus the voices of the Law and the Gospel 
are heard in concert with each other; and utter a protest against 
those who would make the one to jar against the other. Some of 
the Hebrew expressions will be noticed in the following notes. 

The student may read the Hymns of this and the following 
Chapter in Hebrew Translations of the New Testament, and in 
the Book of Common Prayer rendered into that language. 

69. xépas] horn. yrR (keren), cornu, Ps. exxxii. 17. Horns 
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are emblems of power, Dan. vii. 7, 8. 11; viii. 3. Rev. v. 6; 
xii. 3; xii. 1; xvii. 3. 7. 12. 16, and of eminent persons in 
afamily. See Vorst. Hebr. p. 105. Ps. cxxxii. 17. Ezek. xxix. 
21, and Wetstein, p. 656. Jahn, Archeol. § 47. 

— owrnpias] See ii. 11. 

72, 73. frcos—pynoOjvat Siadhkyns aylas avtov, Spor] 
“rojo et uvnoOjvar posita sunt pro cis Td toijoat et cis Td 
pynodivet. Formula autem rocety €Acos werd Twos notat benignum 
se alicui prestare, benignitatem suam alicui demonstrare, favere, 
bene velle alicui, atque adeo weta Tay matépwy est id. qd. Tots 
matpdow jpav. Hebrei enim eodem modo formule oy nvr 
addere solent particulas sy et by, vid. Gen. xxiv. 14, add. xxvi. 
29. Exod. xx. 6. xxxiv. 7. Deut. v.10. Vorstius de Hebraism. 
N. T. p. 657, et Leusdenius de Hebraism. p. 128.”’ Kuin. 

The Holy Spirit, speaking by Zacharias, seems to refer here 
to the providential dispensation signified in the names of the 
Baptist and his parents. The Baptist, by his name, John, spake 
of the éAcos or grace of God; Zacharias (from 13% (Zachar), 
recordatus fuit, and m™, Jah, Jehovah), signifies @cds euvhabn, 
and Elisabeth (from 5x (E/), Deus, and yi (sheba), juravit), is 
connected with the oath of God. 

74, '75.] On this text, see the Sermon of By. Andrewes, iv. 361. 

75. dovdtyts ral Sixatoctyn] ‘ Bo.os precipue in Deum. Siicatos 
etiam erga homines (cp. 1 Thess. ii. 10. Eph. iv. 24).’”’ 8a10s 
may perhaps be connected with the Hebr. chesed (whence the 
aotdato: and chasidim among the Jews), and is generally used for 
it by the LXX. 8Stxasos represents the Hebrew ¢sadik, one who 
acts in conformity with law. do1érns is internal holiness, devout 
piety, and love (cp. v. 6), and dixotocdvn is expressive of reverent 
and visible observance of ordinances of the written law. 

76. matdtov| child.— Infans tantillus Propheta dicetur et 
erit Altissimi.” (Valck.) 

78. avatroaAn] This word is used by LXX for Hebr. nnn, the 
Hast, or Day Spring, from root m™, ortus fuit. Jer. xxxi. 40. 
Cp. Mal. iv. 2, and Rev. xvi. 12, ‘kings of the Hast.’ 

The term avaroAy had also been applied to Christ by the 
LXX in translating the word nny (tsemach), germen, surculus, 
the Branch, in Jer. xxiii. 5. Zech, iii. 8; vi. 12. Cp. Isa. ix. 2; 
lx. 1. Ps. cx. 3. Matt. iv. 16. Wetstein, p. 657. (Junius, 
Parallel. i. 55. Glass. Phil. p. 756.) See on Matt. ii. 23. 

“‘Vates Hebreei Mess1am venturum consideraverunt sub 
utraque imagine et Solis orientis et Germinis quod ccelitus duceret 
originem.”’ Valek. 

And this évaroAn, whether as Oriens or Germen, is distin- 
guished from all other avarodal,—because, whereas they are from 
below, this is from above, e& thous. 

79. o1G Oavdrov) the shadow of death. Hebr. nyndy (tsal- 
maveth). Isa. ix. 2. Matt. iv. 16. 


Cu. If. 1, 2. e&9A0e x.7.A.] there went forth a decree from 
Cesar Augustus that all the world (see next note) should be 
registered in a census. 

This a&roypap) was an enrolment. It does not appear that 
any impost or tax was levied with it. The Emperor Augustus is 
known to have made a Breviariwm totius Imperii (Sueton. Octav. 
28. 101), in which was registered “ quantum sociorum in armis.” 
(Tacit. Ann. i. 11.) See also other authorities in Savigny, Zeit- 

Vox. I. 


schrift fiir geschichtliche Rechts-wissenschaft, vol. vi. 350, who 
shows that Augustus contemplated a taxation of the whole Roman 
empire. 

Though Judza was now nominally a kingdom under Herod, 
yet Herod was a vassal of Augustus (see Josephus, Antt. xvi. 9) ; 
and Herod’s subjects took an oath of allegiance to Augustus (Tdzd. 
xvii. 2), perhaps when this droypap) was made. By referring to 
this aroypapy, St. Luke thus points attention to the following 
facts, — 

That the time was come for the Messiah’s birth, because the 
whole world was now subject to the Roman, or Fourth Monarchy 
(Dan. ii. 44). See Chrys. v. 716, Orat. iii. 

That the time was very seasonable for the coming of the 
Prince of Peace, now that Augustus ruled, under whom the Temple 
of Janus was shut. See Dio, lib. iv. Patrit. ii. p. 165. 

That the sceptre was only now departing from Judah (Gen. 
xlix. 10); for this registration of which he is now speaking was 
the first amoypap7. 

That the greatest power of the world, that of Rome, was made 
subservient to God and Christ, in bringing Mary to Bethlehem, 
and so fulfilling the prophecies which prove her Divine Son to 
be the Christ. Micah v. 2. 

— naoay Thy oixovmerny] all the habitable world. The Roman 
empire. Acts xvii. 6; xxiv. 5. Joseph. Antt. xii. 31. B. J. v. 5. 
14. Herodian, v. 2. 5. Patrit. de Evang. iii. 18. Wetstein, 
p. 658, who cites Polyd. vi. 48; viii. 4, affirming that all the 
oikovmévny was then under Roman rule. 

This expression therefore brings out clearly the fact, predicted 
by Daniel, that the world should be subject for the most part to 
one great temporal monarchy at this time. And the Roman 
Monarchy, to which the world was then subject, is certainly the 
Fourth Monarchy, foreshown by Daniel, ii. 44, 45; vii. 7; and the 
Monarchy which sweceeds that of the iron, brass, clay, silver, and 
gold (Dan. ii. 45), is the Fifth Monarchy ; the only kingdom that 
will never be destroyed, the Monarchy of Curist, vii. 14. 23—27. 

The whole habitable world is related to Jesus, who was willing 
to be enrolled in the same catalogue with them (cp. Beng.), and 
not with the Jews alone. Compare the confirmation of St. Luke’s 
narrative in Libri Apocr. N. T. p. 234 and 373, where the 
amorypapy is well rendered ‘ professio.’ 

2. Aitn—Kupnvlov] This first enrolment took place when 
Cyrenius was President of Syria. 

Kupfvios, or Quirinus, was Preeses of Syria after Varus,—i.e. 
A.U.C. 758 (see Joseph. Antt. xvi. 13. Tacit. Annal. iii. 68), about 
ten years after our Lord’s Nativity, and he then held an iroypaph, 
census or registration. Joseph. Antt. xviii. 1. That census is 
referred to by St. Luke in the Acts, v. 37. 

Therefore it is said by some that there is an error here in the 
Sacred History. The following is from Meyer, p. 237: “ Der 
Bericht des Lukas ist offenbar irrig. Denn 1) ist das Presidium 
des Quirinus um etwa zehn Jahre zu friih gesetzt; und 2) kann 
ein Reichs-Census, wenn ein solcher iiberhaupt zur Zeit der Geburt 
Jesu gehalten worden ware (was jedoch anderweitig nicht nach- 
zuweisen steht ; denn die Stellen christlicher Autoren Cassiodor. 
Var. 3. 52. Suidas. s. v. amoypapy beruhen offenbar auf dem 
Berichte des Luk., wie auch die chronologisch irrige Notiz des 
Isidor. Orig. 5. 36, 4), Palastina nicht betroffen haben, da diess 
noch nicht Rémische Proving geworden war, was erst 759 geschah, 
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wie denn auch die Verhingung einer so abnormen und beunruhi- 
genden Maassregel tiber Palastina, welche gewiss nicht ohne tumul- 
tuarische Opposition verlaufen sein wiirde, so ungemein wichtig 
fiir die Jiidische Geschichte gewesen ware, dass sie Joseph. gewiss 
nicht mit volligem Stillschweigen iibergangen hatte (Antt. 18, 1, J, 
gehort nicht hieher),—zumal da nicht-etwa der rex socius selbst, 
Herodes, sondern der Rémische Gouverneur, Quirinus, nach Luk. 
(gegen Wieseler) die dirigirende Behirde war. Ueberhaupt aber 
3) ist die Abhaltung eines allgemeinen Reichscensus unter Augus- 
tus durchaus unhistorisch ; historisch ist (s. d. Monum. Ancyran. 
b. Wolf ed. Sueton. ii. p. 369 ff. vrgl. Sueton. Aug. 27), dass 
Augustus dreimal, 726, 746, u. 767, einen Census populi d. i. 
einen Census der Rémischen Birger, nicht aber auch der sammt- 
lichen Provinzen des Reichs, gehalten habe (s. gegen Huschke : 
Wieseler p. 84 ff.).” 

In order to remove the alleged difficulty, some have asserted 
that the word mpé77 here signifies before, as mp&rds mov, John 
i. 15. 30; cp. Acts v. 36. (See Wieseler, Chronol. Synops. der 4 
Evangelien, p. 111—121. Greswedl, Dissertations, xii. vol. i. p. 
533.) A similar explanation has been given by Tholuck (Glaub- 
wurdigheit, &c. p. 182) and others. In this case the purport of 
the Evangelist in this sentence would be to guard his readers 
against confounding ¢his taxing at our Lord’s Nativity, with the 
later one which was held by Quirinus (to which St. Luke himself 
has referred in the Acts of the Apostles, v. 37), and so falling 
into a chronological error with regard to the life of Christ. 

But this exposition is hardly consistent with the Greek text 
of the Evangelist. 


Others have supposed (e. g. Casaubon, Exc. Antibar. p. 126, 
Grotius, and Wernsdor/, de Censu Vitel. 1693. Birch, de Censu 
Quirini, 1790. Munster, Stern d. Weisen, p. 88. Meander, Leb. 
Jes. p. 25; see Winer, Lex. v. Quirinus) that jyeuovedorTos is to 
be understood in a larger sense, and is intended to express that 
Quirinus was an Envoy, or Commissioner Extraordinary, from 
Augustus, to hold this earlier Census. And it appears that he 
was in favour with Augustus, and had authority in the Hast under 
Augustus. (Tacit. Aun. iii. 48; i. 42. Muratori, Thesaur. Inscr. 
i. p. 670.) 

But it does not seem that the words 7yemovevorvTos Tijs 
Zuplas Kupnviov can bear this sense. 

Bp. Middleton has proposed another interpretation (on the 
Greek Article, ad loc.) ; according to which mpé77 should be equi- 
valent to mp@rov, and the sense be, ‘this taxing first took effect ;’ 
see also Dr. Kitto, Daily Illustr. p. 49. 


On the whole, it seems that there are two interpretations, 
and two only, of this passage, which are conformable to gram- 
matical laws. 

I. The first is, this first enrolment took place (éyévero, not 
fv, cp. éyévero, Acts xi. 28) when Cyrenius was Governor of 
Syria. See the similar use of #yeuovedtovros in ch. iii. 1. 

According to this translation, Cyrenius was Governor of Syria 
at the time of the Nativity, as well as ten years after it. Justin 
Martyr, who lived in Palestine in the second century, states in 
three places that this was the case. He says (Apol. i. 34), ‘‘ Jesus 
was born at Bethlehem, thirty stadia distant from Jerusalem ; as 
you may learn from the enrolments that were holden (aroypaday 
Tav yevouévov) under Quirinus your first Governor, in Judea.”’ 
This testimony is more important because it is addressed to the 
Emperor, Senate, and People of Rome. Justin says also (Apol. i. 
46), ‘‘ Christ was born one hundred and fifty years ago, under 
Quirinus.”’ And in his Dialogue with Trypho the Jew (cap. 78) 
he says that ‘‘ Joseph went up from Nazareth, where he dwelt, to 
Bethlehem, whence he derived bis origin, when the first taxing in 
Judea was held under Quirinus.’? These statements are of more 
value as made by one who had lived in Judea, and was addressing 
himself to persons who might be supposed to be familiar with the 
facts, and who, as he was conscious, would be ready, able, and 
eager to refute him, if he said what was not true. Cp. Euseb. 
H. BE. i. 5. 

Nor is this statement inconsistent with. Tertullian’s account, 
that the census of the Nativity was holden by Saturninus. Ter- 
tullian’s words are (Marcion, iv. 19), ‘‘ census actos in Judea per 
Sentium Saturninum.’’ Sentius Saturninus might have had local 
jurisdiction in this matter in Jud@a, while Quirinus was Preses of 
Syria; as Coponius was afterwards Procurator of Judea, while 
Quirinus was Preses of Syria (Joseph. Antt. xviii. 1); and St. 
Luke himself uses the term jyemovetovtos THs “lovdalas (iil. 
1) as a distinct one from 7yeuovetoytos THs Suplas. In Josephus 
(Antt. xvi. 9) doth Saturninus and Volumnius are called Katoapos 


Ayeudves and THs Xuplas émararotyres. So Saturninus and 
Quirinus might hold office at once. 

Perhaps in the fact of his having held the first Census, we 
may see a reason why Quirinus was afferwards chosen as a man 
of experience in Syrian affairs, by Augustus, to hold the second 
Census, and to fill the office of Preses in a.v. 758. 

An opinion very similar has been recently maintained with 
much learning by Patritius, de Evang. ii. p. 165—168. 

The researches of Zumpt (Comment. Epigraph. pt. ii. Berlin, 
1844) have enhanced the probability that Quirinus, who was 
Governor of Cilicia (cp. Tacit. Ann. iii. 48. Strabo, xii. 6. 5; 
xiv. 4. 1), was also Governor of Syria at the time of the Nativity, 
and have satisfied a very learned and able writer of Roman 
History that this was the case. See Merivale’s Roman Empire, 
vol. iv. p. 457. 

The main point in Zumpt’s argument is, that Cilicia, when 
separated from Cyprus by Augustus, did not remain a distinct 
government, but was united to Syria (cp. Dio C. liii. 12. Tac. 
Ann. ii. 43; ii. 70 and 78; vi. 41. Zumpt, pp. 90— 148). ; 

See also below on Acts xxiii. 34. 

II. Secondly, the passage may be rendered as follows—“ this 
Taxing or Enrolment became rpérn, or first, when Cyrenius was 
Governor of Syria.” 

It is to be remembered, that St. Luke’s design in referring to 
the Register or doypap was to convince his readers that Joseph 
and Mary were of David’s line, and that Chrzst was born at Beth- 
lehem. In order to do this, he must specify clearly what the 
title of the Registration was to which he referred. If the reader 
looked in the Register of Quirinus (whose Census in u.c. 758 was 
a celebrated one, and was held about fen years after the Nativity), 
he would find no such entry; and he would suspect the Evan- 
gelist of error, and would nof have the evidence which St. Luke 
desired to impart. 

The sense therefore may be, Tnis Taxing at the Nativity 
became the first (taxing) when Cyrenius or Qurinus was Presi- 
dent of Syria. 

This may be thus explained. As was said above, we know 
from Josephus (cp. Acts v. 37) that another Census was held by 
Cyrenius when President of Syria. Consequently a necessity then 
first arose that the earlier Census which had been held in the year 
of our Lord’s birth, should be distinguished from that later one 
which was held by Quirinus. Therefore it then became known as 
mpaTn amoypaph. And St. Luke’s meaning appears to be, that 
when Quirinus was afterwards President of Syria, and, as such, 
held a Census, then the other Census of which he is now speaking 
came to be characterized as rp@ty. And the Evangelist thus in- 
structs his readers, that, in order to find the names of Joseph and 
Mary, and to obtain official evidence from the Roman archives of 
Christ’s birth at Bethlehem, they are not to look in the Register 
which was made by Quirinus, but to refer to that other and earlier 
Registration which then began to be entitled rpatn droypaph, be- 
cause it was then first succeeded by a Sevrépa, or Second amoypapy. 

The other and later Registration of Quirinus seems to have 
been known as “ the taxing’’ (n amoypap)), Acts v. 37. It was 
the more celebrated of the two, because in the earlier taxing (that 
of the Nativity) Judzea had not been reduced to a Roman pro- 
vince, as it was after the deposition of Archelaus, under Quirinus, 
with a Procurator (or éritpomos) of its own, Coponius, subject to 
Quirinus, the Przses of Syria. (Josephus, Antt. xviii. 1, and 
B. J. ii. 11. Cp. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iv.) 

Since the later or second taxing under Quirinus is called 7 
arorypapy (the taxing) by St. Luke himself (Acts v. 37), it is 
evident that he was cognizant of two taxings; the first that 
at the Nativity, mentioned here in the Gospel; the second that 
specified in the Acts; and he distinguishes the one from the 
other,—the one as “the first Registration,” the second as “ the 
Registration.” 

In confirmation of the above opinion it may be observed that, 
in the Roman provinces, Land, which could be shown to have 
been under cultivation for ten years, was liable to taxation. (See 
Ulpian, de Censibus, Jus Civile, i. p. 705.) And the dmoypaph 
of Cyrenius was about ten years after our Lord’s birth. 

Hence the land which had been registered as under cultiva- 
tion at the time of the Nativity would have become taxable at 
the registration of Cyrenius. The registration at the time of the 
Nativity would then come into full operation. Those who had 
been then registered would be first called out to pay taxes. In 
this sense it might well be called mpdérn, prima, principalis (see 
on Luke vi. 1; xv. 22. Acts xvi. 12) descriplio. Just asa levy 
of soldiers, dating back from a given year, may be called a prima 
conseriptio. 
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Hence also we may explain that at the amoypap) of the | and this would be now crowded by persons coming for the 


Nativity there was no popular outbreak, although Judsea was then 
nominally a Monarchy; but ten years afterwards, when it came 
into operation, an insurrection took place, although Judea was 
then more directly subject to Rome. See on Acts v. 37. 

Thus also St. Luke shows his Gentile readers, and particu- 
larly such persons as the “‘ most excellent Theophilus ’’—men of 
patrician rank and official dignity—that the great Heathen Hm- 
peror of the World, Cesar Augustus, was an instrument in the 
hands of God for accomplishing the prophecies concerning the 
birth-place and parentage of the Messiah, which prove that Jesus 
is the Christ; and he refers those Gentile readers to the public 
records in the Roman Capitol for evidence of the truth of his 
narrative in these important respects. 

3. €xaoros] Every Roman subject was liable to a capitation tax ; 
males after fourteen, females after twelve. (See Huschke, iiber 
den Census, p. 120. Davidson’s {ntroduction, i. pp. 206 —214.) 

4. rérw Aavid| the City of David which is called Bethlehem. 
A mode of speech indicative of the fact that St. Luke is writing 
for Gentiles. See on iv. 31; xxi. 37. 

— BnbrAcéu] Bethlehem; the House of Bread. See on Matt. ii. 
1. Cp. John vi. 51. 58. (Greg. Hom. viii. in Evan. and Bede.) 

— otkov xa) matpias] matpia= van (Hesyc.) ; oikos, a family in 
the tribe. He was of the tribe of Judah and house of David in it. 

5. aby Mapiiu—oton éyxim| A suggestion that Mary was also 
of the house of David. (See on Matt. i. 1.) Even though women 
were not obliged by the edict to go with their husbands to their 
cities, yet Mary in her present state might well desire the pro- 
tection of Joseph ; and the Evangelist seems to suggest that her 
pregnancy (so far from being an obstacle to it) was rather a reason 
for her journey, which, it must be remembered, did not exceed 
seventy miles. It appears also that women in Syria were subject 
to a capitation tax after the age of fourteen. (See Ulpian in Jus 
Civile de Censibus, i. p. 705.) And she would have had divine 
guidance to direct her in this important matter. 

It is also probable from the fact mentioned in v. 7 that Mary 
swathed the Infant Jesus herself, that the pains of parturition 
and of childbirth were mercifully alleviated to her in bringing 
forth into the World Him Who alone was conceived without sin. 
And this was the opinion of some of the Fathers. ‘‘Ipsa et mater 
et obstetrix fuit.” (Cyprian, Jerome, Maldonat., and Burgon.) 

The doubts raised by De Wette (ad loc.) and Strauss (Leben 
Jesu, i. § 28) on this part of the History, proceed from a suppo- 
sition that it was the duty of the Holy Spirit to record every 
minute particular in the Gospels, and from a want of recognition 
of divine suggestion and counsel regulating the actions of those 
who were principally concerned in the events. 

7. mpwrdétoxoy] firstborn; not as if she was ever afterwards 
a mother. See on Matt. i. 25, and S. Cyril here (p. 1238, Mai, 
or p. 9, Payne Smith), who well observes that Christ is called 
mpaToToKos in two senses in Holy Scripture, as Everlasting Son of 
God (Heb. i. 6); and, as here, as Son of Mary ; and that as cer- 
tainly in the former case mpwrdroxos is equivalent to wovoyevys, 
or only-begotten, so it is in the latter. In both cases he is 
ap@tos kad udvos. God the Father Himself is called “ the First,” 
and it is added, ‘‘ beside Me is no other” (Isa. xliv. 6). So 
Christ, as Son. Cp. Ps. Ixxxix. 27. Heb. i. 6, with John i. 18. 

— éomapydvwoev] she swathed. Used by LXX in Hzek. xvi. 
4, for 9nm (chathal), * fasciis involvit.’? Cp. Job xxxviii. 9. 

— év th gpatyn] in the stable of the Inn (Wets., Valck.). 
odrvn is used by the LXX for ‘stabulum,’ as Latin presepe 
(Virgil, vii. 275), not for manger properly so called. (See 
Prov. xiv. 4. Job xxxix. 9. Hab. iii. 17. 2 Chron. xxxii. 28, 
and elsewhere.) It was not necessary that He should be laid in 
the manger, because there was no room in the inn. 

See also the Angel’s words in v. 12, “ Ye shall find the babe 
lying év rf pdrvn,”’ in the inn. There would probably be but one 
inn in so small a village as Bethlehem; but in that one inn there 
might be many mangers, and also in private houses. 

— ey TG xataddpari] in the inn, or caravanserai, ‘ ubi peregri- 
nantes sarcinas de camelis vel equis solu/as deponebant.’’ Beth- 


lehem being a small village, there was probably only one inn, | 


Census. 

Concerning the Grotto called the ‘ Cave of the Nativity,’ see 
S. Justin M. c. Tryphon. cap. 78. Origen, i. p. 567. Hused. 
Vit. Const. iii. 41. 8. Jerome, Ep. 24 ad Marcell, Suicer, L. v. 
gdrvy, and the Libri Apocryphi N. T. pp. 17. 67. 240. 377, ed. 
Thilo, particularly the note in p. 382; and Robinson’s Palestine, 
ii. 285. Dr. Kitto’s Ulustrations of N. T. pp. 60 and 70—76. 
Cp. on Matt. ii. 1. 

It is remarkable that this word kardAvua is used in two 
other places of the N. T. (Mark xiv. 14. Luke xxii. 11), and 
there designates the Guest-chamber, Upper Room, dyvéyeov, or 
bmepgov (cf. Mark xiv. 15. Luke xxii. 12), where our Lord ate 
the Paschal Supper with His Disciples. 

It is probable that the xatdAuua at Bethlehem was the Upper 
Story of the Caravanserai; and that in that upper story the 
guests were lodged ; while the horses and camels were stabled in 
the darvn below. 

This is a very usual arrangement of Khans in Palestine and the 
East. Cp. Dr. Dorr’s Notes of Travel in the East, pp. 202 and 238. 

If this was so,—there was something very significant in ti: s 
humiliation of our Blessed Lord at His Nativity. 

The application of the Prophecies Isa. i. 3, Habak. iii. 2, to 
our Lord as lying in the pdrvy “inter bovem et asinum,’’ is an 
ancient witness to the fact of our Lord’s birth in the stable; as 
is also the record in the Apocryphal Book Historia de Infantia, 
&c. ed. Thilo, pp. 381—384, where see an interesting note by the 
learned Editor. 

8. moméves Hoav—rijs vutds] there were shepherds abiding 
in the fields by night. ence it has been inferred by some, that 
our Lord was not born in the month of December. See the 
Gemara Nedar 63 concerning the seventeenth day of the month 
of November: ‘ Pluvia prima descendit ; tune armenta redibant 
domum ; nec pastores in tuguriis amplius habitabant in agris.’’ 
Clement Alexand. (Strom. i. p. 340) relates that in his age (the 
third Century) some regarded the twentieth of May, others the 
twentieth of April, as the birthday of Christ. The twenty-fifth of 
December was observed as such first in the west in the fourth 
century. Leo Mag. Serm. xxi. c. 6. Chrys. v. p. 511, Orat. 62. 
Sulp. Sever. Hist. Sacr. ii. 27. Bp. Pearson’s Minor Works, ed. 
Churton, ii. 153, “‘ Christ’s Birth not mistimed.’”’ See above on 
Matt. ii. 1. Cp. Lardner’s Works, i. pp. 370. 372, who places 
the day of the birth in the autumn about Oct. 1. And there 
seem to be some probable grounds for the opinion that our Lord’s 
Nativity may have coincided in time with the Feast of Tabernacles, 
which was in the autumn. See below on John i. 14; vii. 2. 

On the year of the Nativity, see on Matt. ii. 20. 

It may be here observed that after the most elaborate re- 
searches of learned men, some uncertainty still prevails (cp. Clin- 
ton, ¥. H. iii. pp. 256—260), and probably will always prevail, 
with regard to the following points : 

The year of our Lord’s Birth ; 

The time of year of His Birth; and 

The duration of His Ministry. 

Perhaps the Holy Spirit may have concealed these things 
from the wise and prudent, in order to teach them humility ; to 
remind them at the very outset of the Gospel that their know- 
ledge is very limited; that their powers of discovering even his- 
torical truths are feeble; and to make them more meek and docile 
with regard to supernatural verities, and doctrinal revelations; 
and to inspire us with more gratitude for that degree of light and 
knowledge which it has pleased Him to impart to the world, con- 
cerning what most concerns us to know in order to our everlasting 
salvation,—viz., the actions, and teaching, and sufferings of Christ; 
and to remind us that He has been pleased to omit many other 
particulars which we might desire to know, and which perhaps 
might have removed some seeming difficulties in the Gospel His- 
tory which are designed to try our faith. 

On the uncertainty with regard to places in the Gospel 
History, see on i. 39. Matt. iv. 1, and above, v. 39. 

— &v th xdpa] in the same country, near the tower Ader, 
where Jacob fed his flock. (Jerome, in Epitaph. Paul.) 
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9. Kuplov] of the Lord, i.e. Jehovah ; for (as Mintert observes 
in v.) the “ LXX sepissimé usi sunt hac voce Kupios (a dpe, 
sum) pro nomine Dei essentiali ac propriissimo mim (Jehovah), 
quod ab my (fuil).” And it is remarkable that St. Luke uses 
this word Kupvos in this sense three times here, and vv. 11. 15, in 
order to prepare us for its true sense as connected with Christ in 
ii. 26; in a word, to show that Jesus, the Messiah, is no less than 
Jehovah. 

On the application of this divine title ‘‘ Lord God”? (i. e. 
Jehovah Elohim) to Christ, see Dr. Waterland, Serm. vi. vol. ii. 
p- 121, who refers to Luke i. 16, 17. 76; iii. 15, compared with 
Mal. iii. 1, in evidence of this application. 

10, 11.] On this text see the Sermons of Bp. Andrewes, i. 64. 

11. cwrhp] a Saviour. It is remarkable that this word is 
never used by St. Matthew or St. Mark, and only once by St. 
John (iv. 42). It is frequently employed by St. Paul in his later 
Epistles, not in his earlier. It is also found five times in the 
Second Hpistle of St. Peter. 

It is observable also, that the word cwrnpia, salvation, used 
by St. Luke (i. 69. 71. 77; xix. 9), and often by St. Paul, is 
never used by St. Matthew or St. Mark, and only once by St. 
John (iv. 22). 

— Xpiords Ktpios] Christ the Lord. See note on v. 9. 

The angels of heaven bring the glad tidings—not to the 
Scribes and Pharisees at Jerusalem—but to Shepherds keeping 
their flock by night. They announce to them the birth of the 
Chief Shepherd—the Good Shepherd—who would lay down His 
Life for His sheep (Chrys., Bede); and while they behold our 
salvation (by which our nature is exalted above theirs), they 
rejoice that their number is completed. Greg. 28. Moral. sup. 
Job, 38. 

| Here is an evidence at the very beginning of the Gospel, that 
God hides His “‘ mysteries from the wise and prudent, but reveals 
them unto babes” (Matt. xi. 25. Luke x. 21); a warning to the 
Expositor of Scripture, that he cannot understand God’s word 
without humility. Ps. xxv. 8. 

12—14.] On this text see the Sermons of Bp. Andrewes, i. 
p- 196. 215. pee ee 

18. obpaviov] Examples of this use of adjectives with feminine 
substantives may be seen in Acts xxvi. 19, ovpavig dmracia. 
Rev. iv. 3, ipis—Sporos. Winer, p. 64. Cp. ] Tim. ii. 8. James 
i. 26. 

— aivotytwy tov Gedy] praising God. If we would do God’s 
will on earth as the Angels do in heaven, we must praise Him 
when He exalts others above ourselves, as the Heavenly Host 
praised Him when Human Nature was exalted above that of 
Angels, by its union with the Divine Nature in Christ. (Heb. 
ii. 16.) 

On this text see Mede, Disc. xxiv. pp. 89—96. And on the 


Historic Reality of the Angelic appearances in the Gospel Dis- 
pensation, see Dr. Miil’s Dissertation, ii. 54—72. 

14. déta—eiphyn—eddoxia] In Christ’s Incarnation, there 
is Glory to God in the highest, for His infinite love and mercy 
in providing a Saviour for lost mankind, who receive pardon 
through Him, and are delivered from eternal death, and are 
restored to God’s favour and to hope of eternal glory, in Christ. 
There is also Peace upon Earth; Peace between God and Man, 
and Peace between Man and Angels, and Peace between Man and 
Man \see below on Eph. ii. 14—17), and Peace between Man 
and his own Conscience. See Cyril here, p.17. There is also 
Good Will on God’s part toward Men: there is evdoxia, acqui- 
escence in them, and favour toward them summed up in Christ, 
Who has taken their nature, and in Whom they are now seen 
incorporated, and thus are accepted in the Beloved Son (Eph. i. 6), 
in Whom the Father is well pleased, evddxnnoev (Matt. iii. 17; 
xii. 18; xvii. 5). 

Some few MSS. (e.g. A, D) read cidoxlas, i. e. Peace is 
proclaimed to men of eddoxla (Origen, who however reads eddox!a, 
c. Celsum, i. p. 46. Mede, p. 93); for there is no peace to the 
wicked. (Bede.) Valck. interprets it ‘homines beneplaciti,’— 
i. e. in whom God is well pleased. 

But the other reading and interpretation are to be preferred. ‘ 

15. of tvOpwro of motwéves] The men, the shepherds. The 
Angels returned into heaven, having made this glorious revelation, 
displaying the exaltation of man’s nature above their own to men, 
and, among men, to shepherds. What condescension on God’s 
part ! what love on the part of Angels to men! 

-— 84]=agedum ; “ dh szpé est impellentis.” 

— pijua} the thing spoken. See i. 37. 

21. jucpa: oxtd] eight days. Why was Circumcision ap- 
pointed to be on the eighth day? For a type of Jesus our 
Saviour, who rose from the dead on the eighth day, and has 
called us by a new name, and has given to us the Circumcision of 
the Spirit, by which we mortify the old Adam, and put on the 
newman. (Col. ii. 11.) 

On the eighth day Christ was circumcised, and on the eighth 
day He arose from the dead, and gave us the new or spiritual 
Circumcision of Baptism, in which we first rise again from the 
death of sin to newness of lifein Him. See Cyri/ here, p. 21. 

The letters of the name Jesus, given on the eiyhth day, 
make three eights, 888. See below on xxiv. |. 

On Christ’s Circumcision as an argument for Baptism of 
Infants, see on iii. 23. 


— Tod mepiteueiy] for the Circumcising. On this use of rod 
see v. 24, 27. 
For a Homily on the Cirenmcision, see S. Amphiloch. p. 10. 
— Kal erA4On] Cp. vii. 12, &s Fyyie—Kal. Acts x. 17, 
as dinmdper Métpos—xal idov. Winer, § 65, p. 533. 


(Valck.) 


LUKE II. 22—34. 
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Matt. 21. 44. 


— “Inoovs| Jesus. See on Matt. i. 21. 

On this text see By. Sanderson’s Sermons, iii. p. 355. 

22. ai nudpar] the days of their Purification. Observe airér, 
their. Christ did not disdain to be made “in the likeness of 
sinful flesh ”’ (Rom. viii. 3); and though He was “‘ the Holy One 
of God,” yet He condescended to be circumcised, and to be 
presented in the Temple, and to be baptized, and to be obedient 
in all things to the Law for man, and to fulfil all righteousness for 
us, in our nature, and so to be a propitiation for our sins, as well 
as to be a perfect ensample of obedience to us. See above on 
Matt. iii. 15; v. 17. 

The rich presented a lamb. Her offering shows her to have 
been poor (Levit. v. 7; xii. 2—8); and that the Presentation 
was in all probability defore the visit of the Magi, who offered 
gold. And this is the order of events in the Apocryphal Books 
of the N. T. See pp. 70. 80. 388, ed. Thilo, and note above on 
Matt. ii. 11. 

See also the excellent remarks of Husebius (Queest. ad Marin.), 
lately published by Mai from the Syriac; Patr. Bibl. iv. p. 279, 
280; and cp. ibid. p. 253, where Eusebius shows good reason 
for supposing that Joseph and Mary returned to Nazareth soon 
after the Presentation, and thence came back to Bethlehem, where 
the Wise Men visited them then, not in the stable, but in a house. 

There is something in the birds themselves—the doves— 
characteristic of the love, purity, and meekness of Christ, anointed 
above His fellows with gifts of the Divine Dove. Cp. Cyril, and 
Bede. 

On the ka@apiopds, or Purification of Women after Child- 
birth, as a Divine assertion of man’s original sin, see Jerome, adv. 
Pelagianos, vol. iv. p. 206: ‘‘ Mulier generat liberos lege naturali, 
et immunda est; si masculum peperit diebus quadraginta, si 
feminam diebus octoginta. Accusa Creatorem, cur immundum 
quidquam nominet quod Ipse condidit.” 

23. Kabes yéyparra: ev yum] as it is written in the Law. A 
proof that they are in error (i. e. the Marcionites) who say that 
the God of the New Testament is at variance with the God of the 
Old, and that the Gospel is contrary to the Law. (Origen.) 
This is one of the passages which induced Marcion, in epitomizing 
St. Luke, to reject the first two chapters of this Gospel. 

25. év ‘IepoveaAnu] The form ‘IepovoaA}u in an oblique case 
with a preposition seems to be peculiar to the style of St. Luke 
and St. Paul; perhaps it was used by them to guard their Greek 
readers against the erroneous supposition that it was connected 
with the Greek words fepds and 3éAuua; and to remind them of 
its Hebrew origin, signifying the Vision of Peace. See above, 
Introduction, p. 165. 

For Homilies on the tramayth, or Feast of the Presentation 
in the Temple, see Amphiloch., p. 23, Methodius, p. 396, and S. 
Cyril, p. 133, Mat. 


Rom. 9. 32, 33. 


1 Pet. 2.8. 1 Cor..1. 23, 24. 2Cor. 2.16. Acts 28.22. Heb. 12, 3, 


— Zupedy] or Seay, Hebr. jivawd (Shimeon), hearing. Gen. 
xxix. 33. ; 

Some suppose that Symeon was father of Gamaliel (Acts v. 
34), and son of Hillel. The Rabbis say, ‘‘ the birth of Jesus of 
Nazareth was in the days of R. Simeon, son of Hillel.’”” Rosenm. 

— Bdikaios ka) evAaBhs] i. e. legally reverent and spiritually 
devout ; see i. 6, 75. 

28. éddtaro aird cis Tas drykdAas] The aged and righteous 
Symeon—the good old man of the Law—received into his arms 
the child Jesus presented in the Temple, and signified his desire 
to depart; and thus represents to us the Law, now worn out with 
age, ready to embrace the Gospel, and so to depart in peace. 
(Heb. viii. 13.) Cp. Bede. 

With this simple recital (vv. 27—39) compare the ornate 
account of the Presentation in the Apocryphal Evangelium In- 
fantie, ed. Thilo, p. 71. It may be observed once for all, that 
these Apocryphal Books are of great value and interest, as con- 
firming the substance of the Gospels, especially of St. Luke, and 
also as showing, by contrast, what the Evangelical narrative would 
in all probability have been, if it had been left to human annalists, 
unassisted by the Spirit of God. 

30. 7d cwrhpiov] Something more than thy cwrnplay: it is 
used frequently by the LXX for pw» (yesha), and riya (yeshuah), 
salutare, and even for the Divine Name of Jehovah Himself. Isa. 
xxXxvili. 11, ob« @rt ph 18w 7d owThpioy TOD Ocod, odK Eri wh Ww 
7 TwThpioy TOU *lopahA em) ys, where the original has twice mv, 
i.e. Jehovah. Cp. Luke iii. 6. 

82. p@s eis amoxdrvpw eOvay] a light to lighten the Gentiles. 
Observe, that the illumination of the Gentiles is mentioned before 
the glory of Israel; for when the fulness of the Gentiles shail 
have come in, then all Israel shall be saved. Rom. xi. 26, 
(Bede.) 

This Song of Symeon, in the Temple at Jerusalem, declaring 
the glad tidings of the illumination of the Gentiles is aptly re- 
corded by St. Luke, who wrote specially for the edification and 
comfort of the Gentile World; and who may fitly be called the 
Evangelist, as his fellow-traveller, St. Paul, was the Apostle, of 
the Gentiles. Cp. below, iv. 17—28, where the first Sermon 
recorded by St. Luke as preached by Christ Himself in a Jewish 
Synagogue, contains a similar announcement of grace to the 
Gentile world; and there He is rejected by Jews, even in His own 
city—a prelude to what would follow on a larger scale. 

84, cine pds Mapidu) he said to Mary. It seems that Symeon 
was directed by the Spirit to address her as the parent of Jesus, 
and as hereafter to be present at his death; which Joseph was 
not. 

— obtos Keira] this Child lieth (keira, as a stone) for the 
falling, and also for the rising, of many in Israel. 'Yo those 
who reject Him He will be a stumbling-stone and rock of offence 
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(Isa. liii. 4. 1 Cor. i. 23. Rom. ix. 32, 33. 1 Pet. ii. 7, 8); to 
others who believe in Him and obey Him He will be the founda- 
tion-stone of Zion, elect, precious. (Isa. xxviii. 16. 1 Pet. ii. 6.) 
He will grind the former to powder (Dan. ii. 34, 35. Matt. xxi. 
44, Luke xx. 18); the latter will build safely upon Him as the 
chief Stone of the corner. (Ps. exviii. 22. Matt. xxi. 42. Acts 
iv. 11.) Cp. Cyril here, p. 27. 

He is appointed to try men’s hearts and tempers, whether 
they will humbly and carefully examine the truth, and receive it 
with joy, and bring forth its fruits in their lives; and according 
to the result of this moral probation, He will be for their weal or 
woe. (John iii. 19. 2 Cor. ii. 16.) As Greg. Nyssen says (Hom. 
de occ. Dom.), the fall will be to those who are scandalized by 
the lowliness of His humanity ; the rising will be to those who 
acknowledge the truth of God’s promises in Him, and adore the 
glory of His Divinity. 

Observe also the remarkable word ketra:, he lieth; and see 
the note below on 1 Cor. iii. 11. 

35. poupaia] a sword; properly the Thracian framea. This 
word is used by the LXX for Hebr. ayn (chered), which has the 
sense of exhausting (particularly by loss of blood), so as to make 
desolate, as in Ps. xxii. 20. Zech. xiii. 7. 

It is applied here prophetically to the Crucifixion of Christ 
(Origen, Theophyl., Bede, S. Aug. Kp. ad Paulin. 59), by which 
His blood was shed, and which also pierced Her heart, and drained 
it of its life-blood, and made her childless. The word poudata 
here is aptly illustrated by its use in the LXX Version of Zech. 
xiii. 7, speaking of Christ’s death,—fougpala ekeyépOnre em) 
tov moimeva pov, Awake, O sword, against My Shepherd. 
( Cyril.) 

— bnws dv droxadvpddow] in order that different thoughts 
may be revealed from out of many hearts. For, in and by Christ’s 
sufferings, it was shown what the temper and thoughts of men 
were. Then Judas despairs, Peter repents, Joseph of Arimathea 
becomes courageous, Nicodemus comes by day, the centurion 
confesses, one thief blasphemes; the other prays; men faint, and 
women become strong. Cp. August. Ep. 59. 

So it is also with the sufferings of Christ’s mystical Body, 
the Church ; they show what men are; whether her friends, or foes. 

These words of Symeon,—see also wv. 31, 32, compared with 
those of Zacharias (i. 77—79),—prove that there were then per- 
sons among the Jews who had been enabled by the light of the 
Holy Ghost in the ancient prophecies, to understand the spiritual 
nature of Christ’s kingdom, and that He was to suffer as well as 
to conquer, and to triumph by suffering. Cp. Luke xxii, 26—46. 

86. “Avva mpobfris Ouydtnp PavouvnA] Anna, a prophetess, a 
daughter of Phanuel, of the tribe of Aser. “Avva, from root m3 
(chan-nah), gratiosus fuit; PavovndA, from root 72 (panah), 
vidit, and by (Hl), Deus; two names very significant of the 
grace then given to men in the Vision of God; and it is added, 
that she was éx puAjs Aonp. ’Acip is from root Wx (ashar), 
beavit ; and blessed is the tribe of them who so receive grace, 
that they may enjoy the Vision of God. 

Christ received a witness at His birth, not only from prophets 
and shepherds, but also from aged and holy men and women. 
Every age, and both sexes, and the marvels of events, confirm 
our faith. A Virgin brings forth, the barren becomes a mother, 
the dumb speaks, Elizabeth prophesies, the wise men adore, the 
babe leaps in the womb, the widow praises God; Symeon pro- 
phesies ; she who was wedded prophesies; she who was a Virgin 


prophesies ; and now a Widow prophesies, that all states of life 
might be there. Ambrose. 

The mention of Aser shows how carefully genealogies were 
kept by the Jews; for Aser was one of the ten tribes which never 
returned. (2 Kings xvii. 6.) How secret and silent is this ful- 
filment of the prophecies of Christ’s coming to His Temple! The 
world knew nothing of it. An aged man and woman see and 
declare it. So it may be with other prophecies already fulfilled, 
and with others yet to be fulfilled. (Cp. Burgon.) 

37. xhpa] a widow. Cp. 1 Tim. v. 9. 

— ovk aplarato] was never absent at the appointed hours of 
sacrifice and prayer. See this use of mdyrote and diaravrds 
Luke xxiv. 53. John xviii. 20; and see Dan. viii. 1]. Heb. xiii. 
15. Cp. Dr. Barrow’s Sermon on “ Praying without Ceasing,”’ 
ix. 1, pp. 164—169. 

38. adth] ipsa. She too, herself, with her own unassisted 
strength, aged woman as she was; so that old age was blessed in 
a woman as well as in a man,—in Anna as well as in Symeon ; 
both were made strong by the Holy Ghost. 

39. Natape@] Nazareth. St. Luke has omitted what he knew 
to haye been already explained by St. Matthew, that our Lord 
was carried into Egypt for fear of Herod, and at Herod’s death 
(Matt. ii. 22, 23) came to settle at Nazareth; Bede, who thus 
answers by anticipation the objection that St. Luke’s account is 
at variance with St. Matthew’s. It is supplementary to it. St. 
Matthew states the reason why they did not settle in Judea, but 
went to Galilee ; and St. Luke explains why they chose Nazareth. 
All the Gospels were written by one and the same Spirit, and 
form one Gospel. Cp. on Matt. ii. 22, and note on Acts ix. 23. 

40. wAnpotpevoy codtas] being filled with wisdom. Observe 
mAnpovmevov, the present tense, marking the process of gradual 
fulfilment, going on in regular order. In proportion as He grew 
in bodily strength and stature, His Divinity showed its own 
wisdom. Cyril; see on v. 52. 

41. kar’ éros] year by year; they went up from Galilee to 
Jerusalem for the feasts of the Passover, Pentecost, and Taber- 
nacles, according to the Law. See Exod. xxiii. 17. Levit. xxiii. 
34. Num. xxix. 12. Deut. xii. 18; xiv. 26; xvi. 1—16. This 
was obligatory only on males, not on women. But, in her piety, 
Mary went up with Joseph also; as Hannah, the wife of Elkanah 
and mother of Samuei the Prophet, 1 Sam. i. 7. 

42. Kal bre éyévero ery b6dcKa] And when he was twelve 
years old; at which age the Jewish children were catechumens, 
and began to practise fasting. (See in Wetséein.) 

“‘Fuisse Judeorum illis temporibus consuetudinem pueros, 
qui duodecimum etatis annum attigissent, ad dies festos concele- 
brandos Hierosolymam deducendi, haud sine probabilitatis specie 
demonstrarunt ad h. l. Lightfootus et Wetstenius, qui idem do- 
cuerunt, puerum duodecim annorum ideo vocatum esse 7717 p 
filium legis, et Mz 31 filvum precepti, h.e. ad quem lex di- 
vina, proecepta divina pertinerent, qui iis esset instituendus.’’ 
(Kuin.) See below on v. 46. 

S. Augustine (de Consens. Evang. ii. 10) considers the ques- 
tion, How could they go every year to Jerusalem under Arche- 
laus? (cp. Matt. ii. 22), and observes that they might easily 
escape notice in such a multitude as flocked to the Passover. 
Besides, doubtless they acted under the Divine direction, and 
would be divinely protected in obedience to the Law. 


Perhaps also this statement refers to the time after the re. 
legation of Archelaus. 


LUKE JI. 48—52. 
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46. axotovra kal emepwradvta| Not teaching, but hearing. 
(Origen.) ‘ Non docens, sed interrogans.’”’ (Greg. 3, Pastor. 39. 
Wetstein.) Our Blessed Lord submitted to be catechized, ac- 
cording to the order and usage of the Jewish Church. Our 
Lord now being ér@y dé5exa, was, according to Jewish language, 
“a child of the Law,” or, “ of the precept’ (see on v. 42),—i. e. 
was a Hebrew catechumen. Cp. Rom. ii. 18. 20, and the au- 
thorities in the notes to Hooker, V. xviii. Dean Comber’s Com- 
panion to the Temple, iii. pp. 438—443. St. Luke had already 
referred to a similar usage in the Christian Church, by applying 
the word rarnx7éns to Theophilus, i. 4. 

The Child Jesus submitting to be catechized by the au- 
thorized Teachers of God’s Law in God’s House, is thus an 
example to all Christian children, and teaches them to come 
to be catechized by the Ministers of His Church in the House of 
God. He also thus teaches Christian Parents to send their 
children to be catechized by the appointed Teachers of the 
Christian Law. And He declares the great importance and duty 
of Catechizing in the Christian Church. And the Holy Spirit of 
God, by selecting this incident of Christ’s childhood for perpetual 
commemoration in the Gospel, shows the great importance of the 
practical and doctrinal inferences to be derived from it. 

The first Adam was formed a TéAe1os avip, in the full ripe- 
ness of manhood. But Christ Jesus, the second Adam, went 
through infancy, childhood, youth, to manhood, in order that 
He might sanclify every age (see S. Iren. ii. 39. S. Hippolyt. 
Philos. p. 333, and be an Example to every aye. 

48. 6 narip cov] thy father. ‘This expression, recorded here 
by the Holy Ghost as used by the Blessed Virgin concerning 
Joseph, shows that St. Matthew (i. 16) in tracing our Lord’s 
Genealogy through Joseph, did what was authorized, not only by 
human jurisprudence, but by the Holy Spirit Himself, who sanc- 
tions this human law by using the term of yovets avtov, His 
parents, v. 4l. Cp. on Matt. i. 1. 

S. Gregory points here to Christ as an example of docility to 
children: “ Ille Puer doceri interrogando voluit, Qui per Divini- 
tatis potentiam verbum scientie ipsis suis doctoribus ministra- 
vit.” 

49. év rots Tov Marpds wou] i.e. mpdypuact, in My Father's 
business. (Valck.) Cp. Matt. xxii. 21. John iv. 34; xviii. 37. 
1 Cor. xiii. 5. 1 Tim. iv. 15. 

The other interpretation, ‘in My Father’s house,’ is very 
ancient, and has much to recommend it. See Grotius and Thilo, 
Libr. Apocr. N. T. p. 129. 158, and Lobeck ad Phrynich. p. 100, 
for the phrase. And it seems better to follow our Lord’s ques- 
tion, ‘ How is it that ye sought Me? How came ye to be at a 
loss where to find Me? Did ye not know that I should be here ?’ 
He might have been about His Father’s business elsewhere than 
in the Temple. Cp. Meyer. 

Christ says 6 Marhp pov, but teaches us to say Tarip nu ay, 
—showing that God is His Father in a way in which He is not 
ours. And He often avails Himself of His relation to His earthly 
Mother, for the purpose of bringing out more clearly His Divine 
Filiation (see John ii. 4, and note; cp. Matt. x. 37)—His Eternal 
Generation—from His heavenly Father. He blames her not 
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for seeking her Son, but raises their eyes to Him Whose Eternal 
Son He is. 

51. Na¢apé0] Nazareth. He went down to Nazareth, even to 
despised Nazareth (John i. 46), and was subject unto them. He, 
by Whom all things were made, Whom the winds and the sea 
obeyed, was subject even to Joseph! Thus He consecrated 
Obedience. 

Nazareth (literally Branch-town) was so called from its 
fruitfulness in the branches of trees (see above on Matt. ii. 23), 
and there He Who was the Branch Who was to grow up out of 
His place (Zech. iii. 8; vi. 12) was brought up. (See below, 
Luke iv. 16.) There He was nurtured and reared; there He 
grew up; there He flourished, Who was the Root out of the 
Stem of Jesse, and the Branch that grew out of His roots, as 
Isaiah says (xi. 1); and it is observable, that it was at Nazareth 
(or the city of Branches) that He showed the truth of that 
memorable prophecy of Isaiah concerning the Branch, that “ the 
Spirit of the Lord shall rest upon Him” (Isa. xi. 2; cp. Isa. lxi. 
]1—3), to preach glad tidings unto the meek, that they might be 
called trees of righteousness, the planting of the Lord. 

— trotacoduevos adtots] subject to them. The only acts re- 
corded of Christ’s childhood are acts of obedience,— 

To God His heavenly Father; and also 

To His earthly parents. He thus shows what the special duty 
of childhood and youth is; and teaches what the true order of 
obedience is ; viz. that the foundation of obedience to man is to be 
laid in obedience to Gop (cp. S. Aug. Serm. li. 19); a lesson 
made more cogent by the particular circumstances of our Lord’s 
relationship to Joseph, which was not one of natural, but of puta- 
tive filiation; and therefore teaches the duty of obedience to 
Parents, Natural, Civil, and Ecclesiastical. 

Jesus the Son of God was subject to Joseph as well as Mary. 
“ Therefore,” says Origen, ‘‘let us be subject to all in authority 
over us.” ‘Si Jesus Filius Mariz subjicitur Josepho, ego non 
subjiciar Episcopo, qui mihi 4 Deo ordinatus est pater? Non 
subjiciar Presbytero, qui mihi Domini dignatione przpositus est ? 
Videat unusquisque quod szepe melioribus preepositus sit inferior, 
quod cum intellexerit dignitate sublimior, non elevabitur superbia 
ex eo quod major est, sed sciet ita sibi meliorem esse subjectum 
quomodo et Jesus subjectus fuit Josepho.” ( Origen.) 

This is the last time we hear of Joseph. He was doubtless 
dead before the Crucifixion (John xix. 26. Acts i. 14), and pro- 
bably before the commencement of our Lord’s ministry. Cp. 
Matt. xii. 46. 49. Luke viii. 20. John ii. 1L—12. 

52. mpoexomre copia] He was advancing in wisdom ; literally, 
He was clearing away the obstructions in His way, as a pioneer 
clearing away timber, &c., to make roads. 

On this text see Athanas. (c. Arian. iii. 51 sqq., pp. 475— 
480), who says that in proportion as the Divinity revealed itself 
in Him more clearly, so much the more did He increase in favour 
with men. St. Luke does not say that wisdom (which is perfect. 
in the Logos) increased in Him, but that Jesus (the name 
He received as man) increased in wisdom. The Logos did not 
increase, nor was Wisdom Flesh; but Flesh became the Body 
of Wisdom, It is not said that the Logos increased, but that 
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Jesus increased in wisdom,—the Word made Flesh increased. 
( Cyril.) 

Many of the Fathers (S. Athanas. adv. Arian., S. Ambrose, 
Cyril, Epiphanius in Ancor.) interpret mpoéxomre as signifying 
progressive manifestation. 

But this explanation of the passage did not satisfy later 
Theologians. See Maldonat. here, who observes, ‘‘ De humana 
sapientia omnis est queestio;’”’ and By. Pearson (Art. iii. p. 256), 
who says, ‘‘ He whose knowledge did improve together with His 
years, must have a subject proper for it, which was no other than 
a human soul. This was the seat of His finite understanding and 
directed will, distinct from the will of His Father, and conse- 
quently of His Divine Nature ; as appeareth by that known sub- 
mission, —‘ Not My will, but Thine be done.’ (Luke xxii. 42.) 
This was the subject of those affections and passions which so 
manifestly appeared in Him. ‘My soul is exceeding sorrowful, 
even unto death.’ (Matt. xxvi. 38.) This was it which on the 
cross, before the departure from the body, He commended to the 
Father. (Luke xxiii. 46.) And as His death was the separation 
of this soul from His body, so the life of Christ, as man, did con- 
sist in the conjunction and vital union of that soul with the body.” 

Observe also, St. Paul says of Christ (Heb. v. 8),—éuabery 
ae ay érabey, attributing increase in learning to experience in 
suffering. 

Hence the Apollinarian heresy is confuted, which denies that 
our Lord had a human soul; and also the Monophysite heresy, 
which confounds the two natures of Christ into one. See Matt. 
xxvi. 38 and 41. Hooker, V. lii. and liii. Bp. Pearson on the 
Creed, Art. iii. p. 256; Art. iv. p. 293; Art. v. p. 388; and Art. 
iil. p. 288, ed. Oxford (1820). 


Cu. INI. 1. °Ev @re:] On the dbirth-year of Christ, see on 
Matt. ii. 20, and above, ii. 8; and Patrit. de Evang. ii. pp. 416 — 
419; and the Chronol. Synop. prefixed to the Acts of the Apostles. 

On these verses (1—11) see Greg. M. Homil. in Ev. i. 20, 
p- 1516. 

— Movrfouv MiAdtov] Pontius Pilate. 
Patrit. de Evang. ii pp. 420—424. 

— ‘Hp#dov] Herod Antipas. See Matt. xiv. 1. 

For a learned dissertation on these tetpapxiat, see Patrit. 
de Evang. ii. pp. 424—439. 

— Avoaviov} Nothing is known of this Lysanias from any 
other source. Abilene was governed by a Prince of that name, 
who was slain about 34 B.c. Augustus afterwards (B.c. 23) took 
possession of the country and distributed it among different par- 
ties. (Joseph. Ant. xv. 10) Agrippa I. received it afterwards as 
a gift from Claudius. (Joseph. Ant. xix. 5.) Probably the Lysa- 
nias of whom St. Luke here speaks was a descendant of the elder 
Lysatias, and was placed in this tetrarchy by Augustus, and 
made feudatory to Rome. (Cp. Pairit. de Evang. ii. pp. 4833— 
439.) 

St. Luke’s accuracy is questioned here (by De Weile, ad loc., 
and Strauss, Leben J. p. 375), though there is no evidence to be 
brought against it; a remarkable proof of the inordinate love of 
doubting with which some of the enemies of the Gospel are pos-’ 
sessed ; and showing how little value is to be attached to their 
doubts. 

2. ém) dpxsepéws”*Avva Kat Kaidgpa] in the time of Annas the 
High Priest (i. e. in his high priesthood), and in the time of 
Caiaphas. Elz. has apxrepéwy, plural. But the singular dpxte- 
péws is found in the most ancient MSS., A, B, C, D, E, G, H, K, 
L, M, 8, U, V, X, I, A, A, and Lr., and appears to be the true 
reading. 

It is alleged by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 259) that there is an 
historical error here, because Caiaphas was the High Priest at 
this time. 

But doubtless St. Luke’s assertion is a deliberate one; and 
it is repeated by him Acts iv. 6, where we find”Avyay rdy 
&pxtepéa, Kal Kaiday. 

The solution seems to be this. Annas had been forcibly re- 
moved from the High Priesthood by the heathen power of Rome; 


See Matt. xxvii. 2, and 


and Caiaphas, his son-in-law, had now been placed in that office 
by that power. (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 2.) 

Annas was still alive (John xviii. 13. Acts iv. 6), and was 
the High Priest de jure; but Caiaphas was, in the eye of the 
Civil Power, High Priest de facto. This seems to have been the 
reason, why Jesus, when arrested by the Ecclesiastica! power of 
Jerusalem, was taken to Annas first (John xviii. 13); and it is 
also recorded that Annas sent him bound to Caiaphas (John 
xviii. 24, where see note, and on Acts iv. 6), who, as the Roman 
nominee, delivered Him to the Roman Power to be crucified. 

There may be also an allusion to the peculiar tenure, so 
precarious and irregular, by which Caiaphas held the office, in the 
words of the Gospel, saying that “‘ he was high priest that same 
year.” (John xi. 51; xviii. 13.) In fact, so great was the con- 
fusion with regard to the succession and tenure of the Jewish High 
Priesthood at this time, that, as Josephus relates (Ant. xx. 10; 
cp. Euseb. i. 10), there were no less than twenty-eight High 
Priests from the time of Herod to the destruction of Jerusalem, 
and only one of these held his office for the legal term,—namely, 
for life; the rest were removed at will by the arbitrary mandate 
of human power. Cp. Wetstein, p. 670, and see above on Matt. 
li. 4, 

St. Luke, therefore, in a spirit of reverence for the Sacred 
Office,—instituted by God Himself,—of the High Priesthood, 
which was hereditary and for life, does not acknowledge that the 
High Priest could be daw/ully made and unmade by the Civil 
Power. He still calls Annas the High Priest. And yet, since 
Caiaphas was de facto High Priest, and was commonly reputed 
so to be, he adds his name in the second place to that of Annas. 
Annas had so much influence, that five of his sons became High 
Priests (Joseph. Ant. xx. 9. 1), and probably the practice of ap- 
pointing Sagans, or Deputies, to the High Priest, would facilitate 
the conjunction of Annas-with Caiaphas in the execution of the 
functions of High Priest. Cp. Liyhtfoot, Temple Service, chap. 
v. Works, i. p. 912. 

Both Annas and Caiaphas are called High Priests in the 
Apocryphal Books of the N. T., pp. 500. 530. 532. 605, ed. 
Thilo. 

It appears, that ‘since Caiaphas was High Priest (de facto), 
Annas had some special dignity, which could be no other than 
the chiefdom or headship of the family of Aaron,—and for a 
similar cause Zadok is named before Abiathar.” (2 Sam. xv. 29. 
35.) Patrit. de Evang. ii. p. 360. 

Observe also that this remarkable expression is used by 
St. Luke at a particular crisis, viz. in connexion with our Lord’s 
Baptism. 

He, the true High Priest, was now to be visibly and audibly 
inaugurated as such by the unction of the Holy Ghost descending 
upon Him. 

At this juncture there was, as St. Luke notes, an unhappy 
collision between the Civil and Ecclesiastical Power. God and 
Czesar were at war; and it must have been a perplexing and dis- 
tressing question for the faithful Israelitea—To whom is my obe- 
dience due? Who is the High Priest ? 

Christ came from heaven to solve this question. He put an 
end to all doubts on this matter by rending the Veil at His Cru- 
cifixion, when He offered Himself once for all on the Cross; and 
by ascending into heaven and by entering with His Own blood 
into the true Holy of Holies. 

Hence also the faithful Christian may derive comfort in the 
worst times. When the Civil and Ecclesiastical Powers, which 
ought mutually to assist each other, are at variance and conflict 
with each other, and the devout soul is in trouble, perplexity, and 
hesitation how to pay allegiance to Cesar without breach of loy- 
alty to God, then Christ, the true High Priest, will in His own 
due time intervene to terminate the struggle, by asserting and 
vindicating His own supremacy. 

3. els &peou Guaptiay] for the remission of sins. 
Mark i. 4. 

4. bwvn] The Voice, which foreruns the appearance of the 
Word. (Ambrose.) 


See on 
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¢ Buod, 34, 14. 
2 Chron, 20,17, 


1ea, 52. 10. 


T™ pudaky. 


— érowdoure] prepare ye. The Baptist is represented as 
doing the work of a spiritual «eAevOoro1bs or Evangelical pioneer, 
levelling the hills and raising the valleys for the march of the 
army of the Great King and Conqueror—the Prince of Peace and 
the Lord of Hosts—whose way he came to prepare in the heart 
and life of the world. 

7—9. Tewvipara éyibvGv] See Matt. iii. 7, whence these 
verses are repeated almost verbatim; but St. Luke adds of his own 
independent knowledge the topics in vv. 10 —14, and thus shows 
that he repeats what he knows to be true, and because he knows it. 

8. ph Gpinobe| beyin not. ‘ Omnem excusationis etiam co- 
natum precidit.”’ (Beng.) For a similar use of Upxoua, see 
below, xiii. 26. 

11—14. *Arorpifels 5 Aéyer—ipGv] On the Baptist’s Teach- 
ing, as here described by the Holy Spirit, it is to be observed, 
that this godly Preacher adapted his lessons to the several needs 
of the various classes of society respectively,—the Multitude, the 
Publicans, the Soldiers. Ue was like a skilful Physician apply- 
ing the proper medicine to each particular disease,—a pattern for 
the Christian Preacher. Cp. Cyril here, p. 36. 

14. orparevdpevor] Persons then engaged in military occupa- 
tions—something more than soldiers by profession. 

On the lawfulness of the profession of arms, see Bp. Sander- 
son’s Case of a Military Life, vol. v. pp. 104—120. And for the 
opinions of the Ancient Fathers and practice of primitive Chris- 
tians, see Grotivs here, and the next note but one. 

— pdt cukopaytnjonte] nor accuse any falsely. cvKopayreiv 
is a word derived from Attic law and practice,—and properly de- 
scribing an information against persons who exported figs, and 
thence applied to any false or frivolous charge (Aristoph. Av. 
1431, and Wetst.)—and is peculiar to St. Luke. See. xix. 8. 

— éywvlos] wages. See 1 Cor. ix. 7, Rom. vi. 23. 

He did not say, Cast away your arms, quit the camp; for 

Vor. L. 


he knew that soldiers are not homicides, but ministers of law— 
not avengers of personal injuries, but defenders of the public 
safety. SeeS. Aug. c. Faust. xxii. 24, where he discusses the ques- 
tion concerning the lawfulness of war. ‘The desire of injury,’ 
he says, “ the savageness of revenge, the lust of power, &c., these 
are sins which are justly condemned in wars, which are however 
sometimes undertaken by good men for the sake of punishing the 
violence of others, either by command of God, or of some lawful 
human authority.” Cp. Wetstein, p. 674. 

16. pxeror 5¢ 6 ioxupdrepos] the stronger than I—and than 
all—is coming. See on Matt. iii. 11. Mark i. 7, 8. 

— Avou toy iudvra) to loose the thong of his shoes; to do 
the office of a servant. There may be also a reference to the 
practice described in Ruth iv. 8; and so, figuratively, he may 
mean what he says in John iii. 24, that he is not the Bridegroom, 
and would not rob Him of His own. Cf. Gregor. Hom. 7 in 
Evang. and Ambrose. 

— avrds] He—and no other. 

17. 0 +d wrboy] Cp. Matt. iii. 12. In His hand is the fan of 
future judgment, with which He will winnow the chaff from the 
wheat, i.e. the Evil from the Good, who now lie mingled together 
on His Floor of the Church on Harth. Observe, the Earth is 
His Floor. Remark also the frequent repetition of abrot, pro- 
claiming the sovereignty of Christ. 

19. ‘O dé ‘Hpdins| Here is a remarkable instance of onticipa- 
tion, not uncommon in St. Luke and in the other Gospels. The 
Evangelist having spoken of the Baptist’s preaching, proceeds 
immediately to speak of his imprisonment, though probably some 
months intervened between the two. This serves the purpose of 
showing that John was ready to suffer for what he taught, and 
makes his preaching more practical and cogent. 

The observation of this principle of anticipation clears up 
many supposed difficulties in the Gospel. See on Matt. xx. 29. 
2B 
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e Matt. 3. 16, Se. 
Mark 1. 10, &e. 


LUKE I. 21—30. 


lo ~ 2 lal 
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“A X\ > Xx ‘\ A“ XX 
obgtos Kal zpocevyopévov dvewyOivar Tov ovpaviv, ” Kai KataByvar Td 
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*Tarvd, Tod “Iwotd, * tod Marrabiov, tod “Apas, Tov Naovdp, tod “Echt, Tov 
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*Tearva, Tod ‘Pnod, rod ZopoBadBed, Tod Zatabupr, Tod Nypi, 8 709 Medyl, tod 
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A ‘ an Aa 
*Te@pet, Tov Maréar, tov Aevt, 


or an a Ae n X ~ 
*4 cov Maréat, tod Aevi, rod Medxt, Tov 


*° tov “Iwan, Tov “Ehuélep, Tov 


nr oe nw ¥ Ny nw 
ToD Supewv, Tod “Iovda, Tod “Iwayd, Tov 


21, 22.] On this text see the Sermons of Bp. Andrewes, ii. 


241. 
QL. xpocevyoucvov] when He was praying. St. Luke alone 


notes this incident, which calls attention to the reality of our | 
| is traced through Joseph, who was united to Mary by the Law of 


Lord’s Human Nature. He also thus teaches the use of prayer 
for the reception of the Holy Spirit. 
St. Luke, the Evangelist of the Gentiles, lays special stress 


iv. 22. John vi. 42. This word évouifero appears to intimate two 
things ; first, that Jesus was not son of Joseph by Nature ; and 
secondly, that He was son of Joseph by Law. And therefore, 
although He was the promised seed of the woman, His genealogy 


Marriage, which God had instituted in Paradise; and He bad an 


_ hereditary claim to the rights of Joseph, as son of David, and 


on the solemn duty, and blessed privilege, and happy results, of | 


Prayer. See on v. 16, and above, Jniroduction, p. 160. 

Our Lord was baptized (says S. Amérose), not to be cleansed 
by water, but to cleanse it for the washing away of sin in Bap- 
tism, and to fulfil all righteousness, i.e. to be an example of 
obedience to all the dispensations of God. 

He came (as it were) to baptize Water for holy uses, and to 
invite men to a more joyful acceptance of that Baptism which 
would be instituted by Himself. He condescended in His own 
Body to prefigure the Church, His Mystical Body (says Chrys. in 
Caten.), a which they who are baptized receive the Holy Ghost. 
*“ Venit Dominus ad lavacrum,” says S. Ambrose here, “ Omnia 
pro te factus est. Nemo refugiat lavacrum gratie, quandd 
Christus lavacram peenitentis non refugit. Nune consideremus 
mysterium Trinifatis. Ctm baptizatur Filius, Pater se adesse 
testatur. Adest ef Spiritus Sanctus; nunquam potest a se Tri- 
nitas separari.’” Cp. on Matt. iii. 16, 17. 

23. adrds jy] Jesus Himself was about thirty years of age 
when He began His ministry. In the pronoun avtds (which is 
emphatic) St. Luke seems to say: Even Jesus, the Son of God— 
the Divine Priest and Prophet and King—did not put Himself 
forward to preach before the Jegal age. How much less should 
men presume to undertake so arduous an office before they are 
ripe for it! Cp. Heb. v. 5. 

The Evangelist here declares that Jesus Himself was about 
thirty years old when He Segan His Ministry. There is a remark- 
able testimony to this effect in Medito (Routh, R. S. i. 121), of the 
second century, on the Chronology of our Lord’s Life; thy @ed7qT« 
adred émardécate dd ray onuctwr ev TH Tpretla TH meTa Td 
Bderiona, Thy 58 GyOpardrnta abtod év toils TpidKovTa xpé- 
yors (thirty years) teis xpd tod Saxticuatos. TpiaxovTéeTns 
Bawri(era:, says Greg. Nazian. p. 714. See also Pseudo-Ignat. 
sd Tertullian. 10, tpcts> SexdSas erav wodrtevoeduevos 
eSanric@y . . . xal tects éviavtods xypdias Td evayyeAtoy 
- « « €gtaupdey. 

At first sight, the word doxéuevos may seem abrupt when 
thus used. But it appears to be explained by St. Luke himself 
Acts i. 1, referring probably to this passage, rdy pty xp@Tov 
Adyor éxomoduny wep wdytwr, 3 Ocdpirc, dv Fptato 5 “Incods 
woe te xal d:Sdexervy. And again Acts i. 22, “Ijcods apid- 
meros Gx0 Sarricuates ‘Iwdrvov. 

The reason for this notice seems to be, that it might be 
known that our Lord did rot degin His public minisiry till the 
age preseribed for the Levites (Numb. iv. 3; viii. 24. 1 Chron. 
xxiii. 3), and that He did Segin i¢ as soon as He was of that age. 

Tn this, and in other respects, He was typified by Joseph, 
who was thirty years of age when he stood before Pharaoh. Gen. 
xh. 46. 

Christ was 5apfized when He was of full age. But let it 
not be imagined that this is any argument against Infant Bap- 
tism. For Jofn’s Baptism was not an act of initiation into cove- 
nant with God, but a Baptism of Repentance. And Christ was 
Cireumcised when an Infant of eight days old; and Circumcision 
was to the Law what Baptism is to the Gospel,—the appointed 
act of initiation of man into covenant with God. 

And therefore the example of Christ, circumcised on the 
eighth day after Birth, is an argument for Infant Baptism. 

— es évoul(ero] As he was accounted by law (véu@). See Luke 


owed him filial obedience. See on Matt. i. 1. 

— vids "Iwo, To# ‘HA‘] On the Genealogies of our Lord, 
see on Matt. i. 1—16. 

St. Luke’s design in this Genealogy was probably as fol- 
lows :— 

The Genealogy of our Lord is not inserted in the beginning 
of this Gospel, as is the case in St. Matthew; but at a later 
period, when our Lord is described as thirty years of age; and it 
is inserted in connexion with His Baptism. 

St. Matthew descends in his Genealogy from Abraham ; 
St. Luke ascends to God. 

Why was this? 

St. Luke intends to show that Jesus is the promised Seed of 
the Woman (Gen. iii. 15. Gal. iv. 4), that Heis the Second Adam 
—the Father of the new race of regenerate humanity—in whom 
all Nations of the Earth are blessed. 

In Him, anointed by the Holy Ghost, the whole Human 
Race is summed up, and sanctified. 

Christ, our Divine Head, is here presented to us as the 
Author of the new race, which He carries up, as it were, by a re- 
troverted stream of sanctification, turning back the channels of 
hereditary corruption and original sin, through every successive 
generation in an ascending series ; and leading it up through Adam 
to God He cleanses it by the divine effluence and effusion of the 
Holy Ghost. : 

St. Luke dates our Lord’s Genealogy from His Baptism, 
because in Baptism the old Adam is buried, and the new man is 
raised up; and the life of Christ in us Jegins at Baptism. See 
Origen here, and Eusebius in Mai, Patrum Nova Bibliotheca, iv. 
pp. 271—277. 

The great work of retrogressive and retroactive purification is 
here connected with the Baptism of Christ. And thus the Holy 
Spirit has reminded us that our participation in this work of puri- 
fication is commenced at our Baptism into Christ; that our 
adoption into the new Generation, by which we are engrafted 
into Christ, and through Him carried up to God, is effected by 
Him through the “ Javer of Regeneration.” Tit. iii. 5. Cp. 
S. Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii. 4, 5. 

As St. Paul says (Rom. v. 15), “Not as the offence (in 
Adam), so the free gift in Christ. For if through the offence of 
the one Adam, the many (that is, all, cp. v. 18), died, much 
more the Grace of God, and the Gift by the one man Jesus Christ 
hath abounded, er overflowed, to the many, i.e. upon ali. As by 
the offence of one judgment came upon all to condemnation, so 
by the righteousness of One the free gift came upon all men unto 
Justification.” 

In addition to the authorities cited on St. Matthew, i. 1—16, 
the reader may consult the work of Eusedius, lately published by 
Mai, Question. ad Marin. pp. 219—226. 

27. rod SadabrjA] of Salathiel. See on Matt. i.12—15. It 
is most probable that this jis the same person as he who is men- 
tioned by St. Matthew, i. 12, and that Zorobabel is the same person 
as he who is mentioned under that name by St. Matthew. It is 
true, that between Zorobabel in St. Luke, and Mary, are seven- 
teen generations, and between Zorobabel in St. Matthew, and 
Joseph, are nine generations. But so between David and Sala- 
thiel in St. Luke are twenty generations; and only fourteen in 
St. Matthew. Cp. next note. 


LUKE III. 31—3s. 


IV. 1—9. 187 


> XN La 3’ Q f an oe n lal e 
Iwvav, tov “Ehaxety, *! ‘rod Medea, rod Maivav, rod Martraa, tov * Nabav, 2 sam. 5.14. 


1 Chron. 3. 5. 


A Ae B font ) \ (owt) \ aA a na 
rov Aavid, * rod “Ieroal, rod ’NABHS, tod Bod{, rod Yahpov, Tov Naacoar, Zech. 12. 12. 


3 


g Ruth 4. 18. 
1 Chron. 2. 10. 


3 a? XN rN SD \ A? a lal A 
Tod “ApwadaB, Tod ’Apdw, Tod "Eapap, tov Gapés, Tod Iovda, * "rod Taxa, 1; ® 10. 
tae te) \ lol \ n an a 
tov Icadx, tov “ABpadp, Tov Odpa, tod Nayap, * rod Sepodx, Tod “Paya, 


26. 


fon , lol) N lal > nA fal al 
tov Pahex, Tov EBép, tov Sada, * rod Kalvav, rod "Appatad, ToU Yr, Tov 

aA an if nN rn lal le) j aA. 
Noe, Tod Adpey, * rod Mafovodha, Tod ’Evady, Tov *Iapéd, rod Mahedena, ‘rod iGen. 5.6. 


Kaivav, * * 


‘ey &) \ lal AX lal n lal 
tov Evas, Tov 376, Tov “Adam, Tov Meov. 


& 11. 10. 


k Gen. 5. 3. 
ch. 5. 1. 


15 a> a e a 
IV. (47) | *'Inoobs 8é Hvedpatos ayiov mjpys iméotpepev dad Tod “Iop- a Matt. 4.1, ve. 


Mark 1. 12, &e. 


, Ns a 
Sdvov, kal nyero & 7H TIvedparte eis rhv epypov (=) 2 yépas TexoapdkovTa 


, an 
Teipalopevos vd TOU AtaBddov. 


‘\ lal lant Y 
kal owTedecfecav abtav votepov émetvace. 


X\ > » Oe > lal ¢ , > le A, 
Kat ov edayev ovdev ev Tats Nméepaus Exetvats 


\ > an 
3 Kal eimey ait@ 6 Atdodos, 


3 en > n A ey AN A Y y 
Et Ywdos et tov Oeov, eizwe TD hid TOUT@ wa YEVYT AL G.pTos. 4 Kat amrekptOn 


BS) la) XX Seen , t , Y =) > » / , 
Incovs POS AUTOV heyov, > Péypanrat, OTL OUK ET apT@ bLov@ Cyoetau O b Deut. 8. 3. 


avOpwros, ahN émt mavtl pypate Ocod. 


5 SN cd N e) NS ¢ 
Kau avayayav avTov oO 


iy 3 + ¢ » an lal 
AidBodos eis dpos vWov ceakev aire wdcas Tas Bactrelas THs oiKouperys ev 


6 Q > > A 
KQL €ELITEV avuT@ 


OTL xpovov, 


6 AudBoros, Yot décw Tv eEovotay tav’Tyv 


amracav Kat Thy dd€av advrav, oT. euol mapaddédorat, Kal @ av Odrw Sidmpt 


Cane 
auTyv’ 


Wf ‘\ > a , > , > fal » lal 
Gu oOvv €av TPOTKVUYONS EVWTLOV ELOV, EOTAL DOV TATA, 


8 Kat 


> \ 2 A e05 ee 2 Se an , c 
arokpilets avT@ eitrev 0 Inaous, Traye oricw pov Farava, yeypamtau © II poo- ¢ Deut. 6. 13. 


- tf XN / “ > lal V6 - 
KUVYNOELS Kup.tov Tov Oeov OOV, KAL AVTM LOVm@ NAT PEVTELS. 


9 Kat 


+ ,.N Bb) ¢ Mw \ Y¥ Si aeN DN \ , ne lal 
nyayev QUTOV ELS Iepovoa Yo, KQL COTYOEV QUTOV €T7L TO TWTEPUYLOV TOU LEpou, 


36. Tod Kaivdy] of Cainan. Here is a difficulty. 

This name Cainan, as son of Arphaxad, does not occur, in 
this place, in the original Hebrew of Gen. xi. 12, nor in 1 Chron. 
i. 24, where Sala is represented as son of Arphaxad. 

But it is found in the Septuagint Version in Gen. xi. 13, not 
in 1 Chron. i. 24. 

The name of Cainan appears to be associated with the intro- 
duction of idolatry. See Hphraem Syrus in Gen. xviii. Mill on 
the Genealogies, p. 149. 

It is also certain that the Evangelists had access to genealo- 
gical materials that we do not possess. See above on Matt. 
i. 3. 

We have seen (Matt. i. 8) that it was the practice of the 
Hebrews to omit names from their Genealogies, for moral and 
judicial reasons. Accordingly we find that in St. Matthew’s 
Genealogy several names are passed over in silence. 

But this does not appear to be the case in Si. Luke’s Genea- 
logy. He wrote specially for the Gentiles, and to show that in 
Christ all nations are blessed. In Him—Who is the Second 
Adam, the Father of the new Creation—there is pardon and 
grace freely offered to all; in Him the dead in trespasses 
and sins are made alive; and they who had been aliens—by 
idolatry and vice—were made nigh to God in Christ (Gal. iii. 
28. Eph. ii. 12, 13); and there is an universal Amnesty in 
Christ. 

Perhaps there may be something significant of this gracious 
purpose of Universal Reconciliation and Restoration by the 
Gospel, in the fact, that a name—the name of Cainan, expunged 
perhaps for moral reasons, viz. for idolatry—from the Hebrew 
Genealogies, is restored, in Christ, to that of the Gentile World. 

On this question, see Walther, Harmon. Biblic. ad Luc. iii. 
36. Michaelis, de Chronol. Mosis post diluv. in Comm. Soc. 
Gotting. 1763. Rus, Harmon. Evang. i. 359. Spanheim, Dubia 
Evang. xxiii., who, with Beza, would expunge the word. Routh, 
R. S. i. 373, observes, that neither Julius Africanus, early in the 
third century, nor Eusebius in the fourth, seem to have had this 
second Kaivdy in their editions of the LXX; and Lord Arthur 
Hervey, on the Genealogies (pp. 168-203), has endeavoured to 
show that the name Cainan was first interpolated here in St. 
Luke, and thence passed into copies of the LXX. But it is found 
in all the best Manuscripts here, with the single exception of the 
Codex Bez, which omits it. Cp. Mill, pp. 144. 147, note. 

88. ’Adau, Tod Ocod] Thus the Holy Spirit, writing by St. 
Luke to the Gentiles, taught them what they, especially the 
Greeks, much needed to learn, that God had “made of one blood 
all nations of men,’ Acts xvii. 26. Herein, as in many other 
respects, St. Luke the Evangelist is a fellow-labourer with the 
Apostle St. Paul. See Introduction, p. 158. 


Joseph is not called the Son of Eli literally, any more than 
Adam was literally the Son of God. (Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii. 3.) 
Perhaps, also, it may be said that the words ws évoulCero, as 
He was accounted, in v. 23, may be intended to imply that the 
Evangelist is giving the genealogy as commonly received. (Cp. 
Bengel.) 

— Tov cod] of God. ‘Ex Deo per Christum sunt omnia. 
Omnia reducuntur per Christum ad Deum.” (Beng.) 


Cu. IV. 1—138. *Incods 5¢] On the Temptation see Matt. iv. 
1—11. 

2. huépas Tecoapdicovra| forty days. It is said by some (e.g. 
Bengel) that this is a ‘‘locutio pregnans,” indicating that He 
was led into the Wilderness for forty days, where, after they 
were over (cp. Matt. iv. 3), He was tempted. 

But the words of the two Evangelists taken together, seem 
rather to imply that He was tempted at intervals during the forty 
Days (cp. Mark i. 13), and that at the close of them the Tempter 
assailed our Lord with the greatest violence. 

And this appears to be typical of what is to be looked for in 
the History of the Church. She is tempted or tried by the Evil 
One during the whole period of her sojourn (represented by Forty 
Days, see on Matt. iv. 2), in the Wilderness of this World: but 
Satan reserves the fiercest trial for the last. See Rev. xii. 12. 

4. Téyparrat] It is written: repeated v. 8; cp. v. 12. Christ 
is ‘full of the Holy Ghost,” v. 1, and yet His Rule of Faith and 
Practice is Holy Scripture ;—a fact which may be commended to 
the consideration of some (Quakers, Methodists, and others) who 
appear to suppose that inward illumination (or what is fancied 
to be such) may be a substitute for the written Word. 

5. @eikevy aitG] The last Temptation in St. Matthew (iv. 8), 
but mentioned here in the second place by St. Luke. 

But observe, St. Luke does not say réTe or wdAww, as St. 
Matthew does (iv. 5. 8), and therefore there is no discrepancy ; 
but St. Luke places the temptations in an order of his own; per- 
haps with a reference to the temptation of the first Adam, and to 
the special trials of the Gentile World. By indulgence we were 
conquered in Adam, by abstinence we conquer in Christ. (Cyrii.) 

— Tijs oikoupévns] St. Matthew here (iv. 8) has Tod kécmov. 

— &v oriyph xpdvov] in a moment of time. “ In momento 
enim pretereunt.”” (Ambrose.) 

8. Hpockuyhoes] Thou shalt worship the Lord thy God, and 
Him only shalt thou serve. And yet Christ is to be worshipped 
(Heb. i. 6). How then can Christ be a Creature? How can 
He be other than God? Let Arians and Socinians be entreated 
to mark this. 

9. ‘Iepovoadrhu| Jerusalem. St. Matthew, writing for Jews, 
has thy aylav wérw, the Holy City, here, iv. 5. 
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LUKE IV. 10—26. 


Kal eimev aito, Ei Tids et Tov Oeov, Bade ceavtov évtedbev kato, | yéypamrar 
yap, “Oru “tots ayyédous avTov évTehEtTar TEpt Gov, TOU Siagudd tar 
ce Uxal dru emt yerpov apotat oe py Tote tpocKdys Tpds iow 
tov 76da cov, | Kat daoxpwlets elrev aiTa 6 "Inoovs: “Or eipntat, °OUK 
éxterpdaes Kipiov tov Ocdv cov. |} Kal owvrehécas révta Treipacpov 
6 AukBodos ‘aréarn dm avTod dypt Karpov. 

(22) 4 Kal tméorpepev 6 “Inoots év 7H Suvdper tod Uvedparos eis THv 
Tadthatar: kat drpn e&nrOe kal? dys THs Tepixdpov Tept avtov. ™ Kat autos 
eSiSackey &v Tals cvvaywyats adtav Sokalduevos bro TavTwv. 

(2) 168 Kat fdOev eis tiv Nalaped, o6 jv reOpappevos: Kal elondOe, "Kara 
76 elwbds adTa, ev TH Huepy TGV caBRdrwv eis THY GYVaywyNnY, Kal dvéoTH 
dvayvava. \ Kal é7e8d0n aire BuBhiov ‘Hoatov rod tpodyrou' kal dvamrvsas 

x , a N , a ® , 18 i a , aes SAN a 
7d BuBdlov edpe Tov TOTOV OD Hv yeypappevov,  *IIvevpa Kuptov €m ewe, ov 
elvexev €xpioé pe evayyedioacbat mrwXols, dwé€oTtahKké pe tdwaaOat 
TovSs GUPTETPLLpLEeVOUS THY Kapdiav, KnpvEar aixpahsrors aperwy, 
kat Tuddrots avaBrgeuv, dtooret dar TEOpavopévovs év apécer, i Ky- 
pvéar éviavtov Kuptov Sexrév. 7° Kat wrvigas 7d PiBdiov aaodovs ro 
banpeTn exdfice Kal Tévtav ev TH TrVaywyyn ol dPOadrwol yoav arevilovTes 
atte. 7! "Hpgaro Se éyew pds adtods, “Orr orjepov TeTrAHpwTar 4 ypady 
avtn év Tots wow tov. (+) **Kat waves euaptipovy atte, Kal éJav- 
palov emt Tots Adyous THS ys puTos Tots ExropEevopevors ex TOV GTOMATOS aUTOU, 
Kat €heyov, Ovy otrds é€oTw 6 vids “looyjd; (+) 3! Kal ele mpos avtovs, 
TIdvrws épetré prow THY tapaBodnv tadvryv, “Iatpé, Oepdmevoov ceavTdv doa 
nKovoapev yevopeva ev 7H Kadapvacdp, Toinoov Kal ade &v TH TaTpido. cov. 
(4) *4™ Eire Se, “Aut héyw tpiv, ote oddeis tpodrrns Sextds eotw &v TH 


Mark 6. 4. 
John 4. 44, 

n | Kings 17, 7. 
& 18. 1. 
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26 Kat TpOs ovoelav 


Yapepla THS YLO@vos Tpos yuvatka yypav. 


13. & xp Katpod] till a season. 
pus’”’ (Beng.), such as the Agony. 

15. aitds] ‘Ipse; non modo per famam.” (Beng.) 

16. Na(aped, of jv r<Opaumevos] Nazareth (the city of Branches), 
where He (who is the Brancu) had been reared, and where He 
“ crevit occulto velut Arbor evo.’’ See above onii.5 . 

— Kat& Td ciwOds avTG]| according to his custom—a strong 
argument for attendance on Public Worship. 

— ey Th ieee TOY oaBBdtwv] on the Sabbath Day. On the 
Synagogue Worship on the Sabbath, see Acts xiii. 14,15; xv. 21. 
Joseph. de B. Jud. vii.3. Vitringa de Synagoga, Franecq. 1696. 
Prideaux, Connexion, i. 416—430, ad a.p. 444. Jahn, Arch. 8. 
344, 397. And on the preparatory uses of the Synagogues for 
the diffusion of Christianity, see below, Introduction to the Acts 
of the APOSTLES, p. Xvii. 

17. écdé0n] was given in addition, perhaps after the Lesson 
from the Law. Our Lord appears to have done two things ; first, 
avéotn avayvevat, He stood up to read the Lesson of the day ; 
secondly, to have chosen a particular passage (etpetv Té7ov) in the 
prophecies of Isaiah (Cyri/), and to have expounded it, with addi- 
tions from other places of the same Prophet; e.g. Isa. xi. 1, 2, 
with illustrations from xlii. 7, and to have shown the application 
of these prophecies to Himself. See Surenhus. pp. 339—345. 

— dvarrtias] having unrolled the 75x (megillah), or volume. 

It appears that Isaiah formed a separate roll. 

18. éxpicé pe] anointed Me—made Me the Messiah, the 
Anointed One—the Christ. Christ was anointed at the Incarna- 
tion by the operation of the Holy Ghost, and was publicly anointed 
and inaugurated as the Messiah by the descent of the Holy Ghost 
at His Baptism. See on Matt. iii. 16. Therefore this lesson and 
exposition were specially appropriate now. 

18, 19.] On this text see the Sermon of By. Andrewes, iii. 280. 

19. eviavtdv] the year—typified by the Jubilee, Lev. xxv. 9; 


“ Usque ad opportunum tem- 


which prefigured the Gospel dispensation, the World’s release from 
the Debt of Sin; the Universal Jubilee proclaimed by Christ. 

On the erroneous notion hence derived by some (see Clem. 
Alex. Strom. i. p. 147, and Origen de Prince. iv. 5), that our Lord 
taught only for one year or little more, see the authorities in 
Gieseler, Ch. Hist. chap. i. note 10. Wéner, Lex. i. p. 568. 
Routh, R. 8. i. 121. 146; iv. 364, and above, on iii. 23, where it 
will be seen that Melito affirmed that our Lord's ministry lasted 
three years; so also S. Hippolytus, in Dan. § 4. So Euseb. H. 
EH. i. 10. Theodoret, in Dan. ix. S. Hieron. in Dan. ix. 

24. Sexrds| acceptable. See on Acts x. 35. 

25. ern Tpla kad pivas €&] three years and six months. It is 
said by some (e.g. Meyer, p. 275) that this is at variance with 
the date in 1 Kings xviii. 1, ‘(the ¢hird year.”” But it does not 
appear that the third year there is dated from the beginning of 
the famine. The original says, “There were many days; and in 
the third year—probably after those many days—the word of the 
Lord came to Elijah.” Why otherwise should the “ many days”’ 
be mentioned ? 

The period of three years and a half (half of seven, the 
sacred number) = 42 months, or 1260 days, had an ominous sound 
in the ears of an Israelite, being the time of this famine (cp. 
James v. 17), and of the duration of the desolation of the Temple 
under Antiochus. Lightfoot, i. p. 620. Harm. N. T. Rev. xi. 
Joseph. B. J.i.1. Lowth on Dan. xii. 7. Prideaux ad a.p. 168, 
165. See Rev. xi. 2,3; xii. 6.14; xiii. 5. 

26, 27. “HAlas—’ENiocalov] The Prophets Elijah and Elisha 
were types of Christ ; and in their special dealings with the widow 
of Sarepta and Naaman the Syrian, they foreshadowed His rela- 
tion, not only to Capernaum in contrast with Nazareth, but also 
to the Gentile world in comparison with the Jews. (Theophyl., 
Euthym.) See above, ii. 32. 

— ei uh] saving, except. 
Rev, xxi. 27. 


See on Matt. xii. 4. 1 Cor. xiv. 6. 
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1° Kat tohdol erpot joav émt "Ekccatov tod mpodyrov év 7H “Iopai)\, 02 Kings 5. 14. 
Kat ovdels avrav éxafapicOn «i pr) Neeuav 6 Svpos. ™ Kat émdyjo0noavr 

mavtes Oupod év TH cuvvaywyn axovovtes tadta. * Kal dvactavtes €&€Bahov 

abtov €€w THS TddEws, Kal Hyayov avrTov ews dppvos Tod dpous, éf’ ob 7 TOs 

avTav @KodduyTo, eis TO KaTaKpyprica adtévr * Padrds S€ SuehOadv Sid wéoou p John 8. 59. 
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29. dppvos] the brow of the hill. Modern Nazareth is not 
on a hill, as the ancient city was. Cp. Robinson, Palest. iii. 183 
—200, who says, ‘“‘The houses stand in the lower part of the 
slope of the western hill, which rises steep and high above them.” 
Its inhabitants were guilty of rejecting the Son of God, Who 
vouchsafed to dwell among them, and of endeavouring to cast 
Him down from “ the brow of a hill on which their city was built.”’ 
They are now debased: a fit emblem of the degradation of those 
who reject Christ. Cp. the curse pronounced by Him on Caper- 
naum (Matt. xi. 23). 

80. SreAPay 51a wécov] he passed through the midst of them 
and went forth on His way. He allowed them to take Him to 
the top of the hill—and then escaped. By such acts as these 
(cp. John viii. 59; x. 31. 39) He has proved that His death was 
voluntary,—‘‘ Quando vult capitur, quand6 vult occiditur,”—and 
we may add, “ Quando nolunt inimici, elabitur, et quando nolunt, 
occiditur.”” See Matt. xxvi. 5. 

— énopedeto] He was going His way: while they were eager 
to cast Him headlong. Observe the imperfect tense. 

Here is a remarkable instance of the manner in which the 
narrative of one Gospel fits in with that of another. St. Luke says 
here that He went His way, and the next thing we hear of Him is 
that he came to Capernaum. St. Matthew relates only that He 
left Nazareth and came to Capernaum (iv. 13). St. Luke supplies 
the reason why He left His own country, namely, because it had 
rejected Him. : 

In His great mercy He offered his own countrymen one more 
opportunity (Matt. xiii. 54. Mark vi. 1), which was lost. 

831, Kapapvaotu mod 7. T.] Capernaum, a city of Galilee. 
A mode of speech showing that St. Luke wrote for persons un- 
acquainted with Palestine. So, ini. 26, he speaks of a city of 


43°Q 6é etme Tpos avTovs, "Ort Kat Tats ETEpals TOhEow evayyeni- 


4 Kal wv 


Galilee called Nazareth, and in xxi. 37, the mount called the 
Mount of Olives; cp. xxii. 1, the feast of unleavened bread, which 
is called the Passover. See above, Introduction, p. 165. 
Marcion began his edition of St. Luke’s Gospel at this verse 
(see Libr. Apocr. N. T. p. 403), and inserted the words 6 @eds 
katnrdev cis Kapapvaola,—a testimony from him to Cbrist’s 
Divinity, and also an avowal that the earlier chapters of St. Luke 
(omitted by Marcion) assert the Humanity, which he denied. 
Observe, He went and settled at Capernaum, although He 
foreknew its disobedience (Cyril), x. 15. A lesson to us to preach 
and propagate the Gospel whatever our hopes of success may be. 

33. Samovlov] a devil. St. Luke, writing for Gentiles, adds 
the epithet dxd@aprov, unclean, to dayudviov, which St. Matthew, 
writing to Jews (for whom it was not necessary), never does. See 
Townson on the Gospels, p. 185. 

— kal dvéxpate] See Mark i. 24—28. 

84. *Inootd NaCapnvé| Jesus of Nazareth. There was some- 
thing of bitter scorn and derision in their application here; for 
the citizens of Nazareth had just rejected Him, and had attempted 
to kill Him, iv. 29. Thus in this address of the demoniac there 
was blasphemy mixed with dread—a fearful picture of the temper 
of Devils toward ‘ the Holy One of God.” 

— 6°Ay.ios] ‘He uses the Article,”’ says Athanas. in Caten., 
“ distinguishing Christ from all others ; for He is the Holy One, 
by communion with Whom all who are holy are called holy.” 

85. &iud0nr1] literally, Be thou muzzled. ‘ biuds, i. gq. enuds, 
camus (cp. Routh, R. 8. iv. 44. 71), capistri genus (a muzzle) 
quo caballi superbi coerceri solent (Valck, ex Isid.), hine pimodr 
obturare.”’ See Matt. xxii. 12. Mark i. 25; iv. 39. 

41. “Or:] because. See Mark i. 34, 
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a Mark 4. 1. 
b Matt. 4. 18-—22. 


LUKE V. 1—18. 
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Kat eiféws 7 étpa amnOev ar 


Cu. V. 1—l1. *Eyévero 5&—airG] Cp. Matt. iv. 18—22. 
Mark i. 16—20. Some Expositors suppose that these two latter 
describe a different: action from that in St. Luke; but see Ham- 
mond, Lightfoot, and Spanheim, Dubia Evang. p. 337, and Trench 
on the Miracles, p. 125, 

Spanheim’s judicious observation here, p. 334, is of general 
application: ‘ Nihil frequentius quam quedam pretermitti ab his 
(i.e. by some of the four Evangelists), swppleri ab aliis, ob fines 
sepe dictos, ne vel Scriptores sacri ex compacto scripsisse vide- 
rentur, vel Lectores uni ex illis, reliquis spretis, hererent.”” 

— Aiuyn] lake. So called by St. Luke alone. All the other 
Evangelists call it a sea; and never use the word Aluvn, lake, 
at all. 

2. «ide 500 mAoia] He saw two ships. Our Lord evangelizes 
men by means of their worldly occupations. The Shepherds at 
Bethlehem, when tending their flocks; the Magi looking at the 
stars; Matthew at the seat of custom; Simon and Andrew, James 
and John, at their nets, are called to Christ. (Cp. Treoph. here.) 
He thus teaches us the duty of labour, and to sanctify our labours 
by His presence. e 

— éoréra] standing still—at anchor. 
verb, Acts ix. 7, and Wetstein here. 

— anéndvyay] they washed them off. Observe amd and the 
aorist, marking by this act of washing that the fishing was over. 
They cleansed them from weeds, &c.,—and hung them up to dry, 
till they should be wanted again on the following night. Where 
human work ends, divine begins. 

4. "Enavdyaye] Launch forth from shore back again to the 
deep now in the day, where during the whole night (the best time 
for fishing} thou hast caught nothing. 

5. °Emortdta] Master. The Greek word émordrns is used by 
St. Luke six times (v. 5; viii. 24. 45; ix. 33. 49; xvii. 13), and 
is never used by any other Evangelist. The Hebrew word Rabbi 
is used for Master by all the other Evangelists, but never so used 
by St. Luke. See Introduction, p. 165. 

— 8? bAns Tis vuKtds] through the whole night, during the 
most favourable time, and during the whole of it. How then can 
we expect a draught now ? 

In a figurative sense the words may be applied to the labours 
of the Church of God during the night of heathen darkness, 
before the coming of Christ. See Theophyl. and S. Ambrose 
here: ‘Ego, Domine, scio quia now est quando non imperas—in 
Verbo Tuo laxabo retia.”’ 

6. d:ephqyvvto] was on the point of breaking; “in eo erat ut 
rumperetur.” (Cf. Valek.) 


Cp. this use of this 


This draught of fishes was not only a Miracle, but (like other 
of our Lord’s Miracles) it was a prophetic parable in action. It 
foreshadowed the success that would attend the labours of the 
Apostolical Fishers of Men, in drawing the Net of the Gospel 
through the Sea of the World, and enclosing the wandering 
shoals of Heathen Nations within it, so that they might be caught 
—not for death—but for life eternal (é(wypnuévor),—and though 
the Net was full, yet it should not be broken. 

Compare this miraculous draught with that in John xxi. 6— 
11, after the Resurrection ; and consider them not only as mira- 
cles, but prophecies, and precepts, with regard to the Fishers of 
Men, the Ship of the Church, the Net of the Gospel, the Sea 
of the World, and the Shore of Eternity. 

7. karévevoay 7. werdxois] they beckoned to their partners in 
the other ship. A suggestion to Pastors and Churches,—that 
when they themselves do not suffice for the Evangelical and Mis- 
sionary work to which they are appointed, they should invite other 
Pastors and Churches to help them as wéroxo: (coadjutors) in the 
labour of Apostolical Fishing. Where a Bishop is disabled by age 
or infirmity, he ought to be provided with a Coadjutor. All Pas- 
tors are wéToxot, partners, under one Képios, Christ. 

They beckoned because of the distance,—or, it may be, in 
awe,—not venturing to shout aloud in the presence of Christ. 
Cp. vv. 8 and 9, OauBos mepleaxev TaVTas, 

8. rots ydvaow] at His knees—for Jesus was sitting in Peter’s 
ship, v. 3. 

— “EkedOe am éuov] Depart out of my ship. 

10. dvOpdmous eon (wypav] thou shalt be a catcher of men alive. 
This shall be tly future occupation, to catch men for life eternal, 
instead of catching fish for death. The saying therefore is more 
emphatic than if it had been ay@pdmovs (wyphoeis, thou shalt 
catch men. 

12. wArpns Aémpas] full of leprosy. A Hellenistic paraphrase 
of St. Matthew’s (viii. 2), and St. Mark’s (i. 40) word, Aexpds. 
On this use of tAfpns as applied to diseases, see Ruhnken ad 
Timeum, v. dvdrAews, p. 30. 

On the circumstances of the miracle, see Matt. viii. 2—4, 

18. ©dAw, KadaploOnri. Kal ed0éws] TI will, be thow cleansed. 
“‘ Nihil medium est inter opus Dei et preeceptum, quia preeceptum 
est opus,” S. Ambrose, who adds, “ Volo dicit, propter Photi- 
num; imperat propter Arium; tangit propter Manicheum ;’’ 
and thus by a single act He confutes heresies yet unborn. And 
further: ‘‘ Lew tangi leprosos prohibet, sed, qui Dominus Legis 
est, Legem facit ; tetigit ergo, ut probaret quia subjectus non erat 
Legi—et ut lepra tactu fugaretur, que solebat contaminare tan- 
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avrov. |* Kat aitos mapryyeder aitd pdevi eimets adda dre\Mav detEov 
GEavTOV TO lepel, Kal TpooeveyKe Tept TOV Kafapiomov cov, Kalas mpocerake 
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amo Tov dobeveav aitav' (7) 18 airds dé Hv broywpav év Tals eprpous, Kat 
T POT EVXO|LEVOS. 

(<r) ) Kat éyévero & pud Tov jpepdv Kal adtos Wv diddoKor Kal Hoop 
Kabywevor Papicator Kal vopodwddoKado, ot Hoar ehnrvOdres Ex TATHS KaNS 
ms Tadwraias kat “Iovdatas Kat “Iepovoahjp: cat dvvapis Kupiov yv eis 70 
laoBoar abrovs. (=) 18! Kat iSod dvdpes deportes ert kdivyns avOpwiror, ds Hv 
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i Matt. 9. 2—8. 
Mark 2. 3—12. 


8 ‘ las , a aN \ a / 2) \ , + , 
la TWV KEPAMWov Kabnkav QUTOV OvUV TQ KUWLOL@ €lgs TO PETOV eumpoo Fev 


an > an \ AN lal > ~ A 3 , 
tov Inoov. * Kai idsev tiv riotw aitav eimev avTa, AvOpore, apéavrat 


Got at apaptiac cov. *! Kai np€avto Siaroyiler Oar ot Tpapparets Kat ot 
Papirator héyovtes, Tis éaotw ovros ds haret Bracdnpias ; Tis S¥vaTa aprevar 
c 7 > Xi / ¢ , Dp) > \ de c 3 dete) \ 8 A 
apaptias eb py pdovos 6 Ocds; Envyvovs d€ 6 “Ingots tovs diatoyurpovs 

> “nw > X\ 9 \ 3 wl - , > A 4 ¢ lal 
avTav, atoKpilels etme pds avTovs, Ti diadoyilerbe &v Tats Kapdious bpav ; 
23 tie) By 7 > a > , , (3) 4x3 , XK > ton ” 

TL EOTW EVKOTTEPOY, ElTEW, Ap€wvTal ToL at GpapTiat cov, 7} Eire, “Evyeipe 

X , DAS ée ion S 2 , x ¢ CAN le 5) , IN 
Kal TEpLTarTel ; wa o€ elonTe OTL eLovoiay exer 6 Tids Tov avOpdmov ént 
an ‘al > , € ia > (oe , \ , 4 Ny? \ 
THS YNs aprévar apaptias, eime TO mapahehupevo, Jol éya, eyepe, Kal dpas TO 
Kdwidiov cov topevov eis TOv oikdv Gov. ™ Kal mapaypnwa dvactas éveTuov 
el + CUE RG) / ees) 3 \ iy > an , x ‘2 
avTav apas ép @ KatTéKxeto amnOev cis TOV olkov avTod do€dlwy Tov Oedr. 
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dydos Tehwvav Todvs, Kal ahAwy OL Hoav MET aVTOV KaTaKElmeEvoL. Kat 

Lal A La) las Los 

éyoyyulov ot Papioator Kat ot Tpappareis abtav mpods tos palytas adtov 

A nan rn , \ 4 

héyovtes, Avati peTa TOV TELOVaV Kat auapTwohav éaOlerE Kat mivere; (q) *! Kat 

nan > Q y € / nw 

amoxpilels 6 “Incots ele pods avtovs, Od xpeiav Exovow ol VytaivorTes taTpoU, 


j Matt. 9. 9, &e. 
Mark 2. 13, &e. 


gentem.”’ (Ambrose.) And yet our Lord sent the Leper to the 


Priest ; because, though as God He had just showed Himself | pévos. 


Luke ; and the other Evangelists never use the word mapadeAv- 


above the Law; yet as Man He came to fulfil the Law. 

14. GAAG GredOdy Bet~ov] but go, and show thyself to the 
Priest. On this change of the oratio indirecta, to the oratio 
recta, which gives greater liveliness to the narrative, see Acts i. 4. 

On the reason of this command, see above, Matt. viii. 3, 4. 

16. mpocevxdpuevos] praying. This notice of our Lord’s praying 
is peculiar to St. Luke. A similar act is noticed in his narrative 
of our Lord’s Baptism (iii. 21), and before His choice of His 
Apostles (vi. 12; cp. ix. 18), and at His Transfignration, ix. 28, 
29. His prayer for His murderers (xxiii. 34), and His dying 
prayer (xxiii. 46), are recorded only by this Evangelist. 

The Jews had frequent exhortations to Prayer in their 
Scriptures and Religious Services. The Gentiles, for whom St. 
Luke’s Gospel was designed, needed special instruction in the 
duty and benefits of Prayer. Accordingly, this subject occupies 
a prominent place in his Gospel. His is eminently the Gospel of 
Prayer. The admonition to pray always (xviii. 1) is repeated 
(xxi. 36). Two Parables (xi. 5; xviii. 2) which show the success of 
frequent and fervent prayer are found only in this Gospel. Cp. 
Townson on the Gospels, p. 191, and above, Introduction, p. 160. 

For an answer to the Nestorian objection that unless there 
had been a double personality in Christ, it would have been un- 
worthy of Him to pray, see S. Cyril here, p. 95. 

18. wapadrcruuévos] one paralyzed. Both St. Matthew and 
St. Mark have the word mapadutixdy, which is never used by St. 


St. Luke here also uses the classical word «Awldi0v, couch 
(v. 19. 24), which is not found in any other Gospel. Cp. Wetstein, 
p- 687. 

19. wolas] rightly edited, instead of dia molas; wolas marks 
place. Kiihner, Gr. Gr. ii. 177. schyl. Ag. 1054, éortas 
wecoupdrouv eatnxe. Soph. Elect. 900. Hence the adverbs of 
place, 08, mod, GAAaxXod, ovdauod. They did not find an entrance 
(<toodos), much less a transit, a diod0s. Cp. the use of the word 
éxelyns below, xix. 4. 

— daua] roof, or flat housetop ; used in this sense for the 
Hebr. 23 (gog) by the LXX, Jos. ii. 6. 8, and passim, ep. Luke 
xii. 3; xvii. 31. Acts x. 9. 

— 014 THv Kepduwy] See Mark ii. 4. 

21—26. Ka) Hptavro] See on Matt. ix. 3—8. 

21. Tis—Bracpnutas] Aniambic verse; see v.39. Cp. Winer, 
p. 564, 

27. Aeviv] Levi. See Matt. ix. 9. 

29—389, Kal émolnoe] See Mark ii. 15-22. 

80. airay] of them—among them—the Capernaites. They 
among them who were Scribes and Pharisees murmured ; i. e. 
those who ought to have taught others to see the truth were most 
blind. As to this use of avrév, see Matt. xiv. 14. (Scholef.) 

— ty 7.) The article ray has been restored from A, B, C, 
D, E, F, K, L, and other MSS. 
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a Matt. 12. 1, &c. 
Mark 2. 23, &c. 


b Matt. 12. 9, 13, 
14. 
Mark 3. 1, &c. 


LUKE V. 32—39. VI. 1—8. 


ox 2 SG \ > 
GAN ol Kakds eyovtes. ” Ode edijrvOa Karéorat SiKatious, ara apapTwdovs Eis 
fo) , e Wee 4 , 
petavoiav. °° Ot dé eov mpds adrov, Avati ot pabytal “Iwavvov vnatevovar 
lal A \ , 
muKva Kal Sexoers ToLodvTat, Guotws Kal ot TOV Sapicalwy, ot dé cot éaHiovor 
Oo} \ a aA 
Kal tivovaw ; * “O dé ele mpds avTovds, M7 Sivacbe rods viods Tov vuppOvos, 
B) oP iy > IN > ia , 35? , Se ¢€ , 
€v © 6 vupdlos MET AvTOV EoTL, TOLNTAL VHOTEVEW ; Ehdevoovrar 0€ nméepar 
Kal orav amap0yn da avtav 6 vupdios Tote vyTTEVTOVTW €&v Exelvats Tals 
¢ , 
NLepas. 
Y Ny nq 
36 "Edeye 8€ kal rapaBodijy mpds adtods, “Oru ovdels eri Bdnja. iwatiov Kawod 
2. a S2Ny JG. / / > AN la X\ XS S fe Noe a 
émuBadder emt ipartiov radaidyr ei dé pyye, Kal TO KaWwov oyile, Kal TO Taha@ 
a las la) XN Sy 
od supdovet eriBinwa 7d ard ToD Kawvod. * Kat ovdels Bdddeu oivoy véov 
> > S r , > be , QP € ~ Q , \ > \ \ SN 
els doKovs TadaLovs eb O€ pyye, PHEEL 6 olvos 6 véos TOS aoKOdS, Kal AUTOS 
> , Gr oS \ 9 A 38 2 N > , > 9 N N 
€xxvOnoerat, Kal ol aoKoL dirohovvTas * ada oivoy VvEéov Els GOKOUS KaLVOUS 
39 SS WS SS N \ 37 
Kai ovdets miwv madav evbéws 
, / / \ e r \ l4 , > 
Oéher véovr héyer yap, O mahatos ypnotorepos EoTw. 
a? \ 
VI. (GF) | “’Eyévero 8€ & caBBdrw Sevtepotpdtw Svamopever Oar adrov 
nw nw » 
dua TOY oTOpipmwr, Kat ETIAMOV ot palnTal av’ToV Tos aTdxvas, Kal jnoOLov 
“a a 
WoyxorTes Tals YEPCL. 
> 7 —N > lal , 
ovk e€eoTt Tovey év Tots caBBacr ; 


Bdyréov, Kat auddrepor cvvTnpovvTau. 


XN \ las ss a , lal 
2Twes S€ tov Papicaiwy eitov avtots, Tt moveite 6 
3 IN > a] \\ X > \ aS 

Kat amoxpilets mpos avrovs eimev 
a £) a Ovoe a Dies A 2 , j eG , eta Saw \ 
6 ‘Ingots, Ovdé TovtTo avéyvwre 6 Eroinoe Aavid, éwdTe evEvacev avTos Kal 

3 > an» e 2 A 3 a a A 
ol per avtov ovtes; * ws elanhOer eis TOV OiKoVv TOD Oeod, Kal Tos apTous THS 

, aN NN y wy 28 \ wn > > wn aA > yy 
mpolécews EXaBe Kal Edaye, Kat EdwKke Kal Tots per avTov, ods ovK eSeaTL 

lal o} \ / \ ¢ A iy Ne: > a 9 , / > c en 
paryew Eel 47) MOvoUS TOUS Lepets; ° Kat e€heyev avrois, Ore Kipids eoTw 6 Tids 

a“ SS Lal 
Tod avOparov Kat TOV caBRarov. 
42 b? , \ \ € , A 3 
(47) &°’Eyévero S€ kat év érépw caBBdrw cicehOetv avrov eis Tv ouvaywyhv 
\ , \ > ton ek N e \ Py ere. \ 4 , 
kal SidacKew Kal jv exe avOpwros, Kal H yelp atdTov H deka Hv Enpa. 
wn A e lal \ é nC an 
7 Tlapernpobdvro O€ ot 'pappareis cat ot Papicraton, ei ev TH caBBarw Vepareicoer, 
Y y , 5 lal ~ na bs 
iva evpwor KaTnyoplay avtov. *® Adrds Sé ydeu Tods Siatoyicpods avTav, Kal 
> A Le “Aw ‘\ x lal » an 
ceive TO GVOpdTH TO Enpav ExovTL Thy xEtpa, ’Eyepe kal oTHO eis TS pécov. 


35. Edctoovra Sé hucpar xal] kal is emphatic; imo. The | 
days will come, even, when the Bridegroom shall have been taken 
away from them. 

89. oddels midy madaidy] An iambic verse. Cp. v. 21. 

We have seen that our Lord condescended to adopt parables, 
proverbs, and prayers current among the Hebrews. Matt. vi. 9. 
34; vii. 2,3; xili. 52. Perhaps He here adopted, in substance, 
a proverb current among the Heathens, of which St. Luke has 
given the Greek form, more easily remembered and circulated, 
on account of its metrical structure. Even in Heaven Christ 
deigned to use a Gentile Proverb. See on Acts xxvi. 14. Compare 
St. Paul’s quotations from heathen writers (Acts xvii. 28. 1 Cor. 
xy. 33. Tit. i, 12). See also 2 Pet. ii. 22, and what is said of 
Moses, Acts vii. 22. 

Perhaps our Blessed Lord and His Apostles may have de- 
signed to remind us by such adoptions of Truth, that of all Truth, 
wherever found, in every age and country, He is the Author. 
Cp. John i. 9. 

“ There is no kind of knowledge whereby any part of Truth 
is seen, but we justly account it precious... . to detract from 
the dignity thereof were to injure even God Himself, Who, being 
that Light which none can approach unto, hath sent out these 
lights whereof we are capable, even so many sparkles resembling 
the bright fountain from which they arise.” Hooker, H. P. Il. i. 
and II. iv. and III. viii. 9. 


Cu. VI. 1. ev caBBdry Sevteporpéty] This particular Sabbath 
is specified by St. Luke alone. 

The ancient Expositors differ much in their opinions as to 
what this Sabbath was. See a summary of them in a Lapide, 
who thinks that it was the Pentecostal Sabbath ; and so Madldonat. 
in Matt. xii. 1. And thisis a probabie opinion. It is grounded on. 
the supposition that there were certain mp@ra cd8@ara, or principal 
Sabbaths; that the Paschal Sabbath (i.e. the Sabbath next after 


the 14th of Nisan) was the first of these first Sabbaths, or mpwrd- 
mpwrov (see John xix. 31), and that the Pentecostal was the 


second of these first Sabbaths, or Sevrepd-rpwrov. And this 
opinion is confirmed by Valckenaer, and it seems most consistent 
‘with the rules of grammatical Analogy, to interpret Sevrepdmpwrov 
second-first, intimating that there were other first or chief sab- 
baths. The word mpéros often signifies principal; see on ii. 2; 
Xv. 22; xix. 47. Acts xiii. 50. And so deurepodexdrn, the 
second-tenth, in Jerome, on Hzek. xlv., and cp. Winer, G. G. p. 91. 

This sabbath was a chief sabbath; and so the inferences 
from our Lord’s teaching here are stronger than if it had been 
only an ordinary sabbath. There may be also something signifi- 
cant in the fact, that the Law concerning the Sabbath which our 
Lord now explains, was given at this Pentecostal season by Him- 
self, Who is the Lord of the Sabbath. Exod. xix. 1—3. 

Another opinion is, that this od@Batov Sevrepdrpwrov was 
the first Sabbath after the second day of unleavened bread. See 
Scaliger, de emend. temp. p. 557. Cusaubon, Exc. Bar. p. 272. 
Lightfoot on Matt. xii. 1. Jahn, Arch. §. 347. The second day 
of the Paschal week was distinguished by the waving of the first 
ripe sheaf of barley by the Priest before the Lord, to consecrate 
the harvest. See Levit. xxiii. 10 —12 (where the Sabbath is the first 
day of unleavened bread, or 15th of Nisan. See Ainsworth on 
Levit. l. c.). 1 Cor. xv. 20. Rom. xi. 16. And the Sabbath here 
mentioned by St. Luke was, according to this opinion, the first 
Sabbath after that second day, i.e. the first Sabbath after the 
16th of Nisan. aoe 

If this be so, then the corn which the disciples ate was barley 
(the wheat not being then ripe). an incidental evidence of their 
hunger; and therefore the particular Sabbath may have been 
mentioned here. 

On the circumstances here related, see on Matt. xii. 1—8, 
and Mark ii. 23 — 28. 

3. éréte] The only place where this word occurs in New Test. 
(Meyer.) : 

6. *Eyévero] On the incidents here (wv. 6—12), see on Matt. 
xii. 9—14, and cp. Mark iii. i—6, 


LUKE VI. 9—17. 
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‘O 8€ dvactas éoty. ° Eimer ody 6 "Inaots mpos avtovs, "Evepwrjow tpas 
tT e€eott Tots cdBRBacw ayaborounoa,  KakoTovjoar; wryny cdca, } 
amoxtewat; | Kat repiBhebdpevos mdvtas avrovs eimev adr, "Extewov Tip 
xelpa gov' o O€ éroinoe Kal dmoKxateatabn 4 xElp avTod as H AAAy. 
MN Avrot d€ érhicOnoav dvotas, Kat Suehddovy mpds addijAovs Th av Toujoerav 


lal *T las 
TM No Ov. 


43 § > A A 
(qr) ? Eyévero 8& & rats Huépars radrais, e&nOev eis Td dpos TpoceEd- Mark 3. 13, &e, 
Naas lal an lal an 44 Y 
Eacbau Kal jv Siavuctepevav ev TH Tpooevyn ToD Ocod. (4) * Kal dre amatt. 10.14. 


> - c , , ‘\ ‘\ > la \ > , b > 2) 
EVEVETO NEPA, Tporepavnce TOUS pabynras QUTOV, KAL éxheEdpevos AT AVUTWV 
\ 


Mark 3. 13—19, 


an 


dddexa, ods Kal droatddous avduace,  Sivwva, dv Kal avdpace Iérpor, 
kat “Avdpéay Tov adedpov adtod, "IdkwBov kat “Iwdvynv, Pikurmov Kal Bap- 
Godopatov, 1° MatOatov kai Owpav, “IdkwBov tov tod ’Addaiov Kal Sipova 
Tov Kahovmevov Zyrwtnv, )°’Iovdav "IaxdéBov Kat “Iovsav “IoKkapioryy, ds Kat 


SP , 
EYEVETO TpoodTys. 


45 n A y A 
(=) “° Kat cataBas wer adrav €otn emi td7ov Tedwov' Kat dyAos wabyTav 


e Matt. 4. 25. 
Mark 38. 7. 


12. mpocevtac@a] to pray. See above on v. 16. . 

— €v Th Tpocevx}} Tov Ocov] in prayer to God. Some have 
supposed that our Lord spent the night in a proseucha, or oratory. 
See Hammond and Mede, Works, p. 67, Bk. I. Disc. xviii. But 
_the article prefixed to tpocevxy, and the adjunct tod @cov, seem 
to forbid this supposition. The Genitive is yenitivus objecti, as 
aydrn Ocod, 1 John ii. 5. mlaeris “Inood, Gal. iii. 22. evepyeota 
avOpémov, Actsiv.9. ekovota mvevudrwy, Matt. x.1. Cp. Winer, 
Gr. Gr. p. 167. 212. 

Christ spent the night in prayer before He chose His Apostles 
and preached His Sermon on the Mount. He thus instructs us 
by His example not to commence any important undertaking, 
especially in spiritual matters, such as Ordination, Preaching, &c., 
without Prayer to God for His blessing on the Work. ‘ Orat 
Dominus, non ut pro Se obsecret, sed ut pro me impetret. Obedi- 
entize Magister ad precepta virtutis Suo nos informat exemplo” 
(Ambrose, and see Cyril here, p. 188, Mai). “ Aperuit os Suum 
(see St. Matt. v. 2). Aperi os tuum, sed prius, ut aperiatur, 
implora.” Cp. Augustine's Precept to the Christian Preacher, 
“Ante sit orator quam dictor; pris oret quam dicat, ut veré 
orator dici mereatur.”’ 

13. amoordAous avduace] He named Apostles. See on Matt. 
x.2. °Amdéarodos is more than a messenger, it is also a repre- 
sentative of the sender, see Kuin. ‘'’Amoorddovus, legatos et 
voluntatis sue interpretes, Hebr. omy, vid. Schoetigenius ad 
h. 1. Ita mw de nuntio, vices mitientis gerente legitur 1 Regg. 
xiv. 6, ubi of 6. habent amdéaroAos, quo eodem vocabulo Aquila 
expressit Hebr. nomen yy Ies. xviii. 2, quod Alexandrini vertere 
solent mpécBus.”’ 

Observe that our Lord chose Galileans to be His Apostles, 
and thus fulfilled the prophecy, ‘‘ There is little Benjamin their 
ruler’’ (cp. on Actsix.1. 1 Cor. xv. 8), the Princes of Judah their 
counsel; the Princes of Zebulon and the Princes of Nephthali. 
(Cyril.) 

15. MarOaiov] Matthew. Eusebius (Theophan. p. 323, ed. 
Lee) remarks on St. Luke’s reverence here shown for his brother 
Evangelist the Apostle St. Matthew, in not dalling him a publican, 
and in placing him before St. Thomas; and on St. Matthew’s 
humility in recording his former profession, and putting himself 
after St. Thomas. (Matt. x. 3.) The same observation applies to 
St. Mark, ili. 16. Here is an evidence of the genuineness of St. 
Matthew’s Gospel. 

— Zndwthy| The same as Hebr. Kavavirny, see on Matt. x. 4. 

16. “lovdav *IondéBov] Jude (the brother) of James. See on 
Acts i. 13. James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, and brother of 
Jude, was probably better known at the time when, and to those 
persons for whom, St. Luke wrote, than Alpheus, or Cleophas, 
the father of James and Jude (Matt. x. 3); thence the reference 
to the brother, and not to the father. Cp. Winer, p. 171. 

17. én) tdémov medivod] on a level place on the dpos, or moun- 
tain. See further on Matt. v. 1. The use of a genitive rather 
than a dative after él, may be intended to mark that the place 
itself was elevated. Cp. Luke iv. 29; xxii. 30. Acts xx. 9. Such 
a place is called by the LXX pos medwdy, Isa. xiii. 2, an exact 
description of our Lord’s position here. It is remarkable that 
Isaiah’s words are, in the LXX, én’ dpous wedivod upare onuciov. 
Assuredly our Lord did lift up a standard on such a lofty,plain 
when He preached His Sermon on the Mount. Cp. below, on vv. 


20, 21. 
Vou. I. 


The occasion on which the Discourse here given by St. Luke 
was delivered, appears to be the same as that described in St. 
Matthew when the Sermon on the Mount was preached ; 

For, St. Mark (iii. 13—19) relates that our Lord went up to 
a Mountain, and there called the Twelve ; 

And after the delivery of the Sermon on the Mount, our 
Lord is described by St. Matthew (viii. 5—13) as going into 
Capernaum, and healing the Centurion’s servant. 

The order of events is the same here: see vii. 1—10. 

St. Matthew says (vii. 28, 29), that when Jesus had ended 
these sayings, /he people (of 'xXo1) were astonished at His doc- 
trine (cp. viii. 1); and St. Luke says (vi. 17), the company of 
His disciples were there, and a great multitude of people which 
came to hear Him; and (vii. 1) “when He had ended all these 
sayings, in the audience of the people.” 

The Discourses in Matthew (v. vi. and vii.) and Luke (vi. 
20 - 49) closely resemble each other; and the points of differ- 
ence, consisting mainly of omissions on one side or the other, 
may be easily accounted for, as follows ; 

St. Matthew was writing specially for Hebrew readers, and 
therefore he records all the portions of our Lord’s Discourse in 
which the Teaching of the Levitical Law, or the practice of its . 
Jewish Expositors, is explained, enlarged, or corrected by the 
Gospel (see Matt. v. 17—38). These passages—less applicable 
to the Gentile world—are not repeated by St. Luke. So again in 
St. Matthew’s report, our Lord corrects the Jewish notions on 
Almsgiving, Prayer, and Fasting (vi. 1—19); which cautions, 
probably for a like reason, are not reiterated by St. Luke. 

The residue of the Sermon on the Mount (Matt. vii.) being 
of a general character, applicable alike to Jews and Gentiles, is 
repeated with some additions by St. Luke here (vi. 31. 37—49), 
or elsewhere (Luke xi. 9—13, comp. with Matt. vii. 7—11, and 
Luke xiii. 24, comp. with Matt. vii. 13), with the exception of 
the caution against false teachers in sheep’s clothing (Matt. vii. 
15). 

There is a remarkable difference in the form of the introduc- 
tion of the two narratives of the Sermon on the Mount. In St. 
Matthew it has the form of a judicial promulgation of Law; in 
St. Luke it is a hortatory Address to the World. In St. Mat- 
thew it is a Code; in St. Luke, a Homily. In St. Matthew the 
language is, ‘‘ Blessed are the poor, for theirs is the kingdom of 
heaven” (v. 3); in St. Luke, “ Blessed be ye poor, for yours is 
the kingdom of God” (vi. 20: cp. Matt. v. 1—10, with Luke vi. 
21—26). 

So also in the conclusion of the Sermon. In St. Matthew it 
is, “ Not every one that saith unto Me, Lord, Lord”? (vii. 21). 
In St. Luke, “Why call ye Me Lord, Lord” (vi. 46). In St. 
Matthew, ‘‘ Whosoever heareth these sayings of Mine, and doeth 
them, I will liken him” (vii. 24). In St. Luke, “TI will show 
you to whom he is like”’ (vi. 47). 

Tt is probable that the Holy Spirit in thus presenting the 
same substantial truth in two various forms, designed to remind 
the world by St. Matthew, that the same God Who had spoken as 
a Lawgiver and Judge to his forefathers in Mount Sinai now 
speaks in the Gospel in the same character, and with the same 
authority and majesty, to all; and that He intends to show by 
St. Luke, that He condescends to address the Gentile World in 
the persuasive language of an Ethical Teacher, and to show the 
way to attain “the Chief Good,” both in time and eternity, 
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f Matt. 14. 36. 
Mark 5, 30. 


LUKE VI. 18—82. 


a A A , pra! tb) , Ne \ \ 
adtov, Kal mhnos tod TOD aod awd TAoNs THs "Iovdatas Kai “Iepoveahnp, Kat 
eN la) CY ety a an Nted a as A 
Ts Tapahiov Tvpov Kal Ydavos, ot HAGov akodoat avTod, Kal ialyvas amo THY 

nw QA - 
vécwy adtav, ' Kat ot dyhovpevor dd Trevpdtav axabdptav: Kat eparevovTo. 
19 f wz. an Q ty 24 7 y @ o) na é8v 2 2 D e&n t 
Kat was 6 dydos ebjres amtec Oar avtov, oT Ovvapis Tap avToU EfnpXETO Ka 


20 , 
LaTO TTAVTAS. 
g Matt. 5. 2, &c. 


g lal XN > lal 
(2) ®* Kal adros emdpas tovs dPahpovs avrov eis tovs palyntas avTou 


éheye, Maxdpior of mrwyol, ore tperépa éotly  Bactheia Tod Ocod. 


h Isa, 65, 13. 

& 66. 10. & 61, 3. 
Matt. 5. 4. 

i Matt. 5. 11. 

2 Pet. 2.19. 

& 3. 14. & 4. 14. 
John 16. 2. 

j Matt. 5. 12. 
Acts 5. 41. 

& 7. 51. 


nw Y , 
ovTES VUY, OTL yehaoeTe. 


k Amos 6. 1, 8. 
Eccles, 31. 8. 
James 5. 1. 


1 Isa. 65. 13. 
James 4.9. & 5.1. 
m John 15. 19. 

1 John 4. 5. 


n Exod, 23. 4. 
Prov. 25. 21. 
Matt. 5. 44. 
Rom. 12. 14, 20. 
1 Cor. 4. 12. 
och. 23. 34. 
Acts 7. 60. 

p Matt. 5. 39. 
CONG a7. 

q Deut. 15. 7. 
Matt. 5. 42. 

r Matt. 7. 12. 
Ton. 4. 16. 

s Matt. 5. 46. 


nw lal “nw e La 
TOLELTE TOLGS PMLOOVOLVY VAS, 


\ , 

LN Kwodvoyns. 
‘\ XN - 
oa py) amare. 
lal lal nN tA 
VILELS TOLELTE AUTOLS Omotws. 


la 6 9 XN , na 
vly Tols TAovatots, OTL amréxeTE THY Tapakhnow vpLOv. 
4 , 
ol eurem\ynopevol, OTL TEWACETE. 


tf € XN Lon > , ¢€ ay 
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23) Xapynte év exeivy 
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TH Hepa Kal oKipTyaate lod yap 6 picbds Yay Tohds ev TO ovpave: KaTa 
TavTa yap érolovy Tots mpopyrats ol Tatépes avTor. 
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If it be said that Christ could not have used doth forms of 
address at the same time, and that if one recital be correct the 
other is not so; it may be replied, that the true design of the 
Holy Gospel is not so much to confine our minds to one set of 
words, as if they were or could be a full exponent of Christ’s 
meaning, as to declare what was in the mind of Christ. 

The Holy Spirit Who inspired the Evangelists knew what 
was in Christ’s mind, and by presenting the same substantial 
truth with circumstantial varieties and in different points of view, 
He has given a clearer view of that mind than if He had given 
one view only. See above, Introduction to the Four Gospels ; 
and Augustine, quoted above on Matt. iii. 11; and here wv. 20, 21. 

It is observable that the History of the Sermon, as given in 
both Evangelists, is prefaced and followed by a narrative of Mira- 
cles. They were then worked by Christ, and are here recorded by 
the Holy Spirit (we may reasonably suppose), in order to give 
greater force and solemnity to our Lord’s Preaching, and to gain 
readier assent and obedience to it. 

This Sermon is like an Epistle from God; the Miracles are 
its seals, impressed with the Divine Image and Superscription. 
See further on Matt. vii. 29. 

18. ard] Restored, for brd, from the best MSS. It is ob- 
servable here that these persons resorted to Christ for relief; and 
this agrees better with dd than with bd; for those who were 
under the dominion of the Evil One, would rather have fled from 
Him; whereas these persons were driven from Satan to take re- 
fuge in Christ. On the use of amd after a part. pass., see Winer, 
G. G. p. 332. 

19. divauis rap adtod eénpexeto] power was going forth from 
out of Him. For He was rnyi duvdpewy, the Fountain of Mira- 
cles (Theophyl.): the Apostles were only dxerol, or channels. 

20, 21. Maxdpiot] Blessed. See on Matt. v. 1—10. After He 
had chosen His disciples, He puOulCer abrods 5a Tay pakapiopav 
kal did ris BidacKarlas. (Theoph.) S. Ambrose says, “ Quatuor 
tantum beatitudines sanctus Lucas Dominicas posuit, octo verd 
sanctus Maitheus ; in his octo ille quatuor sunt, et in istis qua- 
tuor ille octo.”” §. Ambrose therefore thought that this Sermon 
in St. Luke was the Sermon on the Mount. See note on v. 17 
here, and so S. Cyril, pp. 192, 193. The following remarks on 
this point are from §. Augustine, de Consensu Evang. ii. 47: 
“ Quanquam etiam illud possit occurrere, in aliqua excelsiore 


parte montis primo cum solis discipulis Dominum fuisse, quando 
ex eis illos duodecim elegit: deinde cum eis descendisse, non de 
monte, sed de ipsa montis celsitudine in campestrem locum, id 
est, in aliquam equalitatem, quee in latere montis erat, et multas 
turbas capere poterat; atque ibi stetisse donec ad eum turbe 
congregarentur: ac postea cum sedisset, accessisse propinquits 
discipulos ejus, atque ita illis ceeterisque turbis preesentibus unum 
habuisse sermonem quem Matthzus Lucasque narrarunt, diverso 
narrandi modo, sed eddem veritate rerum et sententiarum, quas 
ambo dixerunt. Jam enim przmonuimus, quod et nullo pre- 
monente unicuique sponte videndum fuit, si quis preetermittat 
aliquid quod alias dicat, non esse contrarium; nec si alius alio 
modo aliquid dicat, dum eadem rerum sententiarumque veritas 
explicetur: ut quod Matthzeus ait, cum autem descendisset de 
monte, simul etiam de illo campesiri loco qui in latere montis 
esse potuit, intelligatur. Deinde Mattheus de leproso mundato 
narrat, quod etiam Marcus et Lucas similiter.”’ 

22. apoplowoiv] excommunicate you, for My sake. See John 
xvi. 2. Hence apopicuds became the ecclesiastical word for ex- 
communication. See Suicer, Thes. i. p. 600. Bingham, XVI. ii. 
6; xvii. 1. Here is a prophecy that some would be excommuni- 
cated unjustly ; and here is comfort for those who suffer under 
that ban; e.g. for persons who are cut off from communion with a 
Church which imposes, as terms of communion, Articles of belief 
not found in Scripture, or contrary to Scripture, and unknown to 
the Primitive Church. 

23. Xdpnte] Restored from the best MSS. for Xalpere. 

— Kata tavta] in like manner. Elz. has radta, but ravTa 
seems preferable. Tisch. has ra avd, with B, D, Q, X. 

27, 28. “Ayanate] See on Matt. v. 44. The connexion is,— 
Ye will be persecuted; but your persecutions are trials of your 
love. Overcome evil with good. Love your enemies, and your 
persecutions will be occasions to you of glory. 

29, 80. To timrovti ce} See on Matt. v. 39, 40, and John 
xviii. 23. 

— xiTGva] See on Matt. v. 40. 

30. Mayr) 3 7G airodvT:] See on Matt. v. 42. 

32. mola dutv xdpis] what thanks do you deserve for so doing ? 
See vv. 33 and 34, and cp. xvii. 9, wh) xdpi exer TH dovAw 
exelve ; ; 

It is observable that the word xdprs, so often used by St. 
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v Matt. 5. 48. 


w Matt. 7.1. 
Rom. 2. 1. 

1 Cor. 4. 5. 

x Prov. 10. 22. 
& 19. 17. 
Matt. 7. 2. 
Mark 4. 24. 
James 2. 13. 


y Isa. 42. 19. 
Mart. 15. 14. 


z Matt. 10. 24. 
John 13. 16. 
& 15. 20. 
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Luke and St. Paul, never occurs in St. Matthew’s or St. Mark’s 
Gospels. 

35. TIAny ayarare] But love ye. This corrective word mAiy 
seems to remind the reader that this report of the Sermon on the 
Mount is not a full report, and to refer him for its complement to 
the words of our Lord in St. Matthew, v. 43. St. Luke writes 
with a knowledge of St. Matthew’s Gospel, and supposes that his 
reader will refer to it. The One Spirit Who inspired all the 
Evangelists intends us to regard all the Gospels as interwoven 
with each other, and forming one harmonious whole. 

— davelCere] lend ye. See on Matt. v. 42, and Prov. xix. 17, 
“ He that hath pity on the poor, lendeth (Savet(er, LXX) unto the 
Lord ;’’ and see Ecclus. xxix. 2. 

88. Sécovcew] they will give. ‘ Hebrei verba activa numero 
plurali posita pro passivis accipiunt. Vid. Lue. xii. 48, airhoovct.”’ 
Cp. Job vii. 3; xviii. 18. Luke xii. 20. John xv. 6. Rev. xvi. 15. 
Vorst. de Hebr. p. 577. 

— xéarov] lap. To be understood by reference to the loose 
raiment worn in the East. It corresponds exactly to the Hebr. 
mn (cheyk), which is used for the bosom or lap, and the fold of 
the garment upon it. Ps. xxxv. 13; Ixxiv, 11; Ixxix. 12. Cp. 


the Latin snus. (Wets.) F 
89, 40. Miri divara TUPAds—é HiddoKados adtod] Can the 


blind lead the blind? A warning against the sin of claiming ab- 
solute dominion over the faith of others on the one hand; anda 
warning also against the sin of submitting our conscience and 
reason to the dictates of any human teacher on the other. 

41. Ti Se BAéweis] But why dost thou look at the mote in thy 
brother’s eye? See on Matt. vii. 3. The connexion appears to 
be,—the Blind cannot lead the blind; therefore thou canst not 
teach others if thou dost not begin with teaching thyself; thou 
must cast out first the beam out of thine own eye, in order to see 
clearly to cast out the mote from thy brother's eye. It is vain 
for thee to pretend to be a good tree by a show of leaves, if thou 
dost not bring forth good fruit in thine own life. Thou art then a 
mere leafy fig-tree, and wilt be withered by Christ. (Matt. xxi. 19.) 
The blind follower will fall into the ditch of error and of misery 
as well as the blind leader. Every one who is karnpticpévos, 
throughly schooled and disciplined by his Master, will be as his 
Master. He will be karnpticuevos cis amdderav (Rom. ix. 22) if 
he blindly follows a blind guide. But he will be &prios, and 
“throughly furnished to every good work”’ (2 Tim. iii. 17), if he 
follows Christ,—the unerring Guide, the true Master (Matt. xxiii. 
8—10), the Light of the World. 

44. “Exagrov 5évdpoy] See Matt. vii. 16é—20. 

47—49. [lds 6 épxduevos] See on Matt. vii. 24 —29. 
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a Matt. 8. 5, &c. 


b Acts 9. 40. 
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Cu. VIL. 1. émAnpwoer cis] He filled up all these words into 
the ears of the people. On this use of eis, into, see on Mark i. 
39, Knptoowy eis T. cavaywyds. Our ears are like vessels into 
which Christ’s doctrine is poured. it is poured into our hearts 
through them, and fills them, and their duty is to hold it. 

2. ‘Exarovrdpxov] See on Matt. viii. 5—10. St. Luke dwells 
and enlarges on this history as specially instructive and edifying 
to Gentile soldiers, who might be led thereby not to despise the 
conquered race of Israel, nor yet to confound Christ and His reli- 
gion with the tenets aud practices of many of the Jewish Teachers, 
but to seek for divine truth, and cherish it when found (see vv. 5. 
7); and to treat their slaves with brotherly love (v. 2), and to 
apply the lessons learnt in the discipline of the Camp (wv. 8, 9) to 
their own spiritual improvement as soldiers of Christ. 

8. daéoreike] St. Matthew says mpuo7AGe, i.e. resorted to 
Jesus, i.e. by his messengers, and by his faith, as the faithful woman 
is said to touch Christ (Matt. ix. 20. Mark v. 30, Luke viii. 45) 
because she believed, though she only touched the hem of His 
garment; whereas the crowd who pressed on Him, but did not 
believe in Him, did not touch Him. 

4. mapéte:] Literally, thow shalt afford this favour. 
middle voice wapéxouat, see Titus ii. 7. 

5. thy cuvaywyhv] the synagogue which we frequent ; i. e. he, 
though a Roman soldier, at his own expense (aids) built for us 
our (Tyv) synagogue,—the synagogue in which we worship. 
There were many synagogues in so large a city as Capernaum. 
At Jerusalem there were upwards of 400. 

St. Luke alone records the words of these Jewish elders ; and 
thus while he repeats the substance of St. Matthew’s narrative 
(viii. 5—13), he shows his own independent knowledge of the 
facts. 

6. od] emphatic; the roof of me, most unworthy as I am. 
So C, D, L, M, R, X, I, and about thirty-five Cursives. Other 
MSS. have thy oréyny pov. 

7. Ady] by a word, without coming in person. 
8. 16, and the use of Aéywy in v. 6. 

ll. Naivy] Nain, Hebr. py», so called to this day; from my) 
(naéh), or Ory? (nam), fair. See Lightfoot. Reland, Palest. lib. 
iii. p. 804. Near Endor and Kison, two leagues from Nazareth ; 
two miles from Capernaum (S. Jerome), and two miles on the 
south of Mount Tabor. Cf. Wetst. p. 698. Robiuson, Palest. 
iii. p. 469. 

li, 12. éxAos—mtAn] So that the miracle was done in the 


On the 


Cp. Matt. viii. 


sight of numerous spectators. Observe the circumstantial manner 
in which it is told. The city, the gate, the multitude, the man’s 
age and circumstances, his mother’s condition, our Lord’s words, 
the effects on the multitude,—all are specified. 

This miracle is recorded only by St. Luke. 

S. Augustine observes (Serm. xcviii.), that of the numerous 
persons raised to life by Christ, three only are mentioned, as spe- 
cimens, in the Gospels (cp. John xxi. 25); the widow’s son 
(Luke vii. 11), the daughter of Jairus (Matt. ix. 18. Mark v. 42), 
and Lazarus (John xi. 44); and after remarking that all our 
Lord’s works of mercy to the body have also a spiritual reference 
to the soul, he proceeds to consider them as illustrations of 
Christ’s divine power and love in raising the sow/, dead in tres- 
passes and sins, from every kind of spiritual death ; whether the 
soul be dead, but not yet carried out, like the daughter of Jairus; 
or dead and carried out, but not buried, like the widow’s son; or 
dead, carried out, and buried, like Lazarus. He who raised 
Himself from the dead can raise all from the death of sin. There- 
fore let no one despair. 

13. 6 Kupios] the Lord. This mode of describing Christ is 
almost peculiar to St. Luke among the three Synoptical Evan- 
gelists. See vil. 31; xi. 39; xii. 42; xvii. 5, 6; xviii. 6; xxii. 
31. 61; cp. John iv. 1. It seems to be designed to remind his 
readers that Jesus was indeed coequal with Him Who in the Sep- 
tuagint is called Kupios, i.e. the Lord Jenovan; and that He 
proved by His mighty works, such as that here described, that 
He claimed with truth so to be. See above, ii. 11. 

It may be also a silent evidence that St. Luke’s Gospel is 
later than that of St. Matthew and St. Mark; and that it was 
written for those who had not seen Christ in the flesh, and 
habitually regarded Him as the Lord, risen from the dead, and 
enthroned at God’s right hand in heavenly glory as Lorp of all., 
Acts ii. 36. 47; iv. 33; vii. 59; ix. 13; x. 36; xi. 17. When 
St. Luke wrote, it had probably become common in the Church. 
He generally employs it, as here, when he is about to relate 
some mighty work done, or some authoritative saying uttered 
by Jesus the Lorn. 

14. taro rs copod| He touched the bier, and so raised the 
dead ; in order that we may know that His own Body is the Body 
of Life (Theophyl.) ; and that by communion with Him we live. 

According to the Levitical law, uncleanness was communi- 
cated by touching a Leper, or a Dead Body, but Christ touched 
both; and with His touch He cleansed the one (Matt. viii. 3) and 
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raised the other, and proved Himself to be above the Law, and to 
be the Giver of the Law. 

— Neavicre, gol Aéyw] Young man, T say unto thee arise! 
Christ is not like Elijah mourning over the son of the widow of 
Sarepta (1 Kings xvii. 20),—nor as Elisha stretching his own 
body over the dead (2 Kings iv. 34),—nor as Peter praying over 
Tabitha (Acts ix. 40),—but He calls those things that are not 
as though they were (Rom. iv. 17). He speaks to the dead as 
living, and raises them by His own Divine word,—J say unio 
thee, Arise. (Titus Bostr.) 

19. Sb ef 6 épxduevos] Art Thou the coming One? On the 
design of this inquiry, and on its circumstances (19—23), see on 
Matt. xi. 2—6. 

21. °Ev air 5& 7H Spa] At that very hour. He knew, as God, 
what John’s design was in sending to Him, and He put it into 
his heart to send at that very time when He Himself was working 
many miracles, which were the true answer to the question. 
(Cyril.) S. Basil. Seleuc. p. 180, says pyos xaplCerae Thy 
amdxpitw. He replies by deeds. Believe your own eyes. They 
will tell you that Iam doing the very works which it was pro- 
phesied that ‘‘ He who should come,” i. e. the Messiah, should do 
(see Isa. xxxv. 5), and which are an answer to your question. 

22. rupaAol avaBAémrovor] the blind recover their sight, &c. 
One of the most consolatory reflections produced by these mighty 
and merciful works of Christ on earth, is the assurance they give 
that at the great day of Resurrection He will remove all infirmi- 
ties and blemishes from the Jodies of His servants, and clothe 
them in immortal health, beauty, and glory, so as to be like His 
own glorious body, once marred on the cross, but raised by Him- 
self from the dead, and now reigning for ever in glory. Cp. Phil. 
iii. 21. 

24. "AmwedOdvrwy 5€] On the sense of these verses (24—35) 
see on Matt. xi. 7—19, and cp. S. Cyril here, ed. Mai, p. 210. 

— nddajov tmd dveuou carevduevov] a reed shaken by the 
wind. So far from being a reed shaken by the wind of popular 
opinion, John was a rock, which stood unmoved though beaten 
by storms of suffering. (See Cyril.) 


28. mpophrns] a Prophet. Some MSS. and Editors omit mpo- 
girns ; but it appears to be emphatic. There is a contrast be- 
tween the prophets and those év tH BaciAcia Tod @cod, in the 
kingdom of God,—i. e. those who partake of the full privileges of 
the Gospel in the Christian Church. 

There is also a contrast between yevynrol yuvairdv, those who 
are born of women (v. 28), and those who are “ born of water and 
the Spirit” (cp. Johni. 13; iii. 5), i.e. members of Christ’s Church. 

John, by coming after the other Prophets, and by his near- 
ness to Christ, was greater than all the Prophets. ‘ Major Pro- 
pheta, quia finis Prophetarum,”’ says S. Ambrose. Yet, by being 
a prophet and forerunner of Christ, he was /ess than those who 
saw the whole Gospel-scheme, of which he had been the Herald 
and Precursor; as the temple of Zorobabel was more glorious 
than that of Solomon,—not in itself, for it was less magnificent 
(Ezra iii. 12), but because Christ would appear in it (Hagg. ii. 7.9). 
Not therefore that John in himself was less; but that Christ and 
the Gospel are greater than all. And by comparing them with 
John, Christ shows the greatness of the privileges which we enjoy. 
‘“‘ For,” says S. Cyril, pp. 212—214, ‘although we may be infe- 
rior in holiness to some under the Law, whom John represents, 
yet now, after the Passion, and Resurrection, and Ascension, and 
Day of Pentecost, we have greater blessings in Christ, being 
made, through Him, partakers of the Divine Nature; and there- 
fore John confessed that he needed to be baptized of Christ 
(Matt. iii. 14), and from the days of John the kingdom of heaven 
suffereth violence (Matt. xi. 12).’’ Cp. below, x. 23, 24. Matt. 
xiii. 16, 17, Eph. iii. 5. Heb. xi. 13. 

29, 80. kal mas—airod] A continuation of the discourse of 
Christ. The words «fre 5¢ 6 Kupios, inserted in some editions 
before tlva ody, are not in the best MSS. 

29. eicalwoav Tov Ocdy] they justified God. They proclaimed 
God to be just, holy, and good. The use of the word dikaidw, as 
employed in the New Testament for to regard as just and holy, ° 
to pronounce such, to acquit,—is derived from the Septuagint 
(see Gen. xxxviii, 26. Deut. xxv. 1. Ps. li. 4. Isa. v. 23, and 
passim), and is very different from the sense in which it com- 
monly stands in classical authors, where it signifies, when applied 
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to a person, to pronounce sentence upon ; and when it refers to a 
thing, to consider it right. Cp. below, v. 35, with Bengel’s note, 
and the Hpistle to the Romans, ili. 26. 

80. cis éavrovs] towards themselves. 

81. Th ody duoidow] To what then shall I liken? See on 
Matt. xi. 16—19. After that section St. Matthew recounts our 
Lord’s condemnation of the Galilean cities Chorazin, Bethsaida, 
Capernaum, in which His mighty works (above described, v. 22) 
had been wrought. 

That censure, conveying a salutary warning to those at Jeru- 
salem and in Palestine, is not repeated by St. Luke, writing for 
Gentile use. 

35. Kat] And Wisdom was justified by all her children. 

The Wisdom of which St. Matthew speaks is, as St. Luke 
here explains, the Wisdom of God—in the Baptism of John as 
well as the Mission of Christ. 

“ Aneruit sanctus Lucas,’’ says S. Ambrose here, “ speciali- 
bus additis quod quasi generalibus sanctus Mattheus subobscurum 
reliquerat ’’ (Matt. xi. 19). 

36—50. yvyh] St. Luke now proceeds to insert a narrative 
not found in any other Evangelist, and full of tenderness and en- 
couragement to the Heathen nations, for whose special use his 
Gospel was designed. 

The Gentile world might see a beautiful picture of itself in 
the Woman that was a sinner, and despised by Simon the Pha- 
risee, but blessed on her repentance by Christ; and might thus be 
taught to love much, and to present those members of the body 
(Rom. vi. 13; xii. ]) and faculties of the soul and estate, represented 
by her hair, her tears, and her ointment, which had been before 
abused to the service of Sin and Satan, as living sacrifices to Christ. 

Her eyes, which once longed after earthly joys, now shed 
forth penitential tears; her hair, which she once displayed for 
idle ornament, is now used to wipe the feet of Christ; her lips, 
which once uttered vain things, now kiss those holy feet; the 
costly ointment, with which she once perfumed her body, is now 
offered to God. See Rom. vi. 19, ‘As ye have yielded your 
members servants to uncleanness, so now yield your members 
servants to righteousness, unto holiness.”” Cp. S. Amphiloch. pp. 
67—85. Gregor. Hom. 33 in Evangelia, quoted below, on v. 47. 

S. Ambrose applies this history thus, as a motive to alms- 
giving and tender love and care for the poor members of Christ : 
‘« Expande capillos, sterne ante Christum corporis tui dignitates 
. . . Accurre ad pedes. Ubicunque audieris Christi nomen, ac- 
curre. Lacrymis confitere delicta . . . si desideras gratiam, cari- 
tatem auge, mitte in corpus Jesu fidem resurrectionis, odorem 
Ecclesiz, Caritatis unguentum. Non unguentum mulieris Do- 
minus, sed caritatem probavit. Pecuniam conferas pauperi, ut 
deferas Christo. Corpus ejus Ecclesia est.”’ 

Some ancient Expositors suppose this woman to have been 
Mary Magdalene, and that she was the same as Mary the sister 
of Lazarus, who anointed our Lord in the house of Simon of 
Bethany (Matt. xxvi. 7. Mark xiv. 3. John xii. 3). But the 
reasons adduced for this supposition (which may be seen in @ 
Lapide here) are not satisfactory. ‘“ Potest non eadem esse,”’ 
says S. Ambrose here. §. Augustine has a sermon on the sub- 
ject (Serm. xcix.), and does not connect her with any other per- 
son. §. Chrysostom supposes that there were two different 
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women who anointed Christ. 
mius that there were three. 

It seems certain that there were at least two, viz. this woman 
in St. Luke, and Mary of Bethany (John xi. 2; xii. 3), and that 
the name of the woman here has been purposely concealed by 
St. Luke from considerations of delicacy, modesty, and tenderness 
to her. Mary Magdalene is mentioned by name in the next 
chapter (viii. 2); and if the woman in this chapter had been 
Mary Magdalene, and if it had been intended that she should be 
known to be so, some reference, it is probable, would have there 
been made to this act. 

It is to be remembered that the use of unguent (udpov), 
especially at feasts, was of common occurrence in the East (Hc- 
cles. ix. 8. Cant. i. 3; iv. 10. Amos vi. 6), and that therefore it 
is probable that our Lord was often anointed. He was anointed 
at banquets, and for His burial (Matt. xxvi. 12). Women pre- 
pared spices and ointments for Him in the tomb (Luke xxiii. 56). 
Their faith and love was devoutly exercised in anointing the body 
of Him Who is the Anointed of God. 

87. év 7H wéde] in the city. Her repentance was as public as 
her sin. 

— iv auaptwrdss] Not who was then a sinner, but who had 
been once a sinner. Cp. Aempds in Matt. xxvi. 6. 

On the use of the words auaptwAds and peccatrix, applied 
to sins of the flesh, see Wetst. 

S. Aug. says, ‘ Accessit ad Dominum immunda, ut rediret 
munda”’ (Serm. xcix.). She had not been pronounced clean— 
not openly forgiven by Christ. ‘ Accessit confessa, ut rediret 
professa.’”’ (Aug.) 

— GrAdBaorpoy pipov|] an alabaster vase of ointment. 
above on Mark xiv. 3. 

Why did this woman come? In order to show her love for 
Christ; to testify her sorrow for sin; and to obtain Absolution 
from Him. Many came to Christ for bodily health. But we do 
not read of others who came to Him for remission of sin. Thus 
she was a singular example of faith and love and repentance, and 
received a special reward. It is a very interesting circumstance, 
that this woman seems to have come to our Lord immediately 
after He had uttered the touching and comforting words, ‘ Come 
unto Me all ye that labour and are heavy laden, and ye shall find 
rest for your souls.” Matt. xi. 28,29. (Greswell, Harm. p. 92. 
Burgon.) Perhaps then this act of faith and love was the fruit 
of that blessed invitation. 

See what seems to be a reference to this burden in v. 41. 47. 

88. médas] His fee¢—mentioned thrice, to show her humility 
and reverence. She did not venture to anoint His head. 

— ois ddcpvot] with her tears. ‘ Lacryme, aquarum pre- 
tiosissime.’’ (Beng.) 

— tails Opitl] with her hair. * Passis, ut in luctu.” (Beng.) 

Our Lord was reclining on a couch at the table, His feet 
being bare, and the woman came behind Him, and began to bathe 
His feet with her tears and wipe them with her hair. 

The penitent woman stood behind Him; perhaps from a 
feeling of sorrow and shame she could not bear to confront His 
Divine Eye, before she had received a declaration of forgiveness, 
for which she came. Cp. Cyril here, p. 217. 

39. Odros «i Hv mpophrns] If this man were a prophet He 
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would have known that she is unclean; and knowing that she is 
unclean, He would not have suffered Himself to be polluted by 
her touch. (S. Aug. Serm. xcix. Cp. Isa. lxv. 5.) 

Christ refutes the supposition of Simon, and proves Himself 
more than a Prophet; and that He did know who and what 
manner of person the woman was, by reading Simon’s heart, and 
by replying to his ‘houghts, and by forgiving the woman’s sins. 

40. amonpidels 6 “Inoovs] Jesus answered. ‘ Audivit Phari- 
seum cogitantem; ipsum pascentem esuriebat, ipsum sanare 
cupiebat.” (8. Aug. Serm. xcix.) 

— gol] to thee. Emphatic—to thee, who hast harboured in- 
jurious thoughts of Me, I have something to say. 

41. xpewperrAérat] A, B, D, E, F, G, L, and others have 
xpeoperréra, but see Lobeck, Phryn. p. 691. Winer, p. 43. 

43. +0 mwActoy] the greater sum of the two. There is a contrast 
between the two sums as well as the two debtors. 

44. ciciAOov cov] cod is emphatic. I came into thy house, 
and therefore might justly expect marks of hospitable courtesy 
from thee; and what thou. my host, didst not do for Me, she, a 
stranger, whom thou condemnest as a sinner, has more than sup- 

lied. 

i — vdwp, «.7.A.] water. Thou hast not shown Me the ordi- 
nary tokens of hospitality (see Gen. xviii. 4; xxiv. 32. Judges 
xix. 21, 1 Sam. xxv. 41), but she has gone far beyond them. 

— pod] of Me—thy guest, and yet treated by thee with indif- 
ference. Observe the contrast in the position of the pronoun, 
Thy Kepadhy wov and mov Tovs méddas, repeated thrice. So in v. 
45, nol—my face,—contrasted with feet. 

46. ptpw] unguent. More costly than @aaov. There is a 
contrast between the head and the feet; between oil and oint- 
ment; between Simon and the woman; between what was not 
done by the one, and what was done by the other. 

47, O08 xdpw Aéyw oor] Wherefore I say to thee, her sins have 
been forgiven. 

A debt is something which is not only claimed by the lender, 
but owned to be due by the borrower. And applied spiritually, as 
here, it not only represents sin committed, but sin confessed. It 
betokens deep consciousness, hearty conviction, and humble ac- 
knowledgment of sin. And this inward feeling and internal act 
arises from a lively faith in God’s holiness, justice, and mercy. 
And therefore Christ, Who had read her heart before she entered 
the house, states the formal cause of the woman’s justification by 
saying, ‘‘ Thy faith hath saved thee” (v. 50). This faith worked 
by love (Gal. v. 6); it worked by fervent love to God, Who had 
been offended. Without such love there can be no true Repent- 
ance, and consequently no Forgiveness. And such Love sends the 
sinner to Christ; and prompts hiin to acts of deep contrition and 
self-abasement and reverential affection to Christ, in the hope of 
receiving a gracious declaration of pardon from His lips. 

To apply this to the present case. Simon the Pharisee dwelt 
in his mind on the woman’s sins. But our Lord draws his at- 
tention to her sense of her sins, and to her godly sorrow for 
them. She owed much; but she owns that she owes much, that 
she is a heavy debtor to God, and she comes to Christ in faith, 
hope, and love, in order to be relieved of the burden of this heavy 
debt. See on v. 37. 

On the other hand, Simon himself is little conscious of his 


sins,—he is not conscious that he is a great debtor, and therefore 
is forgiven little. She feels the greatness of her sins, and the 
largeness of God’s mercy in Christ, and therefore loves much. 
The other knows little of his own sinfulness, and has little for- 
given, and loves little. Her love is love for mercy promised ; it is 
love for pardon already anticipated by faith ; it shows itself in acts 
of love to Christ. Her sins are indeed many (v. 47), but she is 
forgiven because she is conscious of them, and loved much even 
before her pardon was pronounced. Therefore her faith hath 
saved her, and she may depart in peace. 

But he who has little forgiven him, is he, who is little 
sensible of his sins, and of the love of God in pardoning sin (and 
he cannot have forgiveness without such sense of sin and of God’s 
love),—he loves little; and because he loves little, therefore little 
is forgiven him. 

— af dpapria ad. ai m.] Observe ai repeated,—her sins, which 
thou sayest are many, and which are many, are forgiven. 

— @ B& bAlyor aplerat, 6Alyov dyara] He who has little 
sense of his debt, and of God’s goodness in the work of redemp- 
tion and grace, loves little. If he “‘ who has little forgiven, loves 
little,” says S. Augustine (Serm. xcix.), “some one may object, 
‘oportet ut multtm peccemus,—ut multtm debeamus, quod 
nobis dimitti cupiamus, ut Dimissorem magnorum peccatorum 
multim diligamus Dictum est hoc a Christo propter 
Phariseeum, qui vel nulla vel pauca se putabat habere peccata . 
... O Pharisee, parim diligis, quia partm tibi dimitti saspi- 
caris; non quia parim dimitiitur, sed quia partim putas quod 
dimittitur.’ ”’ 

The dative @ may be rendered ‘in eujus estimatione.’ (See 
Matth. Gr. Gr. 389.) Soph. Antig. 904, kal tol o° éya tiunoa 
Tots ppovovow ev,—i.e. eorum judicio; and we may compare our 
Lord’s saying, ‘“‘T am not come to call the righteous (i.e. those 
who think themselves such), but sinners (i.e. those who own 
themselves such) to repentance.”’ (Matt. ix. J3.) 

S. Greg. M. (in Hom. xxxiii.) applies this History to Christ’s 
dealings with the Jews and Gentiles. ‘‘ Quem namque Phariszeus 
designat de falsa justitia presumens, nisi Judaicum populum ? 
Quem peccatrix Mulier, sed ad vestigia Domini veniens, et plorans, 
nisi conversam Gentilitatem designat? Nos ergo, nos illa mulier 
expressit ; si toto corde ad Dominum post peccata redeamus, si 
ejus poenitentiz luctus imitemur . . Plus poenitens mulier 
Dominum pascebat intus, quam Phariszeus foris.” 

48. ’Agéwvral cov ai auoptia] Thy sins have been forgiven 
thee. A declaration of pardon, already anticipated by faith (see 
vv. 42. 50). Christ not only gives general assurances of mercy, 
producing a feeling of faith, hope, and comfort, in the penitent 
sinner’s soul; but He has provided declarations of pardon for the 
contrite sinner, by the ministry of Absolution, and by the Holy 
Eucharist, sealing His pardon visibly to individual persons in the 
sight of others (even such as Simon and his guests, who murmur 
at Christ’s mercy and despise the penitent sinner), and restoring 
the penitent to the communion of the Church. 

49. Tis obrds eorw ds ka) Guaptlas apinow;] No mancan for- 
give sins; but Christ, being God, forgives sins by those means 
which He has instituted for that purpose. §. Aug. Serm. xcix., 
‘‘Mundatio est in baptismo, non ex ministrorum meritis, sed Dei 
Gratia.”” Cp. on Matt. ix. 6. 


o. 19, 6) Oe, 
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n Matt. 9, 22. 
Mark 5. 34. 
& 10 52, 

ch. 8. 48, 

& 18. 42. 


a Matt. 27, 55, 
56. 

Mark 16. 9. 
John 19. 25. 


LUKE VIL 50. VIII. 1—11. 
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"Eote S€ avtn 7 tapaBohy 6 omdpos eatw 6 dyos TOV Ocov: 


§0. ‘H miotis cov] Thy faith, which anticipated pardon from 
Me, and brought thee to Me with public signs of penitence and 
love, hath saved thee. Christ mercifully ascribes to faith those 
benefits which are due to Himself as the efficient and meritorious 
Cause, and are apprehended by the hand of Faith as the instrument 
on our part, by which they are applied. 


— eis eiphynv] in and to peace. 


Cu. VIII.—Preliminary Note to the Eighth Chapter. 

The present Chapter presents a remarkable specimen of that 
inner connexion of matter, which the reader will observe as a 
characteristic of St. Luke’s Gospel. 

The sower goes forth to sow. The seed is the Word. Its 
reception in the different soils of human hearts is described. The 
duty of hearing aright, i.e. of receiving and keeping the Word, 
and of bearing fruit, is inculcated. 

The same Word is next described as a Light: Christ Who 
sowed the seed, lights the candle, and puts it on a candlestick, 
the candlestick of His Church, and (in a secondary sense) on the 
candlestick of every Christian soul, that the Light may be seen 
of men, and may illumine the world. 

Here is their probation: by the manner in which we receive 
the Seed, and use the Light, our future doom will be determined. 
Next, divine encouragement -is given to those who rightly receive 
the Seed, and use the Light; they are even called ‘* the Mother 
and Brethren of Christ” (v 21). 

The value of the Seed and the glory of the Light, and the 
consequent happiness of those who are so much endeared to 
Christ, by ‘hearing and doing His Word,’’ is next described. 
He is no other than God: Omnipresent, Omniscient, Omnipotent, 
and He must be believed in as such; His Word is the Word of 
God. It is arweak faith which imagines that Christ must be 
awakened, in order to still the storm. He sleeps as man, but 
never slumbers as God. And as God He commands the winds 
and waves, and they obey Him (wv. 24, 25). This doctrine of 
His Divine Omnipotence and Omnipresence is further displayed in 
His dominion over the Devils; and in His refusal of the healed 
Demoniac’s request, who asked permission to remain with Him. 
He was to learn from Christ’s human absence to realize His 
Divine presence. So we must learn from Christ’s personal 
absence as man, to see Him, and to trust in Him, ever present as 
God (vv. 38,39). The weak faith, in this particular, of the Disci- 
ples in the storm (v. 24), and of this Demoniac who desired to 
remain with Christ, and of Jairus who sent for Jesus to come to 
his house and heal his daughter (v. 41), is contrasted with the 
stronger belief of the Woman, who is blessed by Him, because she 
believed that she would be healed by His Divine Power, though 
she touched but the hem of His garment (vv. 44—48). And 
thus, though as man He is far removed from our bodily senses, 


He teaches us to see Him, as God, with the eye of Faith, and to 
touch Him with the hand of Faith. 

Other similar examples of inner connexion, in St. Luke’s 
narrative, will present themselves to the reader’s observation. 
See xi. 14. 

2. dayudvia éEwtd] seven. See below, xi. 26, and on Mary 
Magdalene, Mark xvi. 9, and Matt. xv. 37. 

3. dinkdvovy avtG] were ministering to Him. This ministra- 
tion is mentioned here by St. Luke alone: but it is alluded to by 
St. Mark, xv. 41. Many MSS. (e.g. B,D, F, G, H, K, S, U, V) 
and Editors have aitots here. It may be the true reading; but 
av7@, which is also supported by good authority, seems preferable. 
What was done to His disciples was, in fact, done to Him, and 
for His sake. -Perhaps avrq@ may have been altered into avtots, 
because it seems unlikely that He would have need of many 
(roAAal) to minister to Him. See note on | Cor. ix. 5. 

In the next chapter (ix. 14d—17) the Evangelist relates that 
our Lord fed five housand men with five loaves and two fishes. 
But He never exerted His Divine Power to minister to His own 
daily needs. He allowed women to minister to Him of their sub- 
stance. He gave them the blessed privilege of being God’s 
almoners to Him; of being ministerial to the sustenance of that 
blessed Body and Blood, and to the nourishment of that holy Flesh 
which redeemed and quickens the world. 

He dealt with His Apostles as with Himself. In the next 
chapter He gives them power to work miracles (ix. 1—3).; but 
He never authorized them to use that miraculous power in pro- 
viding for themselves. After the Resurrection (when their minis- 
terial duties were in abeyance) they went a fishing (John xxi. 3), 
and St. Paul worked with his own hands. (Acts xviii. 3; xx. 34. 
1 Cor. ix, 12.) “The labourer is worthy of his hire,’’ and “ the 
Lord hath ordained that they who preach the Gospel should live 
of the Gospel.” (Luke x. 7. 1 Cor. ix. 14.) The Teacher’s 
needs are designed to be the trial of the people’s love. God has 
thus offered the People a share in the Pastor’s glory. For he that 
receiveth a Prophet in the name of a Prophet shall receive a Pro- 
phet’s reward. (Matt. x. 41.) : 

On this subject, see notes below, 1 Cor. ix. 4—14. 

For amd, A, B, D, K, L, have ék. 

4—19.] On this Parable see the Homily of Greg. M. in Evang. 
i. 15, p. 1489. 

5. “EéHAGev 6 omelpwy] The Sower, emphatically so—Christ. 
See on Matt. xiii. 1—9. 

6. Tiv wérpav] i.e. the rocky soil, in contradistinction to any 
other; and therefore St. Matthew (xiii. 5) has here 74 werpddq, 
and St. Mark (iv. 5) has 7b merp@3es. See on Matt. v. 1, 7d dpos, 
the mountainous district as contrasted with the city and plain; 
and Thy épnuov, Matt. iv. 1; xxiv. 26. ots épfuots, Luke i. 80. 

10. iva BAérovres] See on Mark iv. 12. 

ll. “Eors 5¢ atrn] See on Matt. xiii. 19. 


LUKE VIII. 12—3: 
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ad Matt. 12. 46, 
&e. 
Mark 3. 31, &c. 


e Matt. 8. 18, &c. 
Mark 4. 35, &e. 


f Matt. 8. 28, &c. 
Mark 5. 1, &c. 


13. meipaopyod] temptation. St. Matthew (xiii. 21) and St. Mark 
(iv. 17) speak here of 6Atpis and diwyyds. 

20. ‘H uhtnp cov) See on Matt. xii. 46. Mark iii, 32. 

21. MArnp pov] Not  whrnp. ‘Mother and brethren to Me, 
are they who,’ &c. They who hear the Word of God and keep 
it are called by this name, because in their daily words and actions, 
with reverence be it said, they bring Him forth in their hearts. 

22. mid TeV juepov] i.e. one of those days. See ch. v. 17; 
xx. 1. Cp. év uid T@v wéAewy, ch. v. 12, one of those cities. 

28. AatAa’] See on Matt. xiv. 24—27. Mark iv. 37—41. 

26. Tadapnvav] See on Matt. viii. 283-34. Mark v. 1—17. 

— dvtirépa] So A, D, EH, F,G, H, K, R, U, V, X, and 
Lr. B, L, A, and others have avrimépav. 

29. maphyyedrev] He was commanding. If He had already 
commanded, the Evil Spirit would not have had power to remon- 

Won. L. 


strate; and, therefore, this reading, found in most of the uncial 
MSS., is preferable to maphyyetre. 

31. thy UBvocov] the abyss. Not the Sea of Galilee (as some 
have supposed), nor yet (as others have thought) Gehenna, or the 
Lake of fire, which is the place of future torment, prepared for 
the devil and his angels (Matt. xxv. 41); and is distinguished from 
the abyss, into which the devil is cast by Christ, before he is 
cast into the Lake of fire, into which he will not be cast till the 
end of all earthly things. See on Rev. xx. 3. 10, and above on 
Matt. viii. 29. 

“ABucoos is the word used by the LXX for the Hebr. pinn 
(tehom), or depth (Gen. i. 2. Deut. xxxiii. 13. Job xxviii. 14. 
Kzek. xxxi. 15); and it seems to describe the place of gloom 
into which the devils were plunged after their expulsion from 
heaven, and after the Incarnation and Passion of Christ (cp. 2 Pet. 

2D 
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g Matt. 9. 1. 
Mark 5. 21. 


h Matt. 9. 18, &c, 
Mark 5. 22, &c. 


i Matt. 9. 20, &c. 
Mark 5. 25, &c, 


k Matt. 9. 22, &c. 
Mark 5, 34, &c. 


LUKE VUI. 83—52. 
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natural agency in the spiritual world. Luke, the beloved Phy- 


ii. 4. Jude 6, with Mede’s remarks, p. 23, Disc. iv.), and from 
which they are now allowed to emerge from time to time “‘as far as 
their chain—God’s permission—suflers.” (Bp. Fel on Eph. ii. 2.) 
But it does not mean the final place of torment to which they 
will be consigned at the Great Day of Doom. 

Concerning the mysterious questions,—where is the present 
abode of Evil Spirits, and what is their present condition and em- 
ployment, see notes above on Matt. viii. 29, and below on Eph. ii. 2. 

The devils made three requests to Christ : 

Not to torment them before the season, mpd ka:pov,—i.e. of 
Suture judgment (v. 28). See Matt. viii. 29. Mark v. 7. 

Not to send them into the abyss. 

To allow them to enter the swine. 

83. cioHAGov] The reading of A, B, C, EH, G, H, K, L, M, P, 
R, V, X, and others, is preferable to eio7AGev, as marking the 
separate personality of the evil spirits. See on Mark ix. 20. 

38, 39. Edd¢ero] See Mark v. 18-20. 

41—56. Ka} idot] See on Matt. ix. 18 —26. Mark v. 22 —43. 

43, év] See Mark v. 2. 

— ilatpots] on physicians. 
the physician. Coloss. iv. 14. 

The professors of the medical art have sometimes been 
charged with a reluctance to give credit to the reality of super- 


A remarkable avowal from Luke 


sician, whose praise is in the Gospel, is an exemplary instructor 
to them and to others in this respect. Cp. note on Acts xix. 12, 
and also on xil. 21, 22, and above, Introduction, p. 160. 

45. Tis 6 aWduevds ov ;—oi ’xAoL cuvéxovor] Who touched 
Me?—the crowd throng Thee. The crowd throngs Him; one 
faithful woman ¢owches Him. The crowd press Him, but touch 
Him not; they are obtrusive in bodily presence, but absent in 
spiritual life. Christ is touched by faith. (Ambrose. Gregor. 
Moral. 3, c. 11.) 

A solemn warning to all who crowd on Christ; who use His 
Name lightly and profanely ; who make familiar addresses to Him 
in (so called) religious hymns; who treat with carelessness and 
irreverence His Day, His House, His Sacraments, His Ministers ; 
or who read His Holy Scriptures in a carping spirit, handling them 
asa common book. Although such as these may crowd upon 
Christ in His Word, with a pressure of earthly labour and learn- 
ing, they never touch Him. See above on Mark v. 30, and on 
John xx. 17. 

48. 7 mors cov céowké ce] thy faith hath saved thee. This 
woman’s faith was a lesson to the Ruler of the Synagogue, and 
to all the Jewish Nation, that it is not the Mosaic Law which 
justifies and saves,—but Faith in Christ. Cyril. Cp. Gal. ii. 16. 
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52. éxdmrovto adthy] plangebant. Cp. Aristoph. Lysist. 397, 
kértec®? “Adwyiv, i.e. beat yourselves in grief for Adonis. 

54. kparhoas Tis xeipds—epdvnce] Our Lord adapted His 
manner of working miracles to the circumstances of the occasions. 
He called the four-days dead Lazarus from the grave with a loud 
voice (John xi. 43, pwvh weyddn expatryace); but of this youthful 
maiden it is said, that He took her by the hand and called her, 
Damsel, arise, and woke her gently from the sleep of death. 


— ‘H mots] Compare this with St. Mark’s Talitha cumi (vy. 
41). “ Minimé omnium Lueas Hebraica posuit vocabula.” 
(Bengel.) 


Cu. 1X. 1. Suyxadeodpevos] See on Matt. x. 2. 

3. S¢880vs] This reading, which is found in A, B, C***, E**, 
H, K, S, U, V, X, I, A, A, appears to be the true reading. C*, 
D, E*, F, L, M, have fd8d0v. On the sense see Matt. x. 10. 

— uthre apydp.oy] silver: according to Greek usage. St. Mark, 
writing for Roman use, says xadkdv, @s (vi. 8). 

%. "Hxovce] He heard. See Matt. xiv. 1—12. Mark vi. 14 
—29. Those two Hvangelists insert here an account of John’s 


death, the circumstances of which St. Luke, writing after them, 
assumes to be well known, and only alludes to them, v. 9. 

10. Bn@caidd] Bethsaida. Not the city of Peter and Andrew 
(John i. 44) on the western coast of the lake, but the other Beth- 
saida or Julias (called so by Philip the Tetrarch, from Julia, the 
daughter of Augustus. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 2), and situated on the 
northern shore of the Sea of Galilee. St. Luke supposes that 
his readers will compare the narratives of St. Matthew and St. 
Mark (Matt. xiv. 22. Mark vi. 45), where there is mention of 
their crossing back after the miracle to the western Bethsaida. 
(Matt. xiv. 34. Mark vi. 53. Cp. Rodinson’s Palestine, iii. p, 
238, and on Matt. xiv. 13.) 

I. Cadre adrois] He was speaking to them. Our Lord com- 
bines preaching with miracles, in order to enforce the one by the 
other; and He feeds the soul while He prepares to refresh the 
body. See on Matt. viii. 2. 

13. Ovd« cicty] See Matt. xiv. 17—21. Mark vi. 38. 

16. ciAdynoev—kat éxdace—€dl50v] Mark the change of tense, 
He blessed and brake once for ail, but continued giving. See on 
Mark vi. 41. 
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18. mpocevxducvoy] praying. See on v. 16. 

— Tiva me Aéyouswy] Whom say they that Tam? Observe 
the position of wé here in all the Gospels, showing that the cha- 
racter and office of Christ, and not of Peter, was the scope of the 
question. See on Matt. xvi. 15B—20, and on Mark viii. 27—30. 

20. 5 Téroos—@cod] St. Peter eagerly springs forward 
(mpomnda) and becomes the mouth of the Apostolic body (ordua 
Tod xopod, Chrys.) ; and utters these words full of love, and con- 
fesses Jesus to be the Christ, that is, to be the Anointed one, 
above all Kings, Prophets, and Priests, and to be the Christ of 
God, or, as St. Matthew says (xvi. 16), the Son of the Living 
God— the Only-Begotten Word of God. (Cyril, p. 235.) 

21. under) eimety] to tell no man. See Matt. xvi. 20. Mark 
viii. 30. St. Luke does not repeat here what was not favourable 
to St. Peter, and had been recorded by St. Peter’s friend and 
scholar St. Mark (viii. 32). 

28. Kal? jucpay] daily. This phrase is recorded by St. Luke 
alone here. Cp. St. Paul, 1 Cor. xv. 31. ‘* Duobus modis crux 
tollitur, cum aut per abstinentiam afficitur corpus, aut per com- 
passionem proximi affligitur animus.” (Cp. 1 Cor. ix. 27. 2 Cor. 
xi. 29.) “‘ Perfectus preedicator (Paulus) crucem portabat in cor- 
pore et in corde.” Greg. M. Hom. in Ey. xxxii., where is an 
exposition of vv. 23—27. 

24. *Os yap by OéAn K.7.A.] For whosoever shall desire (i.e. 
shall make it his main wish) fo save his life, shall lose it; and 
whosoever shall lose his life for My sake, he shall save it. 

27. Aéyw 5 Suiv] See on Matt. xvi. 28. 

— &dnbas] The two other Evangelists have the Hebrew auyy, 
which is rarely used by St. Luke. Cp. on v. 5. 

— Baotrclay rod @cov] the Kingdom of God. The Kingdom 
of which Christ speaks here is His future Kingdom of Glory ; 
of which He was now about to show them a glimpse in the Trans- 
figuration. Cyril, p. 237. 

28. ’Evyévero| See on Matt. xvii. 1. Mark ix. 2. 

— aoe) huepar dxtd] about eight days after. Then the 
Transfiguration took place. It is observable that manifestations 
of Glory appear to be connected in Holy Scripture with the Exghth 
Day. See below, on xxiv. 1. 

— 7d dpos] The two other Evangelists have here indefinitely 
dpos bWyAdv,—another proof that 7d dpos is used by way of con- 
trast with the plain, and not to specify any particular mountain. 
See on Matt. v. 1. 


— mpooev{éacba:] to pray. See above on v. 16. 


29. éyévero—rd cidos—érepoy] His countenance was changed 
—a foreshadowing of the glorious change in the countenance of 
risen saints; 4AAaynodmeda, we shall be changed, says St. Paul. 
1 Cor. xv. 51. Phil. iii. 21. 

St. Luke seems to have declined the use of perenoppdén 
(employed by the two other Evangelists here), that he might not 
awaken in his Greek readers any ideas or feelings connected with 
the fabulous Metamorphoses of their heathen deities ; 

“ Extat libellus,”’ says Valek., ‘‘ Antonini Liberalis inscriptus 
Metauoppacets, historias complexus fabulosas veteres. Multa 
habet ex Micandri opere quod inscriptum fuerat érepototpmeva. 
Handem tractavit materiam quam Ovidius qui in admirandum 
suum poema (Metamorphoses) multa transcripsit ex isthoc opere 
Nicandri.” 

80. &vdpes So] two men (not angels) appeared, who were 
Moses and Elias. The other two Evangelists introduce them at 
once as well known to ¢heir readers (Matt. xvii. 3. Mark ix. 4). 


81. ri eodov] death. by Odvuroy, Theophyl. See Wisdom 
ili. 2; vii. 6. 2 Pet. i. 15, werd thy euhy ZéoSov, and S. Ireneus 
iil. 1, wera tHv Térpov Kal MavAov 2&0d0v, Mdpkos 6 mabnrhs 
ral épunvevtis Térpov, k.7.A. Cp. Valek. here, who interprets 
etodos “ ewitus anime ex corpore tanquam A carcere liberate.” 

The death of Christ was thus shown to be the culminating 
point, to which all the Law and the Prophets tended and aspired as 
their end. (Cp. S. Ambrose here.) This was therefore their 
theme, even at His Transfiguration, even in that hour of glory. 
And thus the Apostles were encouraged to look with hope and 
faith to what they had contemplated with dismay. See Matt. 
xvi, 21, 22. 

The word “Egodos, Exodus, is happily chosen here, and is 
very suggestive. Moses (present at the Transfiguration) had de- 
scribed the Literal Exodus from Egypt. And all the things that 
Moses had there written were témo: jar, figures of us (1 Cor. x. 
6—11)—us Christians. 

In the word ”Etodos, Exodus, as applied to Christ, the Son of 
God, and Head of the people of Israel (see on Matt. ii. 15), there 
is a reference to the Exodus, accomplished by His death, by 
which He delivered us from the spiritual Egypt, the House of 
Bondage, of Satan, and of Sin; and the redemption of His People 
by His Blood, the blood of the true Passover, into the glorious 
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liberty of the Sons of God. The death of Christ is the true 
Exodus of the spiritual Israel. Cp. Bp. Horne in Burgon. p. 234. 

82. BeBapnuévor Urvw] weighed down with sleep. Hence it is 
not improbable that the Transfiguration took place at night. See 
also v. 37, where the miracle of healing the demoniac is described 
as having been performed 7H éf4s jjuépg. St. Luke describes it 
also as having been done kared@dvtwy aitaev. (See also Matt. 
xvii. 14. Mark ix. 14.) 

Our Lord’s glorified body and His raiment were orlABovTa 
Acuna &s To pas ekaotpdmtovta (Matt., Mark, Luke). Moses 
and Elias épenoay év d6tn. The vepéan was dwrewh (Matt. xvii. 
5). All these objects would be more conspicuous and striking in 
the darkness and stillness of the night; and a memorial would 
thus suggest itself of the bright pillar of fire which shone on the 
people of Israel in the night in the wilderness ; and an assurance 
would thus be given that Christ’s glorious presence would be with 
His Church in the darkness of distress and persecution in her ! 
pilgrimage in the world. 

As to the connexion of the Transfiguration, in this and other 
respects, with the Agony, see above, Matt. xvii. ], and xxvi. 37. 43. 

— diaypnyopioavres] when they awoke: an incident mentioned 


to guard against the supposition that this was a vision seen in 
sleep—a dream: it was seen by them with ¢heir eyes opened. 

Here also may be a spiritual reference to the fact that the 
disciples of Christ will be awakened from the sleep of death, and 
raised from their graves to see Christ in glory. See 1 Thess. iv. 
13—16. 

35. Odros] A divine confirmation from heaven of St. Peter’s 
recent confession. (Eused.) 

37. kateA9dyTwy] See Matt. xvii. 14. 

Al. *Amoxpibels] Matt. xvii. 17. 

45. nyvdovy 7d pial] they did not understand the thing spoken, 
because they had preconceived notions of a temporal and trium- 
phant Messiah. See Acts i. 6. 

48. ‘O yap uixpdtepos] for he who is the less among you; that 
is, makes himself Jess in comparison with the rest. The com- 
parative uxpdérepos is contrasted with the comparative jef(wy in 
v. 46. Make yourselves Jess, and you will be made greater. 
Humility is the road to glory. 

50. ds yap ob éor1] See on Markix. 40, and what Theophyl. 
says here, ‘‘He who is not against God is on His part; and he 
who does not gather with God, he is with the Evil One.” 
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-— hudv] dudv is found in many MSS. (e.g. B, C, D, K, L, 
M) and Versions. See Mark ix. 40. 

Tell me, dost thou forbid one who in Christ’s name casts out 
devils? Has the sting of envy wounded thee? Was it not rather 
thy duty to reflect that the man was not the worker of these 
wonders, but the grace of God that was in him wrought them by 
the power of Christ? Dost thou then forbid one wko conquers 
Satan by Christ? Yes—for “he followeth not us.’’ O blind 
speech! What, if he be not mentioned with the holy Apostles, 
yet being crowned with divine grace, he is equally with thee 
adorned with Apostolic power. See 1 Cor. xii. 8. Forbid not 
therefore him who, in Christ’s name, is crushing Satan: for he is 
not against you. All who love Christ and act to His glory, and 
in His Name, and in obedience to His word, and who are crowned 
by His grace are for us; they are on our side. This is the law 
of the Churches. We honour all such who act thus: for we know 
that it is Christ Who works in them and by them; and by loving 
them we honour Him. See Cyril here, p. 250. Cp. on Mark 
ix. 38—40. 

51. avadhvews] His Ascension. See Mark xvi. 19. Acts i. 
1]. 22. J Tim. iii. 16. The word dveAnpén had been already 
prepared for this sense of ascension by the LXX applying it to 
Hlijah (2 Kings ii.9—11). Our Lord’s Agony, Cross, and Passion 
were at hand. But He looked through them all to His Glorious 
Ascension; and, as Bengel observes, Ejus sensum imitatur stylus 
Evangelista. 

— 1b mpdowmoy avr. éorhpite] He set fast His face. A Helle- 
nistic expression, derived from the Old Testament. So the LXX, 
Ezek. xiv. 8. Jer. xxi. 10, éorhpiucatd mpdowndy pov, Cf. 2 Kings 
xii. 17, rate 7d mpdowroy airod dvaPijvas eis ‘Iepovcarnm. And 
see Vorst. de Hebraism. cap. 39. ‘I have set my face as a flint,” 
is said of the Messiah preparing Himself with an unflinching cou- 
rage for suffering (Isa. 1. 7); and this seems to be imitated here. 

53, ovx edétavro] they received Him not. See John iv. 20. 
40—43. Cp. Jerome, iv. p. 194. Hence the Galilezans often 
went to Jerusalem for the feasts by the region east of Jordan. See 
on xvii. ll. Cp. Joseph. Ant. xx. 6.1; and De Vita sua, c. 52. 

— mpdowrov—mopevduevoyv] So LXX (2 Sam. xvii. J1), 7d 
mpdcwmdy cov mopevouevov. Probably it was now the time of one 
of the three great Jewish Festivals, and the Samaritans perceived 
that our Lord was one of those who were going up to Jerusalem 
for the feast ; and they considered this as a reproach to themselves, 
who did not go up; and as an act of contempt to their own 
Temple on Gerizim, where they said men ought to worship, and 
not at Jerusalem. Cp. Jerome ad Algasiam, p. 194. 

54—56.] On these verses see the Sermon of By. Andrewes, 
iv. 241. 

— “IdkwBos] James and John; the sons of Thunder (Mark 
iii. 17). ‘Quid mirum filios tonitrui fulgurare voluisse ?’”’ 
(Ambrose.) But our Lord changed their hearts by the light of 
the Holy Spirit, which cleansed away the dross of human passion, 
and left the pure ore of divine love, and inflamed them with fer- 
vent zeal for the salvation of souls. 

— mvp] Our Lord wrought miracles on all the elements but 
Fire—that is reserved for the End. (Bengel.) 

— ds xal’HAlas] as also Elias did. 2 Kings i. 10—12. On 


this and other instances of abuse of “ Piorum Exempla,’”’ which 
are no safe rule of conduct, see Bp. Sanderson, Preelect. de Oblig. 
Conscient. iii. § 10 (vol. iv. p. 50 of his Works), and note below 
on Gal. ii. 13. Heec que in Scripturis Sanctis legimus non ideo, 
quia facta credimus, etiam /acienda credamus, ne violemus pre- 
cepta, dum passim sectamur exempla. Aug. de Mendac. cap. 9. 

55. Oix—ducis] duets is emphatic. You who would destroy 
others know not how evil your own spirit is. A warning to those 
who endeavour to propagate Christianity by violence ; 

These Samaritans refused to receive Christ Himself. Yet 
they were not to be punished by the Apostles themselves with 
bodily pains and penalties. How much less should Ministers of 
Christ endeavour to unsheath the sword and use the secular arm 
against the life of those who refuse to receive what is supposed, 
perhaps erroneously, by the persecuting party, to be the Religion 
of Christ! ‘‘ Religionis non est Religionem cogere.”’ (Tertullian 
ad Scap. 2.) ‘‘ Defendenda est non occidendo sed moriendo.” 
(Lactant. Inst. v. 20.) 

Romish Divines—who advocate the use of the sword in pro- 
pagating Christianity, and put that principle into practice in the 
Inquisition— endeavour to set aside this conclusion by referring to 
the case of Ananias smitten (as they say) dead by St. Peter (Acts 
vy. 4, 5), and to St. Paul striking Elymas with blindness (Acts xiii. 
11). ‘‘Usus est Evangelicé severitate Petrus Ananiam et Sap- 
phiram occidens, usus est Paulus Klymam excecans.’’ (Maldo- 
natus. 

Bat this is an untrue account of the matter, and injurious to 
the Apostles St. Peter and St. Paul. St. Peter did not kill Ana- 
nias, but foretold his death. And St. Paul did not smite Elymas 
with blindness, but announced to him that the hand of the Lord 
was upon him (Acts xiii. 11). And thus these Apostles proved 
their commission to be from God, Who alone could enable them 
to foresee the future. See on Acts v. 5, and xiii. 11. 

The words ovk otdaTre to cHoo are absent from many MSS. ; 
but see Alf. 

58. efrey avtg] Our Lord read his heart; and his answer is 
to be interpreted accordingly: from Christ’s answer we may con- 
clude, ‘‘istum hominem, si sequeretur Christum, swa queesiturum 
fuisse, non gue Jesu Christi. Quid ergo respondit? Vulpes 
Soveas habent, &c. Filius autem hominis non habet ubi caput 
reclinet. Sed ubinonhabet? In fide tua. Vulpes habent foveas 
in corde tuo, dolosus es: volatilia coeli habent nidos in corde tuo: 
elatus es. Non Me sequeris.” S. Aug. Serm. c. 2, and Serm. 
Ixii. 2, who says elsewhere, ‘‘ Pauci sequuntur Jesum propter 
Jesum.” 

59. Adar Tov marépa| to bury my father. See on Matt. viii. 
22, and cp. S. Aug. Serm. lxii. 2, ‘« Pium erat quod volebat facere ; 
sed docuit Magister quid deberet preponere. Volebat enim 
Christus eum esse Vivi Verbi Praedicatorem ad faciendos victuros. 
Erant autem alii per quos illa necessitas (i. e. sepeliendi patrem) 
impleretur. Infideles cadaver quando sepeliunt, mortui mortuum 
sepeliunt. Illius corpus animum perdidit, illius anima Deum. 
Sicut enim vita corporis anima est, sic vita anime Deus.” And 
again, Serm. c. 2, ‘‘ Honorandus est pater, sed obediendum est 
Deo. Amandus est generator, sed preeponendus est Creator. Ego 
ad Evangelium te voco. Mihi necessarius es; majus est hoc 
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quam quod vis facere: Sine mortuos, &c. Parer tuus mortuus 
est, sunt alii mortui (i.e. infideles) qui sepeliant mortuos. Nolite 
igitur anteriora posterioribus subdere. Amate parentes, sed pre- 
ponite Deum.” 

See above, Matt. xxiii. 9, and below, xiv. 26, the best ex- 
position of this saying. ; 

61. mparov Sé eritpepdsy wor drordiacba| but first allow me 
to bid farewell to those at my home. anordtacbat, valedicere, 
see Mark vi. 46. It often happens, that when a man goes 
home, and is engaged in bidding farewell to his friends, some 
among them are found who will draw him off from God to the 
world. (Theophyl.) 

The very wish to consult relatives when God calls, is a dis- 
qualification for His service. ( Cyril.) 

Vocat te Oriens, et tu attendis Occidentem. (Aug.) 

Bonum studium, sed majus impedimentum; nam qui par- 
titur studium, derivat affectum ; et qui dividit curam, differt pro- 
fectum. Ergo prius amanda sunt que maxima sunt ; ipsis disci- 
pulis, cum a Domino mitterentur, neminem in vid salutare pre- 
scriptum est; non quod benevolentiz displiceret officium, sed 
quod persequendz devotionis intentio plus placeret. (Ambrose.) 

These three incidents appear to have been combined here by 
the Holy Spirit for the purpose of teaching, 

That in designing to follow Christ, we must look only to 
Christ, and follow Him for His own sake; not for any worldly 
interest, but at the sacrifice, if need be, of all earthly advan- 
tage. Abraham became the friend of God and the father of the 
faithful by his readiness even to slay his son at God’s command. 
(Cyril.) 

That when He calls us, no earthly tie, however dear, may 
draw us from prompt obedience to the call. 

That in offering ourselves to Christ, we must give Him the 
first place in our affections. He must have the whole heart; and 
having once put the hand to the plough, in His service, we may 
not look off from it to any earthly object, however good in itself, 
if we desire to be fit for the kingdom of God. 

Compare Phil. iii. 14, and our Lord’s words to the Church, 
Ps. xlv. 11. The Holy Ghost propounds for our imitation the 
example of the Apostles, who immediately, as soon as they were 
called, left all, and followed Christ. Matt. iv. 20.22. Mark x. 
28. Luke v. 28; cp. Gal. i. 15, 16. Christ assures all who do so, 
that they shall receive manifold more in this present time, and in 
the world to come life everlasting. Mark x. 29, 50. Luke xviii. 
29, 30. 

62. %potpoy] plough. An intimation that the ministerial life 
is like that of the tiller of the ground. Cp. 1 Cor. iii. 9. The 
Christian Minister is a Feeder of Sheep; a Dresser of a Vine- 
yard ; a Sower; a Master-builder; a Watchman; all these names 
imply duties requiring diligence, vigilance, and toil. 


Cu. X. Preliminary Note to the x. xi. xii.—xvii. Chapters. 


This and the following Chapters, xi. xii. xiii. xiv. xv. xvi. 
xvii., contain incidents in a great measure peculiar to St Luke’s 
narrative. These appear to fall in the period of our Lord’s 
Ministry between the Festival of Tabernacles (John vii. 2) in 
October, and His arrival at Bethany, near Jerusalem, six days 
before His last Passover. Cp. note on xiii. 4. 6. 

Whether in this interval He revisited Galilee is doubtful. 
The Evangelist has already said that the days of his avdAnwis, or 
going up into heaven, were now being fulfilled (ix. 51), and that 
He set His face to go to Jerusalem (vv. 52, 53); see also xiii. 22, 
i.e. He had then prepared Himself with deliberate constancy to 
suffer. See below, note on xii. 49. 

It seems probable that the events here recorded did not take 
place in Galilee. The words in x. 13, concerning Chorazin, need 
not have been uttered in Galilee; and even if they were, yet 
from their material connexion with what precedes, might na- 
turally be introduced by the Evangelist there. On the supposed 
difficulty in xvii 11, see note there. 

Rather, these incidents seem to have occurred in the northern 
neighbourhood of Jerusalem, and near the City of Ephraim (John 
xi. 54), perhaps about twenty miles north of Jerusalem (Robin- 
son’s Palestine, ii. 121—125, probably Ephrain of 2 Chron. xiii. 


19); and in Perea, on the east side of Jordan, which He crossed 
a short time before His last passover in His way to Jericho (the 
largest city of Judea next to Jerusalem), where the narrative of 
St. Luke falls into that of St. Matthew and St. Mark (see on 
Matt. xix. 1. Mark x. 1. Luke xvii. 11); and thence, on the 
Saturday before the Crucifixion, to Bethany, where all the four 
Evangelists meet. 

It would seem, that our Lord, in His tenderness and long- 
suffering to the Jews, concentrated His last efforts upon Judea, 
and its neighbouring country Perga. And, as if His own per- 
sonal agency and that of His Apostles were not enough, He pro- 
ceeds now (ch. x.) to ordain the Seventy to preach and work 
miracles, in every city and place which He was about to visit. 
See also the affecting apostrophe to Jerusalem at this time. 
(Luke xiii. 34, 35.) 

A theory has been propounded by Schleiermacher (‘‘iiber 
die Schriften des Lucas,” Berlin, 1817, p. 158), and seems to be 
approved by Olshausen on ix. 51, and Kuinoel (x. 23; xi. 33; 
xv. 41), that this portion of St. Luke has been compiled from 
two fragmentary narratives by some other person, who was not 
fully informed of the events. De Wette goes further, and says, 
that in this portion we have an unchronological and unhistorical 
collection, which is due to the circumstance that St. Luke had 
met with a good deal of material which he did not arrange else- 
where, and therefore threw together here. 

These opinions, which (it is superfluous to say) were un- 
known to Christian Antiquity, are at variance with St. Luke’s 
assertion (i. 3), tapnkoAovOnKdTt &vwOev maoiy aKpLBas. 
See further on ch. xi. v. 14. 


1. 6 Kupios] the Lord. See on vii. 13. This expression 
fitly introduces the Ordination of the Seventy, by to Mee 
Head of the Kupiaxy, or Church, the oixia Kupiov. The Mission 
of Ministers, is ‘ actus veré dominicus.” (Beng.) 

The appointment of the Seventy is mentioned by St. Luke 
alone. 

St. Matthew and St. Mark had recorded the designation of 
the Twelve; and it was reserved for St. Luke to describe, in his 
Gospel, this extension of the Christian Ministry by the appoint- 
ment of the Seventy; and to commemorate its still further en- 
largement by the nomination of the Seven Deacons in the Acts 
of the Apostles, vi. 1—7. This was an appropriate task to be 
performed by him who may be called the Evangelist of the Gen- 
tile World, and the Historian of the Universal Church. 

On these verses (1—9), see an excellent Homily by Greg. M. 
Hom. in Ev. i. 17, p. 1946, well worthy to be carefully read by 
every Christian Preacher. 

— €éPdounnovta] seventy. Some MSS. here (B, D, M, and 
others) add dvo, two. But it does not follow that this reading is 
to be adopted. For the Jews often speak of sevenfy—a round 
number—when they mean seventy-two, e.g. in the case of the 
seventy Interpreters of the Old Testament. The exact number 
here may have been seventy-two, a multiple of twelve (the number 
of the tribes) ; and the number adopted on other occasions. The 
number seventy was that of the heads of the family of Israel 
(Gen. xlvi. 27), and of the Elders constituted by Moses (Numb. 
xi. 16. 25, and of the Palm-trees at Elim, Exod. xy. 27. Cyril, 
p. 246). And the Jews supposed that the languages of the world 
were seventy, see @ Lapide on Gen. xi. 32; or as some say, 
seventy-two (S. Aug., S. Hieron., Euseb., Bede). 

As the Apostles are succeeded by Bishops in the Church, so 
the Seventy by Presbyters. ‘“ We very well know,” says Bp. An- 
drewes to Peter Moulin, ‘ that the Apostles and the seventy-two 
disciples were two Orders, and these distinct. And this likewise 
we know, that every where among the Fathers, Bishops and Pres- 
byters are taken to be after their example; that Bishops suc- 
ceeded the Apostles, and Presbylers the Seventy-two.” He then 
quotes Cyprian, S. Jerome, S. Ambrose. 

The original Latin words may be found in Bp. Andrewes, in 
p- 169 of Opuscula Postuma, published in‘1629, and in English, 
1647, and the whole correspondence is inserted in the late Dr. 
Wordsworth’s Christian Institutes, iii. 222-267; the passage 
quoted is in p. 231. See also Bp. Andrewes, in his admirable 
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Sermon on Acts ii. 42, on Worshipping of Imaginations, vol. ii. | 
- 63. 

Y The Fathers saw the Twelve Apostles, and the Seventy Pres- 
byters typified in the twelve fountains and seventy palm-trees at 
Elim. Exod. xv. 27. See S. Cyril here, p. 246, ed. Mai, p. 274, 
Smith. S. Jerome de xlii. Mansionibus (Ep. 127), Mans. vi.: 
“Nec dubium, quin de xii Aposéolis sermo sit, de quorum fonti- 
bus derivate aque totius mundi siccitatem rigant. Juxta has 
aquas Ixx creverunt Palme, quos et ipsos secundi ordinis intelli- 
gimus Preeceptores, Luca Evangelista testante (x. 1) xii fuisse 
Apostolos et 1xx discipulos minoris gradus, quos et binos ante se 
Dominus preemittebat.” 

And Theophylact here says, “‘ Elim means ascent, and in 
our ascent to the spiritual knowledge of the Gospel we find 
twelve Wells—the Apostles; and seventy Palm-trees—the Dis- 
ciples.’”” The Apostles are Wells, as being fountains of sweet 
water, flowing from one Divine Source; and the Palm-trees are 
refreshed and nourished by the water, and bear sweet fruit, and 
have for leaves and branches the emblems of victory (John xii. 
13), even in heaven (Rev. vii. 9). 

As to the names of some of the Seventy see Clemens Alex. 
in Euseb. i. 12. 

— anéoretdey avtovs ava b00] He sent them forth two and 
two, to be examples, witnesses, supports and stimulants to each 
other (Origen, Theoph.); a precedent too much neglected in 
modern Missions. Greg. M. 1. c. says well, ‘‘ binos ad preedican- 
dum mittit, nam mints quam inter duos caritas haberi non po- 
test ; et nobis tacitus innuit, quia qui caritatem erga alterum non 
habet, preedicationis officium suscipere nullatenus debeat.’’ 

See also above as to the Apostles, Mark vi. 7, among whom 
are three pairs of brothers. See on Matt. iv. 18. 

2. ‘O pév Oeptouds odds] The harvest is great; the same 
words as He used before He sent out the Twelve. Matt. ix. 37. 

4. Mt Baord¢ere] See on Matt. x. 9. 

— Badddyriov] a purse. A word used only by St. Luke 
among the Evangelists. See above on Mark vi. 8. On the form 
Badddvtiov, with the double A, see Winer, p. 42. 

— undéva Kata thy 6ddv aomdonobe]| salute no one by the 
way ; the way on which you go, as Preachers, in the discharge of 
your duty. 

The phrase has been explained by reference to the formal 
and tedious modes of Hastern Salutations (Kuin.), but this does 
not seem necessary or appropriate. It is rather an Oriental mode 
of expression (cp. 2 Kings iv. 29), indicating that their whole 
heart was to be in their work; so that, comparatively, nothing 
else, even what was most easy and necessary, was to be done or 
thought of. Cp. what is said on domestic salutations, ix. 61, and 
the burial of a father, v. 60, and below, xiv. 26. 


“Omnia pretermittatis,” says S. Aug. Serm. c. 1, ‘dum 
quod injunctum est peragatis:’? and S. Ambrose says, ‘‘ Non 
salutationis sedulitas aufertur, sed obstaculum impediende de- 
votionis aboletur, ut quando divina mandantur, paulisper seques- 
trentur humana. Pulchra est salutatio, sed pulchrior matura 
executio divinorum: ided et honesta prohibentur, ne impediatur 
ministerium, cujus mora culpa sit.’’ 

They were not to salute any in the way, but they were to 
pronounce salutations on their entrance into houses, and say, 
“« Peace be to this house” (v. 5). Courtesy was not to interfere 
with duty ; it was itself to be consecrated into duty. 

5. Elpnyn te otkw tTovtw] Peace to this house. A divine 
authorization of Benediction by Presbyters of the Church. See 
1 Cor. x. 16, and the Office of Visitation of the Sick in the Book 
of Common Prayer; and George Herbert, ch. xxxvi. ‘‘ The 
Parson blessing ;”” and Hooker, V. xxv. 3. Bingham, Antiq. II. 
xix. 15. 

6. vids elphyns] a son of Peace; i.e. a peaceable man, with 
that loving spirit which is necessary for the recepfion of a divine 
benediction. See Cyril, p. 281, Smith. Our Lord thus teaches 
us, that the profitable use of sacerdotal benedictions, and other 
means of grace in His Church, depends on the ¢emper of those to 
whom they are ministered. As to the phrase here, cp. Matt. ix. 
15, of viol Tob vupg~avos. xxiii. 15, vidvy yeévyns. Luke xvi. 8, 
of viol Tod pwrds. xx. 36, viol Tis dvactdoews. John xii. 36; 
xvii. 12, 6 vids rijs dmwActas. Nphes. ii, 2; ii. 3, rékva dpyiis. 
v. 6, viol dmei@cias. 1 Thess. v. 5. 2 Pet. ii. 14, katdpas réxva. 

7. &.os—abrov] the labourer is worthy of his hire. This 
saying is quoted as Scripture by St. Paul, 1 Tim. v. 18, where 
see note ; and for other quotations of St. Luke’s Gospel by St. 
Paul see ] Thess. v. 3, and 1 Cor. x. 27, where St. Paul quotes 
the saying of our Lord in the newt verse here, éoOlere Ta Tmapa- 
TiWéueva, Suiv; and see above, p. 168—170, as to the inference 
concerning the date of this Gospel: 

ll. dmopaccducba buiv] we wipe off from ourselves on you. 
See on Theocr. xv. 95, where perhaps the true reading may be 
MAH mot koviay amoudtn. 

12. dvexrdétepov] See on Matt. x. 15. 

18. Ovat cor] Because these cities were in Galilee, it does not 
follow that this was spoken in Galilee. The words have an inti- 
mate connexion with what has just preceded, and also with what 
follows. Observe the use of rod ovpavod in vv. 15 and 18, and 
see also v. 21; and therefore, even if they were spoken in Galilee 
(see Matt. xi. 20), they have an appropriate place here. 

The connexion which the Holy Ghost appears to have pre- 
Aerred in dictating the Gospels, is a connexion of substance rather 
than of ¢ime or place. 

See above on Luke iii. 19, on Matt. xxvi. 6, and Mark xiv, 5. 
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17. ‘YréorpeWav] They returned. An instance of what was 
remarked in the previous note. St. Luke, whose practice it is to 
finish off with a subject on which he has entered, introduces here 
the return of the seventy, in connexion with their sending forth. 
“Semper ad eventum festinat.”” See on iii. 19, and on Matt. 
xx. 29, and on Mark x. 46. 

18. ’E9edpovy tov Satavay| Iwas beholding Satan fallen from 
heaven. When you were casting out devils, I was beholding the 
effect of My power, exercised by you, on Satan, in My Name. 

As Theophylact explains the words, ‘‘ Wonder not that the 
devils are subject to you, for their Prince is fallen from heaven. 
Although men saw not this, I saw it, who see what is Invisible. 
He fell as lightning, because he was a bright Archangel and 
Lucifer (‘and because he fell suddenly,’ Huthym.), and is 
plunged into darkness. If, then, he is fallen, what will not his 
servants (the inferior spirits) suffer? And the words ‘from 
heaven’ may be understood ‘from his glory,’ in which he is 
worshipped in the world as God.” On amd 70d obpavoi, i. e. from 
high estate, see Isa. xiv. 12. Matt. xi. 23. Rev. xii. 4, and cp. 
John iii. 31. Our Lord’s view was also prophetic of Satan’s 
future and final fall. On the victory over Satan achieved by 
Christ, the Seed of the woman, see above, viii. 31, and below, xxii. 3. 

19. didwu1] See Mark xvi. 18. Rom. xvi. 20. 

— thy etovolay tr. .| The power of treading ; which belongs 
only to Me and Mine, and can only be given by Me. 

— bpewy xa crxopriay] of serpents and scorpions. These 
words, following the mention of the fall of Satan, who is the 
Dragon (Rev. xx. 2), the Old Serpent (Rev. xii. 9; xx.2. 2 Cor. 
xi. 3), suggest that there is some connexion between his power 
and the operation of venomous reptiles; and that they may be 
left in the world by the Providence of God, as a visible warning 
to man of what he will endure hereafter from the worm that dieth 
not (Mark ix. 44—48), unless he places himself by faith and 
obedience under the protection of Christ, Who enables His dis- 
ciples to tread on serpents and scorpions and all the power of 
the Enemy. (Cp. Mark xvi. 18.) 

The Jiteral fulfilment of this prophecy in certain cases, e. g. 
that of St. Paul at Malta (Acts xxviii. 3. 5), was a visible pledge 
of the protection and strength granted by Christ to His disciples 
against the noxious and poisonous powers of the spiritual world. 
It is partly with reference to this conflict that Christ is called 
“the Eagle,’”’—‘ the Great Eagle’’ (see Rev. xii. 14. Matt. 
xxiv. 28. Luke xvii. 37),—i.e. the King of Birds,—the Eagle 
being, in the Natural World, the Enemy and Destroyer of the 
Serpent. a 

— adichon] injure. See Rev. ti. 11; vi. 6; vii. 2, 3. 

20. uh xalpere] rejoice not. The spirits themselves whom 
you cast out may warn you against pride,—for they were once 
angels in heaven. Even Judas himself had power to cast out 
devils. Cp. Matt. vii. 22. 1 Cor: xii. 15/2) 

— 7h bvduara buav eypdpn] your names were written in 
heaven. See Phil. iv. 3. Heb. xii. 23. Itis of God’s free grace 
to write us there. We cannot inscribe ourselves. And though 
written by God, our names may be blotted out. Rev. iii. 5. 


Vou. I. 


Exod. xxxii. 32, 33. Rey. xxii. 19. Rejoice because your names 
were written in heaven, though they may be cast out as evil on 
earth (vi. 22). 

21. jyadddoaro] He rejoiced. Sce on Matt. xi. 25. 

— “Efouoroyovuat] I acknowledge with thanks. 
297, ed. Smith. 

— oopav] See on Matt. ix. 13. 

22. mol mapedd0n] od is emphatic,—‘ it was given to Me, and 
to none other ;’ therefore u. map. has been rightly restored from 
the best MSS. for rape5d@n wor. Cp. Matt. xxviii. 18. 

23—87.] In these verses and in the fellow Parable our Lord 
handles by anticipation the great argument of Justification by 
Faith, afterwards treated by St. Paul in his Epistles to the Gala- 
tians and Romans ; 

He declares to His disciples that blessed are their eyes, for 
they see; and that the things which they behold are those very 
things which the Patriarchs of old and the Prophets and Kings 
under the Law had desired to see. 

Thus He teaches that the Law was the shadow of the Gospel, 
and that the Gospel is the fulfilment of the Law. 

Upon this the Lawyer stands up, astonished by our Lord’s 
statement, and tempts Him. Thou hast said, that they who hear 
and see Thy words and works are blessed, and that these things 
which Thou sayest and doest are the things which the Kings and 
Prophets under the Law desired to see. I ask Thee, What shall 
Ido to inherit eternal Life? Our Lord answers him from the 
Law, How readest thou? The Lawyer gives the Legal sum- 
mary of duty to God and Man. Our Lord replies in the terms of 
the Law, This do and thou shalt live. But hast thou done this ? 
Canst thou do it? Has any one ever done it? Then what hope 
hast thou from the Law? The Lawyer desiring to justify himself, 
that is, to establish his own righteousness, to prove himself 
righteous, and to show that he could earn eternal life as wages 
due to his own works, asks, And who is my neighbour ? Our 
Lord replies by the Parable which proves how inadequate and 
defective were his notions, and the notions of the Jewish Nation, 
of which he was a teacher and a representative, as to the true re- 
quirements of the Law. 

In this Parable, rightly understood (see v. 31), our Lord de- 
livers a divine Sermon on that subject, —which He had already in- 
troduced by declaring the blessedness of His own disciples,— 
namely, the universal need of a Redeemer ; the preparatory and 
manuductory character of the Mosaic Law and the Prophets, and 
their fulfilment in the Gospel; and the Doctrine of Justification 
by Faith in Himself; and the inadequacy of all legal obedience 
alone to merit eternal life. 

He is thus led to speak of Original Sin. He represents 
Human Nature stripped of original righteousness by the arch- 
thief Satan. He shows Mankind in Adam, and all His progeny 
lying in the road stripped naked, wounded, and half dead. The 
Aaronic Priesthood comes and looks upon the traveller and passes 
by on the other side. The Levitical Law comes and casts a tran- 
sitory glance upon him, and passes by on the other side. They 
cannot heal him. At length, last of all, the Samaritan comes,— 

25 


Cyril, p. 
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Christ comes,—and pours in oil and wine,—and sets him on His 
own beast; for He Himself bore our infirmities; He bore our 
sins in His own body on the tree (1 Pet. ii. 24), and carries him 
to the spiritual inn of the Church open to all Nations (aavdo- 
xefov), and gives him in charge to the Host, and promises that 
when He comes again He will repay him whatever he expends 
upon him. 

Thus then He teaches the true nature of the Law as com- 
pared with the Gospel, and declares that He Himself alone is 
both willing and able to save and restore the whole Human Race. 

In reading such Parables as this and that of the Prodigal 
Son (xv. 11—32), every one must perceive how faithful and 
like-minded a companion and fellow-traveller the holy Evangelist 
St. Luke is in his Gospel, to the blessed Apostle St. Paul, the 
great Preacher of Universal Redemption in Christ, and of the doc- 
trine of Original Sin, and of the preparatory and figurative charac- 
ter of the Mosaic Law, and of Justification by Faith in Christ, 
in his Epistles to the Galatians and the Romans. See below, the 
Introduction to the latter Epistle, p. 186—198, and above, Jn- 
troduction to this Gospel, p. 161—163. 

24. od <iSov] they never saw them. 

25. éxweipd(wy] tempiing, drawing Him out (é«). Thou sayest, 
Blessed are they who hear and see Thee. The Law says, ‘ Do 
this and thou shalt live.”’ (Levit. xviii.5. Cp. Rom. x. 5. Gal. iii. 
12.) What then shall I do to inherit eternal life? The Lawyer 
tries to show that Christ contradicts Moses. Thus he tempts 
Him. 

26. °Ev 76 véuw tl yéypanta ;| What is written in the Law ? 
Tt has been supposed that in asking this question our Lord 
pointed: to the Lawyer’s phylactery, on which was written the 
text Deut. vi. 4, which he quoted, and which the Jews were wont 
to recite daily. Vitring. de Synag. pt. ii. lib. iii. c. 15. Buxtorf, 
de Syn. cap. 9, and see on Matt. xxiii. 5. 

29. Grav Sixaody éavtdéy] willing to justify himself. The 
Lawyer had heard Christ’s word declaring the blessedness of His 
Disciples as compared with Kings and Prophets (v. 23). And He 
rose up (v. 25),—an attitude mentioned to mark the contrast be- 
tween his self-confidence and the lowliness of a disciple,—and 
said, By doing what, shall J inherit eternal life? He would earn 
heaven as wages due to his own works. The Lawyer desiring to 
justify himself, i.e. to prove himself to be righteous by his own 
performance of the Law, is a type of the Jewish Nation, which 
sought ‘to establish its own righteousness by the deeds of the 
Law, and would not submit to the righteousness or justification 
provided by God through faith in Christ.’’ (Rom. x. 3; iii. 21, 


22.) 

— tis és) god rAncioy] Observe pod mAnclov, My neigh- 
bour; though in v. 27 we have thy rAnolov cov. Our Lord an- 
swers such questions as these by not replying to them directly ; 
aud so tacitly censures them, and shows that they ought not to 
be put, and that they proceed from an evil heart. He inverts 
them, and as it were places them on the basis of duty (see on 
xili. 23). He answers the Lawyer, by leading him to declare that 
every man, though a Samaritan, i.e. a foreigner and an enemy 
(see Luke ix. 52, 53; xvii. 18. Johniv. 40. 45), is neighbour to 
a Jew, whom he assists in distress; and that no one, though a 
Priest or Levite of Jerusalem, is neighbour to a Jew whom he 
leaves wounded in the road; and that it is his duty to consider, 
not who is neighbour to himself, but to whom, however estranged 
from him, he can act a neighbour’s part. The Samaritan who 
does good, is neighbour to the Jew; and the Samaritan, as neigh- 


\ 


the Jew’s hands. Every one, therefore, is our neighbour. ‘‘ Who- 
soever is another is our brother.” (Bp. Pearson, Art. ix.) Cp. 
S. Aug. de Doctr. Christ. v. 30: ‘‘EHum esse proximum intelli- 
gamus, cui vel exhibendum est officium misericordie si indiget, 
vel exhibendum esset, si indigeret. Ex quo est consequens, ut 
etiam ille 4 quo nobis hoc vicissim exhibendum est, proximus sit 
noster: proximi enim nomen ad aliquid est, nec quisquam esse 
proximus nisi proximo potest.” 

Winer (p. 119) expresses surprise at the omission of the 
Article before wAnciov here. But gov mAnciov, my neighbour, is 
itself a definite phrase, and we should not expect the insertion of 
6 after pov. 

30. amd ‘Iepovcarnu] from Jerusalem. This confirms the 
opinion that the events of this portion of the history are con- 
nected with Jerusalem (see above, v. 1). 

The road here described was infested with robbers (Joseph. 
Ant. xv. 7. S. Jerome, in Jerem. iii. 2, and ad Paul. Ep. 77). 
The distance from Jerusalem to Jericho was 150 stadia (Joseph. 
Ant. iv. 8. See also Lightfoot, Chorograph. ch. xlvi. vol. ii. 43 — 
45). The traveller came from the ‘‘ Holy City,”—probably a 
Jew. The Priest and Levite were perhaps coming from their 
service in the Temple. 

— eis ‘Iepixdé] to Jericho,—the Scriptural type of the City of 
this World, as opposed to Jerusalem, the Holy City, the City of 
God. Josh. vi. 26. 1 Kings xvi. 34. 

31. Kata ovykuplay] by a coincidence. See Trench, p. 308, 
with his remarks, p. 310, on the relation of the Samaritans (as 
strangers, GAAdpvAol, GAdAoyevets, GAAoEOveis, of Cuthite and 
Assyrian extraction) to the Jews. 


This Parable—delivered by Christ in the last year of His 
Ministry, and not long before He went on the road to Jericho— 
has also a higher spiritual meaning, and is designed to commend 
for imitation the example of Christ, the Good Samaritan, tra- 
duced and rejected as such by His countrymen, See Aug. Serm. 
clxxi. 2, and on Ps. li. 

Christ came from heaven to the place where Mankind lay, 
stripped of original righteousness, and wounded by the arch-thief 
and robber, the devil. The Mosaic Law and Levitical Priesthood, 
which came as it were per accidens, kata ovykuplay, od mponyouue- 
vas—Bb.d Thy avOpwntvny aobeveray uh dvvapevny cE apxfs débac ban 
7d kata Xpiotby pvothp.ov, were unable to restore Mankind, and 
could only cast on it a transient glance, and pass by. But Christ 
pours in the cleansing wine and healing oil of His Word and Sacra- 
ments, and other means of grace, and carries it on His own Body, 
and places it under the care of His Church, on His ascension to 
heaven, with a promise of an eternal reward, to the dispensers and 
stewards of His mysteries (1 Pet. iv. 10), when He returns again 
at the Great Day. 

See Aug. Serm. cxxxi. 6: “Oleum et Vinum Baptisma. 
Hoe est quod infusum est in vid;”? and he interprets 7) {8:ov 
ktivos by “caro in qua ad nos venire dignatus est.”” S. Aug. 
Quest. Ev. 11.19. 7d cGpa adrod> wérAn yap aiTod jpas érolnoe. 
(Theoph.) 

The inn to which the traveller is brought is the Church,— 
mavdoxeiov 7 "EkkAnota, ) mévta brodexouevn (Theoph.), who 
interprets the d¥0 Snvdpia as the do diabhjnas. Cp. Aug. Serm. 
cexxxi. 6. 

See Origen, who says,—‘“‘ Aiebat quidam de presbyteris, 
parabolam volens interpretari, hominem qui descendit esse Adam ; 
Jerusalem, paradisum; Jericho, mundum; latrones, contrarias 
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ritem, Christum; animal, corpus Domini; pandocheum (quod 
universos suscipiat), Ecclesiam; stabularium, Hcclesiz presidem, 
cui dispensatio credita est. De eo vero quod Samarites re- 
versurum se esse promittit, secundum Salvatoris figurabat ad- 
ventum.”” See also S. Aug. Quest. Ev. ii. 19. Grey Nazian. 
Orat. 4, de Theol. Basil. Jerome, Ep. ad Fabiol., and on Matt. 
xx. S&S. Cyril, p. 259, and Theophylact here; and for an inte- 
resting English Exposition in this sense, see W. Jones of Nay- 
land, Sermon xxxiii. vol. iv. p. 466, Lond. 1826, and Burgon. 
p- 261. And the Church of England, by joining this Parable 
with Gal. iii. 16—23 on the Thirteenth Sunday after Trinity, 
seems (as Dean Trench has observed) to set the stamp of her 
approval on this exposition. 

34. Zrctoy Kal olvoy] oil as a lenitive, to soothe; wine as an 
abstersive, to cleanse the wound. Plin. xxix. 9. Weist. 

— én) 7d {.0y KtHvos] on his own beast; and walked on foot 
to the inn, while the sick man rode. So Christ, the good Samari- 
tan, carried us. See on v. 3]. 

A lesson of love for Christ as our true neighbour follows of 
course. ‘‘ Nihil tam proximum quam caput membris,” says 
S. Ambrose, ‘Hum quasi Dominum diligamus, Eum quasi proxi- 
mum.” The Parable of the Good Samaritan thus explained, pre- 
pares the way, by a natural connexion, for the next incident,— 
the praise of Mary for her love of Christ. 

— raydoxetov] inn; ‘ diversorium,’ catdAvua. (Wetst.) 

86. aAnolov—yeyovévat] to have become neighbour. Ob- 
serve yeyovévat. The neighbour Jews became strangers, the 
stranger Samaritan became a neighbour, to the wounded traveller. 
It is not place, but love, which makes neighbourhood. 

37. ‘O mornoas] He will not say ‘‘ the Samaritan.” (Beng.) 

— Tlopevou kal ob roles duotws| Go thou and do thou likewise. 
Go thou, O Lawyer of the Jews, and imitate the example of the 
despised Samaritan. Imitate Him Whom thy countrymen revile 
as a Samaritan (John viii. 48). Imitate the Good Samaritan, 
Jesus Christ, Who has made thee and all men neighbours to 
Himself and to each other, by taking their nature and uniting it 
for ever to God; and Who makes Himself a neighbour to ali, 
and all men neighbours to one another in Himself, in the Unity 
of the Church, and in the Sacrament of Baptism, and in the 
Communion of His own most precious Body and Blood. 

38. kébunv twa] a certain village, Bethany. Matt. xxi. 17; 
xxvi. 6. John xi. 1. 18; xii. 1,—another intimation that the 
circuits which our Lord was making were near Jerusalem. 

89. Hove] was listening ; the imperfect tense, contrasted with 
mepteavtaro (v. 40). 

40. mepieonaro] distrahebatur (Valck.), who illustrates the 


word, and contrasts with it St. Paul’s expression, which may be 
applied to Mary, and seems to have been framed on these words 
of St. Luke, 1 Cor. vii. 35, edapédcedpov tH Kupiw amepi- 
TTAOTHS. 

“Martha laborans multum in illa occupatione et negotio 
ministrandi interpellavit Dominum et de sorore conquesta est,’’ 
says Aug. Serm. civ., who thus (Serm. cili.) contrasts the case of 
Martha and Mary; ‘‘ Martha Dominum pascere preeparans circa 
multum ministerium occupabatur. Maria soror ejus pasci a 
Domino magis elegit. Intenta erat Martha quomodo pasceret 
Dominum ; intenta Maria quomodo pasceretur 4 Domino. Illa 
multa disponebat, ista Unum aspiciebat.”’ 

— Ktpte] Martha requires Christ to command Mary to leave 
Him, to help her in her much serving. The secular spirit would 
make the spiritual desert its office, and serve the world. 

41. Mdp0a, Mdp0a] Martha, Martha. ‘ Repetitio nominis in- 
dicium est delectationis, aut movendz intentionis ut audiret at- 
tentius...’”’ (S. Aug.) Our Lord reproves her not for serving, 
but for being distracted about many things, and about much 
serving: ob THy pidokeviay KwAvet KUpios, GAAG Thy TroiKiAlay Kal 
TUpBnyv, TodT eoTt Thy wepioTacmoY Kal Thy Tapaxhy, Theoph., 
who adds, that our Lord did not reprove Martha, until she 
boasted of her service, and blamed her sister, and would have 
drawn her away from Christ, and for censuring her sister, who 
had chosen the ‘‘unum necessarium.” “Tu circa muita, illa 
circa Unum, Preponitur unum multis. Non enim a multis 
unum, sed ab uno multa. Multa sunt que facta sunt, Unus est 
qui fecit.”” (Aug.) 

42. wepida] portion: a word aptly chosen, because it is spe- 
cially applied to portions of a feast, a mess. See the use of the 
word pepls, a portion of food, a mess, sent to a guest, in Gen. 
xliii. 34, Fpay d¢ wepldas map’ abtod mpds éavtovs: eueyardvOn 
dé 7 Mepis Beviauly mapa tas pepldas mdvTwy TevTamAaclos. 
See other passages in Weistein, p. 726. Mary has chosen the 
good wepiba, that of the spiritual banquet of Christ’s words; and 
that wepls is not like the uepldes, ‘‘ meat which perisheth,” which 
thou, Martha, art so busy in preparing; for hat is a portion 
which will never be taken from her; it is ‘‘meat which endureth 
unto everlasting life.’’ John vi. 27. 

— fris av« apaipeOjoera:] which shall not be taken away 
from her; which will abide with her for ever in the world to 
come. ‘Hoc elegit quod semper manebit. Sedebat ad pedes 
Capitis nostri; quanto humilius sedebat tanto ampliis capiebat. 
Confiuit aqua ad humilitatem convallis: Unum est necessarium : 
hoc sibi Maria elegit. Transit labor multitudinis, manet caritas 
unitatis. A te quod elegisti auferetur. Hoe iJla elegit quod 
semper manebit.” (Aug.) 
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a Matt. 6. 9—13. 


bch, 8. 1, &. 


LUKE XI. 2—14. 
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7) 4 "Kai qv éekBdddr\wv Sadriov, kal aitd Fv Kado éyévero b€ Tod 


Cu. XI. 1. kabds kad Iwdvyns] as also John did. John taught 
his disciples to pray, and Christ taught His disciples to pray. 
John’s Prayer is lost; but Christ’s Prayer remains, and is heard 
in every climate under heaven. He that is of the earth must 
give way to Him who is from heaven. ‘ Terrena ccelestibus 
cedunt.’’ Tertullian, de Oratione. Cp. John iii. 30, 31. 

Concerning the stress laid inthis Gospel on the Duty of 
Prayer, see above on v. 16. 

2. “Otay mpocedxnobe A&yeTe] When ye pray, say. See on 
Matt. vi. 9. By repeating the same Prayer (with some few varia- 
tions) as He had delivered in the Sermon on the Mount, Our 
Lord not only teaches (1) to pray; and (2) how to pray, i.e. 
what ought to be the matter and order of our desires and peti- 


tions, but (3) He also authorizes and prescribes set forms of 


prayer. Cp. Matt. xxvi. 44. : 

— 6 éy Tots ovpavois] These words are not in B, L, and some 
few Cursives, nor M8S.; but they are in A, C, D, E, F, G, H, K, 
M, P, 8, U, V, X, T, A, A, and-in Lr. Cyril, ed. Smith, 
p. 325. 

St. Luke, writing to the Gentiles, never uses the term 
Baotrcla Tay ovpayev (but Bacircla Tod @cod), lest he should 
countenance the heathen idea of a local deity, see above, p. 167 ; 
but the words wdrep 6 éy rots odpavois had been explained 
before, x. 20; see also xii. 33. —~ 

— ayiacbqTw Td dvoud cov] B, L, and some few other MSS. 
omit yernOjtw Td véAnud gov ws ey oipavG Kad em ris vis, and 
GAAG pica Tuas arb tod movnpod. See Origen, wep) edxiis, ii. 
p. 226. Cf. August. Enchirid. c. 116; and Cyril, p. 350, ed. 
Smith. But these words are found in A, C, D, E, F, G, H, K, 
M, P, 8, U, V, X, T, A, A, Lr. And if these clauses were inter- 
polated from St. Matthew, why was not the whole prayer here 
made identical with its form in ¢hat Gospel ? 

8. 7d Ka? jucpay] For this use of 7d, cp. xix. 48. James iv. 
14, 7d THs avpiov. 2 Pet. ii. 22, 7d THs GAnOoVs wapouutas. And 
the sense is, Give to us, by the each day,—i. e. as it succeeds,— 
ae ae which is needful for us. On émiovctoy, see Matt. 
View hl 

7. eékAerorar] has been shut and is shut with bar and bolt, 
which it will be troublesome to remove. 

— «is thy xotrny] i.e. have come to—and are now in—bed, 
and cannot rise and come owt of it. On this use of eis see Mark 
i. 9. 39. Luke xii. 21; xxi. 37. 

10. avoixOjoera] So A, E, F, G, H, K,S, U, V, I, A, A— 
avovyhoerat, Elz. 

ll, Tiva d¢ ef Suév] See Matt. vii. 9. 

— toy natépa] his father. 

— #] SoA, C, D, H, F, G, H, K,, M, R, S, U, V.—ei, Elz. 
and others. 


14. Kal jv éxBddAAwy] This portion of St. Luke’s narrative 
(v. 14—26) affords a striking instance of the manner employed 
in this Gospel by the Holy Spirit, of grouping together incidents 
and sayings according to their spiritual connexion, This is the 
truest connexion, especially in the eye of Him, with Whom the 
ideas of Time and Place are absorbed in Eternity and Omni- 
presence. And incidentally this mode of writing supplies a 
silent proof, not only of St, Luke’s posteriority to St. Matthew 
and St. Mark, but also of the divine origin of the Gospels. 
Time and place are needful for man. And the Holy Spirit, 
by St. Matthew and St. Mark, had fixed the time and place of 
those incidents. (See Matt. xii. 22—37. Mark iii. 22—30.) He 
now deals with them by St. Luke according to their inner relation 
to each other. 

These considerations are more necessary to be observed, be- 
cause they seem to have been lost sight of by some Harmonists. 

What then must be said of those, who (with Schleiermacher 
and De Wette) censure St. Luke here, as if he were an ill-informed 
and inaccurate compiler, because his Gospel is not subordinate to 
the lower laws of human agency, but is constructed on the higher 
principles of spiritual order and chronology? See above, viii. 1, 
and p. 207. But “ Wisdom is justified of her children.’ 

The inner connexion of this chapter is as follows :— 

Our Lord is praying, and is desired by one of His disciples to 
teach them to pray. Prayer, then, is the key-note struck by a 
special incident. The rest follows in harmony. He gives a form 
of prayer ; and proceeds to teach the blessedness of perseverance in 
prayer ; with an assurance that God will give the Holy Spirit to 
those who pray for Him. The mention of the Holy Spirit, as a 
gift of God, leads naturally to the mention of Christ’s power over 
the Evil Spirit generally, and particularly when dumb, i. e. when 
hindering prayer; and the proof thence given that the Kingdom 
of God is come to them, and ought to be joyfully received. And 
(in the paragraphs here inserted with this connexion) Our Lord 
goes on to warn them (vy. 14—23), that though He has the will 
and power to cast from their hearts the Evil Spirit, yet it is for 
them to watch and pray lest he return; for he will desire and 
seek to return, and if when cast out he does return, he will be 
more fierce and inveterate than before (vv. 24—26). 

He goes on to show the blessedness of having Christ’s image 
formed in our souls, which are thus safe against the Evil Spirit, and 
of bringing forth its fruits in our lives. And having described this 
blessedness, He contrasts with it the sinful and miserable con- 
dition and doom of those who reject or neglect the offers of the 
Kingdom, now displayed by His preaching and miracles. They, 
who are deaf to His gracious message, will be put to shame and 
condemned at the great day by the example of the Queen of 
Sheba and of the Ninevites (29—32). He then warns them, that 
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the light of the Holy Spirit is kindled in the heart, in order that 
it may burn brightly and purely in their lives (33—36), especially 
in rectitude of intention (i. e. for the glory of God, and according 
to the light of His law); and He warns them by woes denounced 
on the Pharisees, against an empty, barren, and hypocritical show 
of religion (37—52). 

— édddnoev 6 Kwpds] the dumb man spake. Observe the 
transition from the neuter gender to the masculine. The spirit 
was dumb; and when the man was released from it, the man 
spake. 

Po. BeeACeBovA] See on Matt. x. 25; xii. 24—27. 

17. otkos ém) olxov] a house against itself—not one house 
against another. Cp. Matt. xii. 25. Mark iii. 23, Saravas— 
Saravay. 

20. daxTtAw] with the finger, without labour. See Matt. 
xxiii. 4. 

21. ’Orav 6 icxupds] See Matt. xii. 29. Observe the article 
6, he that is the stronger; Christ is stronger than all. 

— avdhy] court-yard,—a word used nine times in the history 
of the Crucifixion, when our Lord encountered Satan in the ava} 
of the High Priest. Matt. xxvi. 3—69. 

23. 5 wh ovvdyov met euod] he that gathereth not with Me. 
See Matt. xii. 30. 

24. Orav 7d axdbaprov mvedua] when the evil spirit has gone 
out of the man. This saying was applicable in the first instance 


to that generation. See on Matt. xii.45. As long as the Israelites 
were in the bondage of Egypt, and lived according to its customs, 
they were possessed with an wnclean spirit ; but it was cast out 
when they received the Law of God from Moses. But because 
they did not receive Christ, of whom Moses wrote in the Law, the 
Evil Spirit returned to them with greater force, because he found 
their hearts void of godly fear and love, and took up his abode 
there. (Cyrii.) 

This saying is also applicable generally as a warning to every 
nation and every individual. The Evil Spirit has been cast out at 
Baptism. He goes about roaming through the dry places of 
Heathenism ; among souls which have not been baptized into 
Christ. But he loves most to tempt Christians to fall away from 
Christ. Therefore he returns to the house whence he was cast out, 
and finds it swept and garnished, lying idle and empty, and re- 
turns with greater force and dwells there. See Greg. Nazian.p. 719. 

26. émrd] seven. See viii. 2. Mark xvi. 9. 

28. Mevovivye] Yes, indeed, but —. ‘Quin imd.’ (Valck.) 
See Rom. ix. 20; x. 18. Phil. iii. 8. Winer, p. 493. 

29. onuciov émi(nret| seeketh a sign. See on Matt. xii. 38—42. 

30. *Iwvas onuciov] Hence it appears that Jonah’s deliverance 
from the whale’s belly was known to the Ninevites. As to the 
sign of Jonah, see the notes on Matt. xii. 39. 

381. avdpav] men, less wise than a woman, the Queen of Sheba. 

33. Ovdeis] See Matt. v.15. The sense of these words (wv. 


. 


214 


g Matt. 23. 25— 
35. 


LUKE XI. 34—43. 
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33—36), which are directed specially against the Pharisees, and 
those who resemble them, is as follows :— 

The Pharisees sought for a sign, but they were an evil gene- 
ration, and sought it with an evil intention. No sign, therefore, 
should be given to them. But signs enough (onmeia) would be 
afforded to those who are not evil, in the miracles (onuelois) and 
doctrine of Christ. For Christ did not light the candle of His 
Gospel in the World to be hidden, but that all who will see, may 
see it. (See 8. Cyril here.) But no one can see it, if he has an 
evil eye, i.e. a wicked intention, as the Pharisees had. (See Gregor. 
28. Moral. c. 12, and Bede.) If the intention is holy, then all 
the whole man is full of light; but if it is evil, the whole man is 
full of darkness: and it is vain for such men that the Light is 
come into the world, “for they love darkness rather than light, 
because their deeds are evil” (John iii. 19). Our mind is our 
candle (Prov. xx. 27), which shines when it has the Light of God. 
(Theoph. on cap. xii. 35.) Take heed, therefore, that what God 
intended for thy light be not darkness. Let no cloud of passion 
or prejudice darken the inner light of the spiritual eye. If thy 
whole man be full of light, having no part dark, every thing (see v. 
36) will be full of light, being illumined by the light of Christ, as 
when a candle with its bright shining doth give thee light. 

— eis xptrrny] into a vault or cellar, crypt. Athen. v. 205, 
A, Tov bmepgov KpimrTy. KpimTny is the reading of all the 
Uncial MSS. iz. has kpurrdv. 

34. ‘O Adxvos] See on Matt. vi. 22. 

35. uy—eortv] that the light that is in thee be not darkness. 
On this use of wh} with an indicative, see Winer, p. 589. 

86. «i obv Td cHud cov bAov dwreivdv] It is alleged by some 
interpreters that this sentence is tautologous; that it has the same 
sense in the protasis and apodosis, and therefore it is said by 
Kuinoel to be “ compositus ex interpretamentis atque glossematis 
ad v. 34 adscriptis.” 

But it is not tautologous. The sense is: The light of the 
body (i.e. of thy whole man) is the eye; if thine eye be single 
(i. e. if thou hast a single eye to God’s glory in all thy thoughts 
and actions, and orderest them to that end, according to His Law), 
thy whole body will be luminous. If, then, thy whole body be 
luminous, not having any part dark, all around thee will be light, 
as when a candle with its dorpawh beams upon thee. dor is the 
Hebrew 55 (col), every thing, and is used in this sense Matt. i. 22, 
tovto d¢ bAov yéyove, xili. 33; xxi. 4; xxvi. 56. Luke xiii. 21, 
€CvudOn BAov, and cp. 1 Cor. xii. 17. If thou art not like the 
Pharisee, who seeks a sign not for faith, but to cavil at it; if thou 
seekest humbly for the truth; if thou aimest only at one end— 
God’s glory by good means—then in every circumstance and emer- 
gency of life, a clear conviction of what thou oughtest to do will 
immediately flash upon thee, as by the lightning of intuition. 

87. dapicaios] a Pharisee. Here is the key-note of this pas- 
sage to the end of the chapter. 

Prayer was the key-note of the former part, struck by an 
incident at this time, viz. our Lord’s being engaged in Prayer 
(see v. 1). So now; while He is preaching, a Pharisee asks Him 
to dine with him (vv. 37—40). Our Lord uses the occasion as 
one of exhortation and warning to the Pharisees generally. 

This incident, like the former, is peculiar to St. Luke’s Gos- 
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pel; and on the note so struck, the Holy Spirit proceeds most 
fitly and beautifully to introduce a solemn strain of denunciation, 
es. afterwards by Christ on another occasion (Matt. xxiii. 
13—36). 

Thus the Holy Spirit looks backward and forward, sees as it 
were with a glance what Christ has said and will say, and exhibits 
the rays in a spiritual prism, and concentrates them in one focus, 
in order to show more clearly the light of His divine teaching. 
See below, xii. 13. 

— dpiorhon] The &pioroy was a morning meal. 

— dvérecev] went and reclined on the couch, without first 
washing. 

38. od« €Barticdn] Our Lord did not wash before the meal, 
in order that the Pharisee might wonder ; and in order that He 
might teach the necessity of the inward washing of the soul. 


39. Efme 5¢ 6 Kupios] But the Lord said. He entertained His 
host with a spiritual feast. He converts meals for the body into 
banquets for the soul. 

— Nov] Now,—marking, perhaps, their degeneracy from the 
ancient law and from earlier times. You who boast yourselves 
better than your fathers are worse than they; Grof., who refers 
to 7 yeved atiry (see v. 50); the climax of moral depravity. But 
it may rather be, that viv is used here to bring out the contrast 
between inward and outward cleansing, as exemplified in the 
matter then actually present, a domestic meal. Now,—even now 
—while you are so careful to cleanse these vessels on this table, 
you are careless about yourselves. 

— buev] of yourselves, contrasted with mornptou. You take 
more care of the outside of your cups, than of the inside of your- 
selves. Cp. Juvenal, xiv. 62—70. 

41. 7a evdvta] those things which are within. What is within 
your vessels; and what is within yowrselves,—your own souls. 

He compares the Pharisees to their own vessels on the table, 
the word oxevos, Hebr. »92, being often used for the human body. 
See on 1 Thess. iv. 4. 

He blames them for cleansing the outside of the vessel, while 
the meats and drinks within it are the produce of extortion and 
rapacity. So it is with themselves. 

First, therefore, cleanse that which is within, 7d évdyra. 
Give what is within your vessels,—i. e, your meat and drink,—in 
charity ; the opposite to rapacity, by which they are too often 
acquired. Give your heart. And therefore the Prophet not only 
says, ‘‘deal out thy bread”’ (Isa. lviii. 7), but also, ‘draw out 
thy sowd to the hungry”? (Iviii. 10). Give what is within in alms; 
deal that out in acts of love to God and man, which is the true 
almsgiving, and brings a blessing to the doer as well as to the 
rere and when the heart is thus cleansed, then all will be 
clean. 

“Fac misericordiam,” says S. Aug. (Serm. cvi.), ‘a te incipe. 
Mendicat a te anima tua: fac eleemosynam cum animé tud. 
Miserere animze tue, placens Deo. Da illi (i.e. anime tuz) 
panem.—Quem panem? Jpse tecum loquitur, Crede in Christum ; 
et mundabuntur que intus sunt et que foris sunt.” 

42. oval] See Matt. xxiii. 23, 

43. Oval] See Matt. xxiii. 6. 


LUKE XI. 44—54. XIf. 1—5. 
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h Matt. 23, 34, 35. 
i Gen. 4. 8. 
j 2 Chron, 24, 20, 
21. 


k Matt. 23, 36. 
1 Matt. 23. 13. 


a Matt. 16. 6. 


b Matt. 10. 26. 


c Matt. 10. 27— 
383 


Isa. 51. 7, 8 
Jer. 1. 8. 


44, Ovat] See Matt. xxiii. 27. 

— Th uynueia TA UdNAa—oldacw] the tombs that do not appear, 
so that men approach them unconsciously, and know not when 
they walk over them, and incur pollution unawares. lz. has oi 
before wepimarovyres, but it is not in A, B, D, E, G, H, K, §, U, 
Ve XE A; AL 

45. kal yas] even us. Hence some distinguish between the 
Scribes and Lawyers; but see Vorst., Heb. p. 84, and probably 
the meaning is, that by censuring the Scribes by name, He had 
taxed not only the Pharisees, but the Lawyers also. Not only 
dost thou censure the Pharisees, but us, the most learned of the 
nation. See Cyril. 

46. oval] See Matt. xxiii. 4. 

49. 7) codia Tov Oecd] the wisdom of God, Christ Himself; as 
appears from Matt. xxiii. 34, The Divine Logos is the Sender of 
the Prophets, and spake by their mouths,—e.g. of Zacharias (2 
Chron. xxiv. 20. 22), to whose words Christ refers. 

§1. Zayxapiov] See on Matt. xxiii. 35. 

52, Ovai] See Matt. xxiii. 13. 

— Hpare] ye took away. On atpeww, auferre, see Luke vi. 29, 
30; xi. 22. John i. 29; x. 18; xix. 15. “ Vobis vindicastis— 
doctrinam divine cognitionis vobis usurpatis.”’ (8. Ambrose.) 

— thy Kacida Ths yyécews] the key of knowledge. By which 
the treasures of the Holy Scriptures are unlocked and opened 
to the people (riv dia Tov vouov xetparywylav, Theoph.), and the 
key by which the kingdom of heaven is opened to them. 

58. dmocrouari(ew] to question him; literally, to catechize 
Him; to make Him give answers by word of mouth to them, as if 
He was their pupil, and they His teachers, hearing Him say a lesson ! 
See the passages from Suidas and Pollux, cited by Wetst. p. 732. 


Cu. XII. 1. Gduns] See Matt. xvi. 6. 11, 12. Mark viii. 15. 
1 Cor. v. 6. 8. 

8. Tamelois] secret chambers. See Matt. vi. 6; x. 27. Mark 
iv. 22. Kuinoel thinks that the sense is, “‘ Whatsoever ye have 
hitherto preached privately, henceforth preach publicly.” 

But the meaning appears rather to be, Whatever you have said 
privately, especially in your ministry, will be known publicly ; and 
you will be rewarded accordingly at the Great Day, by your Father 
who heareth and seeth in secret. See Origen here. 

4. Mh poBnOAre amd tay amrox.| Fear nothing from them. This 
precept is a divine protest against the notion of a sleep of the soul 
after death; 

Our Lord distinguishes between the state of the body after 
death, and the state of the soul after death. The body may be 
killed, but the soul cannot. But the state of the soul would not 
be different from that of the body, if the soul sleeps after death. 
For the body sleeps, and will be awakened at the Day of Judg- 
ment; therefore the soul would be as much killed as the body, if 
it slept after death; therefore it does not sleep, but retains its 
consciousness. It passes immediately on its dissolution from the 
body either to Paradise (see xxiii. 43), or to a place of misery and 
torment (see xvi. 23, and on 2 Cor. xii. 2). 

The insertion of these precepts (4—12) delivered to His 
Apostles at their sending forth (Matt. x. 26—38) seems to be 
suggested here by what is related in xi. 64, that the Pharisees 
were conspiring against Him. Cp. Matt. x. 28. 

On the Aolic forms amoxrevydytwy and &moxrevdytwy, the 
readings of many MSS., see Winer, p. 76. One of them, pro- 
bably, may be the true reading here. 


f 1 Tim. 6.7, &c. 
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5. yéevvay] hell; astern speech to friends, but spoken in the 
sternness of love. 

— Tovtov] this person, dexrikds, i.e. Me, the Judge of all. 
See on Matt. xvi. 18. 

6. orpovdia] See Matt. x. 29. 

8. Ilas ds dv buodoynon] See Matt. x. 32. 

10. mas ds epe? Adyov] See Matt. xii. 32. Mark iii. 28. 

11. “Otay 3& mpoopépwow] See Matt. x. 19. Mark xiii. 1). 
Luke xxi. 12. 

18. Eire 5¢ tis] some person said, who had felt our Lord’s 
power. Here is another example of the beautiful and instructive 
method in which this Gospel is written. Incidents occurring to 
Christ at this time are as it were tew/s, on which the Holy Spirit 
delivers Sermons collected from materials of discourses spoken at 
other seasons of Christ’s ministry. See above, x. 1.17. 25; xi. 
1. 37; xii. 1. 

The present incident becomes a text for a Sermon on Covet- 
ousness (18—34). And thus the Holy Spirit teaches us to con- 
sider every event of our lives as an occasion for applying to 
ourselves the words of Christ. He instructs us to read, mark, 
learn, and inwardly digest the Holy Gospel, in such a manner, 
that we may be able to bring its precepts to bear on the prin- 
cipal occurrences, public and private, of our own lives and of the 
world’s history. 

15. mdéons] So A, B,D, K, L, M, Q, R, U, X. Elz. has ris. 

17. robs kapmovs wou] my fruits. He profanely calls them my 
fruits, and promises himself the enjoyment of them for many 
years (8. Cyril), when they were to be taken from him that night. 

Compare the speech of Nabal (1 Sam. xxv. 11), who says, 
“Shall I take my bread, and my water, and my flesh that I have 
killed for my shearers ?’’ and on the very next day his heart died 
within him and he became as a stone, and in ten days after he died. 
Contrast the words in Deut. viii. 13—18, and David’s language, 
1 Chron. xxix. 14. 

18. KabeA@ mod Tas dmobhkas, K.7.A.] I will pull down my 
barns and build greater. Observe pod emphatic. He talks of 


his barns, his fruits, his goods, although he had only a few hours 
to breathe ! 

He will honse there all his goods: there is no mention of-any 
thing for God and the Poor. ‘‘ Vanum consilium!”’ says S. Aug. 
(Serm. xxxvii. 9). ‘Stulte! in quo tibi sapiens videris, quid 
Nesciebat pauperum ventres apothecis suis esse 
tutiores. Recondebat perituros fructus periturus, nihil largiens 
Domino, ad quem fuerat exiturus. Quam frontem habiturus est 
in illo Judicio cim audire cceperit Esurivi, et non dedisti mihi 
manducare?”’ (Matt.xxv. 42.) How different are the Christian’s 
barns! &xeis GaroOjkas Tas TAY TTwXGY yaorTépas, says Theoph. 

— yevhuata] fruits. Matt. xxvi. 29. Mark xiv. 25. 2 Cor. 
ix. 10. 

20. “Appov] Thou fool! who thinkest thyself so wise! “Adpov 
is opposed to ppdviuos, prudent (on which see xvi. 8), and is the 
word used by the LXX for 522 (nabal), stulius, and with a refer- 
ence to the history of Nabal (1 Sam. xxv. 25. 36—38), to whom 
the Fool in this Parable bears a striking resemblance in his words, 
acts, and end. (Vétringa. Trench, p. 337.) 

Similarly the man, who sows the seed in the ground, and 
does not infer from it the truth of the Resurrection, is addressed 
as Thou fool! by St. Paul, 1 Cor, xv. 36. 

— anaitovow] they claim as their due. 
38. Cp. below, xii. 48, airhoovat. 

21. uh cis Ody] not for God. Observe the accusative; con- 
trast it with éav7@. As Beng. says, ‘‘Deo nihil accedit aut 
decedit.” That man is rich toward God who lays up treasure in 
heaven (cp. ] Tim. vi. 17), and so he is rich indeed. By being 
rich eis @edv, he becomes rich for ever. 

22-—31. wh mepiuvare, k.7.A.] See Matt. vi. 25—31. 

28. 7 Yuxn] Many MSS. (e.g. B, D, L, M, 8, V, X) have 4 
yap, which may be the true reading. 

— Tis Tpopis) tts food; so Tod évdtuaros, its clothing. 

24. xdpakas| ravens. Whose parents are careless of them. 
Cp. Job xxxviii. 41. Ps. cxlvii. 9. Rosenm. refers to Aristotle 
and Pliny, on the aoropyia kopdkay. 


See note above, vi. 
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25. jAuctay] age, term of life. See Matt. vi. 27. 

27, 28. Karavofhoare Ta Kpiva—Ei 5é roy xdproy K.T.A.] Con- 
sider the lilies how they grow.—If God so clothe the grass, how 
much more will He clothe you? ‘This may also be applied as an 
assurance of a glorious Resurrection. If in each successive 
spring, after the winter’s frost and death, God clothes the flowers 
of the field with the apparel of such fresh verdure and beautiful 
colours, will He not much more clothe you with the bright rai- 
ment of a glorious body, like to that of the Angels (xx. 36), and 
of Christ (Phil. iii, 21)? See S. Cyril here. 

29. uh petewpiCecbe] Be not ye like vessels tossed aloft on 
the changeful tide and billows of worldly anxiety, ambition, and 
vanity. ‘‘ Ne fiuitem dubiz spe pendulus hore’”’ (Horat. Hpist. 
i 18. 110); and ‘ Magno curarum fluctuat estu” (Virg. Ain. 
viii. 19); petéwpos dicitur de navibus in alto navigantibus Po- 
lyen. Strateg. iv. p. 246, ciserd méAayos werewplCovrat, in altum 
provehuntur. Diod. Sic. p. 448, B, wetedpwv mrcovoay aiTay, 
ctm in medio mari navigarent; add. Thucyd. i. 48. Etiam de 
navibus, que in mari ventis ae tempestate gravissime jactantur 
Diod. Sic. 340, B, weréwpor d:epOdpnoay. Hine factum est, ut 
poneretur quoque de fluctuatione animi, inter spem meltumque 
dubii atque suspensi, de iis, qui animo sollicito, suspenso, dubio, 
sunt, ut metaphora petita sit a navibus, que vento et fluctibus in 
alto jactantur Notabilis hanc in rem est locus Philonis de Mo- 
narch. p. 817, A, quem Loesnerus attulit: yvaO. 6¢ cavtoy ka) wh 
cuutepipepov Tails tmép Sivauw dpuats Kal emibuutas, unde oe 
Tov dvepiktwy epws aipérw kal metewpi(éTw’ TOY yap epLKToY 
ovdevds dpowphoes. Cp. 2 Macc. v. 17, euetewplCero Thy did- 
vowov. (Kuin.) 

82. 7d pixpdv] the little flock,—especially in its beginning, and 
despised as such by the world; but yet the flock of Christ the 
Good Shepherd, Who will judge all Nations, and separate the 
Sheep from the Goats. Matt. xxv. 32. 

83. Tlwafoare Ta Smdpxovra]: Sell your possessions. See 
Matt. xix. 21, and below, xviii. 22. Do not hoard them for 
yourself ; do not (like the rich fool, vv. 18, 19) call them your 
Sruits ; do not consider yourself as the proprietor of your goods, 
which are not ‘res mancipi,’ but for use; not krhuata, but 
xphuara. Regard others as the proprietors of them, and yourself 
as their steward ; regard them not as yours, but as God’s (see 
1 Chron. xxix. 12—14. Dan. ii. 20; v. 23), for He can recall 

Vox. I. 


them in a night (v. 20). Be rich to Him; dedicate them to 
Him ; divest yourself of them ; alienate them ; devote them to God, 
and dispose of them in mercy to Christ (see Matt. xxv. 40); and 
so lay up your goods in purses that will never wax old. 

S. Basil says (in Homil. de Avaritia), “It is the bread of 
the hungry which thou receivest, it is the garment of the naked 
which thou hoardest in thy chest, the shoes of the beggar which 
rot in thy keeping. Art thou not a robber for counting as thine 
own what thou hast received in order to distribute?”’ “ Our 
Lord’s command,” says also S. Basil, regul. breves, 92, ‘‘ teaches 
us not to cast away as evil what we have, but to distribute.’ And 
S. Cyril here, ‘In order that you may obtain the eternal riches, 
despise this world’s wealth ;”” and Bede adds, “ this is not a com- 
mand that no money be kept by the Saints for their own use (see 
on Acts ii. 44), since we read that our Lord Himself had a purse, 
and gave alms therefrom (John xiii. 29), but that righteousness 
should not be neglected for fear of poverty.’’ 

This world’s wealth has many enemies who spoil it ; but no 
one can hurt the wealth that is laid up in heaven; for its Keeper 
is God, Who sleepeth not. ‘Trust your wealth to Him, and you 
will receive it again with increase. ( Cyril.) 

85. dopvtes mepieCwomevar—Avxvor Katduevol] loins girded for 
active service (see John xiii. 4), and lamps burning, in order to 
receive your Lord coming at night. Cp. Matt. xxv. 1. Eph. vi. 14, 
1 Pet. i. 13. And see the Homily of Greg. M. here, xii. 50, p. 
142. “To be girded (says 8. Cyril) signifies activity; to have 
the light burning signifies knowledge and love. See also S. Aug. 
(Serm. cviii.): “ Lumbos accinctos habere, ab omnibus illicitis 
concupiscentiis abstinere; debemus fervere et lucere operibus 
bonis, hoc est lucernas ardentes habere.’’ 

37. mepi(doerat] Christ will gird Himself to serve them who 
stand with their loins girt to receive Him. (Cyril.) 

— mapedOdy] having come forward, and near to them. See 
xvil. 7, and Acts xxiv. 7, the passages quoted by Wetstein here, 
p. 739. 

88. ey rH tpitn pudanf] in the third watch. St. Luke, 
writing for Greek readers, divides the night into three watches, 
as the Greeks did (Xenoph. Anabasis, iv. ed. Hutch. p. 262, 
note); but St. Matthew and St. Mark, writing for Jews and 
Romans, divide it into four, as was customary with them. See 
Townson, p. 198. 
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40. eromor| Matt. xxiv. 44. Luke xxi. 34. 

42. Tis &pa] See on Matt. xxiv. 45—5l. 

— 6 pdviuos] Not merely the faithful, but the prudent. 
The Article 6 is found in B, D, BE, H, K, P, Q, 8, V, A, A, and 
brings out the great truth that faithfulness is prudence, and that 
faithlessness is folly. 

47. moAdds] many; sc. TAnyas, stripes. Similar ellipses are 
found in 2 Cor. xi. 24. Cp. amd mids (Luke xiv. 18), i.e. yoduns 
(Matt. x. 42); Wuxpod, sc. UdaTos, madakd, sc. evdduara (Matt. 
xi. 8). Cf. Rev. iii. 4, ev Acvxots. On the accusative after 
daphoeta, cp. Matt. xx. 22, Bdrricum BarricOjva, and Glass. 
Phil. S. p. 398. 

As to the doctrine that there will be different degrees of glory 
and misery hereafter, see above on Matt. x. 15, and below on 
1 Cor. iii. 15; and see Chrys. Hom. xli. in 1 Cor., év Baotrcla 
mdyrTes ov TaY avTav aroAavcovTa. S. Ambrose in Luc. vi., 
“‘ Sicut incrementa virtutum item incrementa premiorum.” Cp. 
S. Aug. Enchir. cap. 113; and de Civ. Dei, ii. 30; and on Ps. 
cl.; and others quoted by Gerhard, Loci Commun. vol. ix. p. 
702; De vita eterna, § 129. 

49. Ilip #AGov Badciv] I came to cast fire on the earth. And 
yet He commanded His disciples to say, “ Peace be to this 
house”’ (x. 5). And He is the Prince of Peace, and the an- 
nouncement at the Nativity was ‘‘ Peace on earth”’ (ii. 14); and 
He said to His disciples, ‘‘ Peace I leave with you, My Peace I 
give unto you” (John xiv. 27); He is our Peace (Eph. ii. 14). 
Yet still, notwithstanding all this, such is the world’s sinfulness 
and the Devil’s malice, that the Gospel of Peace itself will be 
made an occasion of strife; and He warns us that this wil/ be the 
result,—in order that we may not be staggered and perplexed by 


it. See above on Matt. x. 34, and xviii. 7, and below, xvii. 1. 
— rh déAw ci H5n avhpon;)] what will I, if it hath been already 
kindled 2? If others have kindled it, what is My will, but to 


suffer in it? They may kindle the fire, but they cannot do this 
except by My permission, and they cannot force me to suffer in 
it; but I suffer in it willingly,—I give My life for the life of the 
world. (John vi. 51.) 

Our Lord uses two metaphors,—one from jire, the other 
from water. The sense is as follows: Such is the effect of human 
corruption and Satan’s malice, that My Coming, which is an em- 
bassy of Love, will be the signal of a conflagration of strife. See 
Tertullian c. Marcion. iv. 29, ‘“Ipse Christus interpretabitur 
illius 2gnis qualitatem. Putatisne venisse Me pacem mittere in 
terram? Non, dico vobis, sed separationem: Igitur ignem 
eversionis intendit, qui pacem negavit. Quale przlium tale et 
incendium.”” I myself, who am Love itself, shall be the first 
object of its fury. The fire is already kindled which is to consume 
Me as its victim. But rf 0éAw; what do J will? I, by whose 


will the furious elements have been quelled,—I, who said to the 
Leper, 0éAw, kabapicOnt: (Matt. viii. 3),—What do I will? To 
do my Father’s Will—to suffer (Matt. xxvi. 39). I lay down My 
life willingly ; No one can take it from Me against My Will 
(John x. 18). What is My desire, if it has been already kindled, 
that is, lit by others? He thus guards us against the supposition 
that He is the Author of the fire. No, it is kindled by the 
malice of Satan and of man. And Christ is its Victim. But He 
is a willing Victim. Far from shrinking from the fire in which, 
like the Paschal Lamb roasted by fire, He is to be immolated as 
a holocaust, He is ready to be offered; He is now about to give 
Himself up for the sacrifice. He is now going up to Jerusalem to 
be there slain. 

Or, to change the figure, I have a baplism to be baptized with, 
the baptism of a sea of suffering, the baptism of My own Blood. 
(See Matt. xx. 22.) But tl 0éAw; what is my will? To pass 
through the Red Sea of my own Blood; I long for that time. 
See Theoph. and Euthym. here. 8S. Ireneus, i. 18, *‘ valdé pro- 
pero ad illud.”” I am straitened till it is fulfilled; for so, and so 
only, can the World be saved. It is the Red Sea, which I, 
who sum up the true Israel in Myself (see Matt. ii. 15), must pass 
through, that they may be freed from the Egyptian bondage of 
Satan, and may enter the Canaan of God. 

Christ’s Death was His Baptism. In it He was buried; 
He was, as it were, drowned (Ps. xlii 9), and then He rose again, 
emerged, as it were, from the waterflood, with His body now pre- 
pared for glory and immortality. And therefore we are baptized 
into His death, ‘‘ buried with Him in Baptism, wherein also we 
are risen together with Him.’’ See on Col. ii. 12. Well therefore 
might He yearn for this consummation. 

Our Lord, the true and faithful Martyr (Rev. i. 5; iii. 14), 
thus set the example, according to which the Apostles, who were 
tried and purified like silver in the fire of suffering (see on Mark 
ix. 49), looked forward with joy to the time when they would be 
offered up (see 2 Tim. iv. 6), and welcomed the fire and the 
wild beasts with holy exultation. See S. Ignat. ad Rom. cap. 5, 
mop, Kal oTavpds, Onpiwy Te cvoTdoets, «.T.A. Cf. ad Rom. 4. 
Smyrn. 4, éyyis paxalpas, eyyis @cod* werath Onplov, metatd 
@cov. They could say, We went through fire and water, and 
Thou broughtest us forth into a wealthy place (Ps. Ixvi. 11). 

50. mas cuvéxouct] how am I straitened. Since it is to be, 
let it be soon. ‘ What thou doest, do quickly,’’ said Christ to 
the traitor (John xiii. 27). The nearer He is to His passion, the 
greater His yearning for it. Compare St. Paul’s words, Phil. i. 
23. 2 Tim. iv. 6. As to the word cuvéxw, cp. viii. 37. Acts 
xviii. 5. 2 Cor. v. 14. doaved dywrd, did Thy Bpadityra. (Bu- 
thym.) 

51.) See v. 49. 


LUKE XII. 54—59. XII. 1—7. 
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53. rathp ed vig—vippn emi Thy wevOepay adrijs| Why in 
the former case is é7} with a dative and in the latter with an ac- 
cusative ? In the former He is speaking of natural relationships, 
in the other of affinity. In one case the division grows up from 
within, in the other it appears to be stirred up from without. 
The parents fall out of themselves with their own children; the 
mother-in-law is excited against her daughter-in-law. 

54. “Oray t5nre] Matt. xvi. 2. 

— thy vebérny] the cloud which portends rain (1 Kingsxviii. 44). 

56. ‘Yroxpitat] Hypocrites. Ye who deceive others and your- 

selves. See on Matt. xxiii. 13. 
_ 5T.TL dt Kal ad? Eautay ob kplvere 7d Sleaov ;| Why of your own 
selves do ye not judge what is right? On the design of such ap- 
peals in Scripture to Natural Light and Reason, see Hooker, II. 
iv. and III. viii. Cp. notes on 1 Cor. x. 15; xi. 13. 1 Thess. v. 
21; and see Origen and Bede here. 

58. ws yap tmdyeis| See on Matt. v. 25, 26. The avrldixos 
here is interpreted by S. Aug. (Serm. cix. 3) to be the Word of 
God. ‘ Adversarius est nobis, quamdiu sumus et ipsi nobis. Si 
peccas, dicit tibi, Noli. Adversarius est voluntatis tuz, donec 
fiat auctor salutis tue. Quamdiu tu tibi inimicus es, inimicum 
habes sermonem Dei. Esto tibi amicus, et concordas cum ipso. 
Audi, et concordasti; et finita via (i.e. vite tuze) non timebis judi- 
cem. Pro Judice, invenies Patrem; pro ministro seevo, angelum 
tollentem in sinum Abrahe; pro carcere, Paradisum.’’ 

Otherwise, the Word which Christ has spoken, that will con- 
demn you at the last Day (John xii. 48). 

For the Latin kodpdyzns St. Luke uses the Greek Aemrdv. 
(See xxi. 2; and above, Introduction, p. 166.) 


Cu. XIII. 1. dy 7d aiwa TMhAdros euite] whose blood Pilate 
mingled with that of their own sacrifices ; i.e. when they came 
to the Temple to offer them. 

The suggestion of the narrators is; God must have been spe- 
cially angry with these Galileeans who were cut off by a heathen, 
in God’s house, at His altar, and when engaged in an act of wor- 
ship to God. The Argument is similar to that of Job’s friends. 
Job iv. 7; viii. 20; xxii. 5 

On Pilate’s acts of cruelty, see Joseph. Ant. xviii. 14. Bell. 
Jud. i. 2, and ii. 9, and on his character generally, Bp. Pearson 
on the Creed, Art. iv. p. 306, and notes. 

The Galileans were remarkable for their restless and turbu- 
lent spirit; a spirit which displayed itself at Jerusalem in the 
courts and area of the Temple at the time of the Passover, and 
other religious festivals, when the city was most crowded by wor- 
shippers, and the popular zeal was inflamed against the heathen 


power of Rome. To quell these outbreaks the citadel Antonia 
overhanging the Temple was garrisoned by the Romans. See 
Acts xxi. 34. Joseph. xv. 11.43; xvii. 9. 3, and Wetstein. Per- 
haps it was on the occasion of one of these riots that Pilate put 
those Galilzans to the sword. 

8. édv wh metavoyjre] except ye repent. A special prophetic 
warning to the Jews, who did not repent, and perished. 

He proceeds in the Parable of the Fig-tree, to declare the 
future judgments hanging over them. 

4. mipyos év TS Sirwdu the tower, near the fountain of Siloa 
(Isa. viii. 6), or Siloam, in the valley, on the s.x. of Jerusalem 
(Nehem. iii. 15). Cp. Joseph. B. J. ii. 16; v. 12; vi. 8; and 
S. Hieron. ad Isa. viii. 6. Jerem. ii. 23; xix. 2; xxxii. 35. Ro- 
binson’s Palest. ii. 147: see further on John vii. at end of the 
chapter, and ix. 7. 

The mention of both these incidents here agrees with the 
opinion that our Lord was now near Jerusalem (see above on x. 
1, and note x. 30, and xiii. 6). 

If men are overtaken by destruction even when sacrificing to 
God in the Temple, and when they think themselves safe in the 
Tower, let no one put off his Repentance ; for “‘ except ye repent, 
ye shall all likewise perish.” 

— éperétot| debtors. See Matt. vi. 12. Luke xi. 4. 

6. Sujy] a fig-tree. The Jewish People is represented in the 
barren leafy fig-tree, afterwards withered by Christ (see Matt. 
xxi, ]9—21. Mark xi. 13—21); they who imputed special guilt 
to these Galilzeans ; they to whom Christ had come now for three 
years, looking for fruit. Here also isa note of time and place which 
seems to confirm the opinion that our Lord was now near Jeru- 
salem, at the end of the third year of His Ministry. See S. Am- 
brose here, and Theoph. 

This Parable of the Fig-tree ought to be viewed in con- 
nexion with the withering of the Fig-tree, which was a Parable 
in action, relating to the same subject (Matt. xxi. 19). The Para- 
ble delivered now is the warning of futwre Judgment on Jerusa- 
lem, and a prelude to it. The withering, which took place in the 
ensuing spring, just before our Lord’s Crucifixion, is a rehearsal, 
as it were, of the execution of the Judgment denounced in the 
Parable. This consideration may perhaps do something to re- 
move the objection stated by some, that the three years in the 
Parable cannot refer to our Lord’s Ministry, because the Jewish 
Nation was not destroyed in the next year, but forty years after. 

At the beginning of his own ministry the Baptist had said, 
“Behold, the axe is laid at the root of the tree,” iii. 9. (Cyrid.) 

6—18.] On these verses, see the exposition of Greg. M. 
Hom, in Evang. xxxi. ; 
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Kal ody edploxa exkobov abtiy, wari Kal THY ynv Katapyel; *%°O dé amoxpe- 
~ A Y Cy ‘\ 

Geis héyer ait, Kipic, ades adtiv Kat TodTo 70 Eros, Ews OTov oKasw Tept 
FETE \ , , 165 9 x \ l4 , > de , > ‘ 
avr, Kat Badw Kdmpiar (42) ° Kav ev moon Kapmdév—ei O€ prye, Els TO 


peANOV Exkdwers aUTHY. 


> a lal A A , \ x e \ 

0° Hy $8 SiSdoKov év ud Tov ovvaywyav év Tots cdBBaov | Kat dod yur7 

3S A » \ bE: 4 ‘ 
hv mvedpa eyouoa aabeveias ern S€éka Kal 6K7H, Kat Fv ovyKUTTOVTG Kal pI) 


, t. 4 > x a 

Suvaperyn avakvrijas els TO TavTehes. 
\ “ > eS, 4 > , A > iA 

Kat eirev avTh, Tvvar, dmohéhvoa THS aobevetas cov. 


2 °'Tdav 6€ avtyv 6 “Incovs tpocepavyce 
13 Kat éréOnxev ath 


A a \ , b? 
bBxod. 20.9. Tas XElpas, Kal TapaypHhua dvepldOn, Kal éddfale tov Ocdv.  »’ Amoxpifeis 
Deut. 5. 13. a 9 An , € 
Brek.20.12. O€ 6 apxLovVaywyos ayavaKkToV ot T@ GaBatw epamrevoe 6 “Inoots, €deye 
zo dxhw, “EE jyepas eioly év ais det épyaleo Oar, ev TavTats obv Eepxopevor 
- X XN an e , la) , 15 c | (0 > 9 A e 
cExod.23.5. Oepameverbe, kal py TH Hepa TOD caPParov. mekpi0yn otv avT@ Oo 
Meee a1. Ke wR ‘” ive suav TO caBPatw ov ver Tov Bodv avrod 
ee Ypwos Kal elev, TrroKpwTal, EKATTOS VBaY TH » ov Mer TOY Body adTod 
e625. A -\- ¥ pe) aes oa Kat a avo ier; ‘© cavryny de, 0 3 
jute 6. TOV.OVOY Otro THS OatvyS, Tayayov moriles ; tavTny dé, Gvyatépa 
> . > a 25 c aA AN nN SZ N° . » 2 = N aye 
ABpadp odoav, hy eno 6 Satavas tdov déka Kal oxTw ery, ovK Eder AuOjvar 
A lal ae lal , 166 XN la) 
disa, 45.24. dard TOV Seapov TovTOU TH Huepa TOV aaBBarov; (>) “Kat ravra héyovtos 
aUTOU, KATNTXKVVOVTO TAVTES OL GVTLKELMEVOL aVT@ Kal Tas 6 dxos E€xaLpEr 
én Tact Tots evddEots TOLs ywvomevors UT AVTOD. 
5 » a lal 
(=) 8 "Eneye 8é, Tit épota éoriv 4 Bacdeia tov Oeod; Kat Tit 6pordow 
eMatt.13.1—  QBTHD ; 19 ©“Quola éott Kokk@ owarrews, ov haBav avOpwros eBadev eis KnTOV 
u an y XN lal lal 
EauTod, Kal nuEnoe Kal éeyéveto eis Sévdpov péya, Kal TA TETELVa TOU ovpavod 
KaTETKHVwoeEV ev TOS KNADOLS AUTOD. 
6 > A A 
(+) * Hddw etre, Tie dodo tHv Bacrretav tov Ocod; 7 ‘Omoia earl 
, A aA We hey. 5) : , , ’ 7 @9 , 9 
Copy, jv \aBovoa yuvyn évexpurper eis Gevpou cata Tpia, Ews ob ELup.cOy odor. 
f Matt. 9. 35. (CY) 2" Kat Sueropevero kara modes Kal Kopas duddoKer, Kat topeiay 
Mark 6. 6. 


7 > e , 
Tovovpevos els Lepovoadnp. 


7. tvarl nal thy yiv Katapye?;| Why does it not only bear no 
fruit, but (al, also) hinder the Jand from bearing any, by occupy- 
ing the place of a better tree? It is itself sterile; and (so to 
speak) it sterilizes the soil. (katapyet = more? Gepydv, Hur. 
Phoen. 760. Ezra iv. 21. 23; v. 5; vi. 8.) See Wetstein. 

9. Kby pev rovhon Kapréy] if so, well. Examples of a similar 
aposiopesis may be seen in 2 Sam. v. 8. 1 Chron. iv. 10. Mark 
ix. 23. Luke xix. 42. 

11 yuvh] The woman, bowed by infirmity, may represent the 
Church raised and invigorated by Christ. See S. Ambrose, who 
observes the succession of incidents here, the Jewish Nation 
threatened in the Fig-tree: the Church restored in the Woman. 
“Jn Synagoge typo arborem excidi jubet, in typo Hcclesiz 
feminam salvat.”’ 

12. amoréAvea] thou hast been loosed. Observe the perfect 
tense, expressive of Christ’s Omnipotence, and of the efficacy of 
Faith. Compare apéwyral cov af amaptto, v. 20; vii. 47. 

15. ‘Yroxpiral] So A, B, E, F, G, K, L, M, S, T, U, I, A, 
A.—Elz. broxpird. Cp. v. 17. 

16. Hv @noev 6 Satavas|] whom Satan bound. Satan, the 
Enemy, is the Author of all evil, physical and moral, in the 
World. See Matt. xiii. 28. 39. 2 Cor. xii. 7. Here is an answer 
to the question, 1é0ev 70 Kady ; 

— TH hepa Tod coBBdrov] on the Sabbath day. See S. Iren. 
iv. 19, who shows that in doing these works of mercy on the Sab- 
bath Day, to the glory of God who instituted the Sabbath, Who 
is ever working the greatest good on the Sabbath Day, for the 
spiritual health of man for whom “the Sabbath was made,’’ 
Christ did, in the highest sense of the word, keep the law of the 
Sabbath. Cp. on John v. 17, and see S. Ambrose here. 

18. “EAcye 5¢] He said. See Matt. xiii. 31—33. St. Luke 
had just related that all His enemies were ashamed, and all the 
people were rejoicing in His acts. Here seems to be the clue for 
the introduction of what follows, viz. that, as now all Christ’s 
enemies were confounded, and all the people rejoiced in all His 
works, so, as He .Himself prophesied, if will be at the end; 


> , a » 
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namely, although the Gospel may be despised now as a mere 
grain of mustard-seed (see Matt. xiii. 31), yet it will spread its 
branches through the world ; though it is now but a little leaven, 
it will leaven the whole lump. 

Thus these Parables are connected with what follows; If the 
Gospel is thus to be generally diffused, will they who are saved 
be few? And they are connected with the warning that the gate 
of life 7s narrow, and that entrance is not to be gained without 
striving (v. 24), and that all who do evil will be cast out (v. 27); 
and that many who now hear the Gospel but do not obey it, and 
who are invited to eat and drink at Christ’s table, will plead in 
vain at the great day, that they have had Christ’s Word and 
Sacraments ; and that some of the first in privileges here, will be 
last at the judgment hereafter ; and that many among the children 
of the Kingdom, who rely on their fleshly lineage from Abraham 
(see Matt. iii. 9. John viii. 33—56), will be cast out; and many 
of the Gentiles shall come in from all the ends of the Earth (wv. 
29, 30), and sit down with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob, and all 
the Prophets in the Kingdom of God. 

Therefore let none of the servants of Christ ever despond, 
ae look with faith and hope, as well as with godly fear, to the 
end. 

19. xdkxy—kijmov] A grain cast in a garden waxes a great 
tree, and covers the earth. 

“Except a grain («é«Kos) fall into the ground and die, it 
abideth alone: but if it die, it bringeth forth much fruit’? (John 
xii, 24), The grain (xé«Kos, 1 Cor. xv. 37) is not quickened ex- 
cept it die. The body of Christ sown in the garden of Calvary 
(John xix. 42) is the seed of the Church—of its life of grace 
here, and of its resurrection to glory hereafter. (Cp. S. Ambrose 
and Burgon. here.) 

22. eis ‘lepovcadnu] to Jerusalem. He goes of His own ac- 
cord to Jerusalem, in order to be there for the Passover, and to 
suffer there (see above, on x. 1). Where there were most diseased 
in soul, there the Physician of souls goes. (Theoph.) Thither 
the Good Shepherd goes, to lay down His life for the sheep. 

23. €f dAlyo of cwduevor;] whether those who are saved are 
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few? The present participle is used by way of anticipation, in a 
future sense, as in S. Clement of Alexandria’s treatise, Tis 6 
gw duevos mAovoros, vol. ii. p. 935, ed. Potter. So dmropopri(s- 
pevov, Acts xxi. 3. katapyoupevwy, 1 Cor. ii. 6, and of a&mroAAv- 
pevot, and of cw (dmevor, 2 Cor. ii. 15. GroAAvpévou, | Pet. i. 7. 
Avonéevwy, 2 Pet. iii. 11; and see Winer, Gramm. N. T. p. 322. 

On the connexion, see on v. 18. Perhaps the inquirer sup- 
posed that salvation was only for the Jews; and could not recon- 
cile that prevalent opinion with our Lord’s previous discourse. 

To these questions concerning others, our Lord replies, by 
exhorting the inquirers to work out their own salvation by doing 
their own duty, and so diverts them from curious and unprofitable 
speculations. Cp. John xxi. 21, 22. Acts i. 6—8; and see above, 
on x. 29, and below, on xvii. 37. 

81. ‘Hpéins] Herod. The tetrarch of Galilee. This incident 
is not at variance with what has been said on x. 1, and on xiii. 4. 
6,—namely, that our Lord was now not far from Jerusalem. For, 
Herod was Ruler of Perea as well as of Galilee; and John the 
Baptist had been put to death at Macherus, where Herod had a 
Palace (Joseph. B. J. vii. 6. Antiq. xvii. 8 and 11), about ten 
miles east of Jericho, and thirty east of Jerusalem. 

St. Matt. xix. 1; xx. 29, and St. Mark x. 1. 46, speak of 
our Lord being now in Perea (r& Spia Tis "lovdalas mépay Tod 


*Iopddvov), whence He passed over the river Jordan, and so came | 


to Jericho, and thence to Bethany and Jerusalem for His Passion. 
(Luke xviii. 35. Matt. xx. 29. Mark x. 46.) Herod had put John 
to death, not in Galilee, but Perea; and if our Lord was now, as 
seems probable, in Perzea or near it, it was very likely that the 
Pharisees (who were themselves plotting His destruction, see on 
v. 32) should endeavour to intimidate Him with a threat of He- 
rod’s anger, and to alarm Him with the prospect of a death like 
that of His forerunner the Baptist. 

What follows (vv. 33—35) concerning Jerusalem seems to 
prove that the incident must have occurred in its neighbourhood, 
which our Lord would not quit, because He must die at Jerusa- 
lem (v. 33). 

82. drdmexi] fox. As to Herod’s character formed on the 
model of that of Tiberius, in subtlety and dissimulation, see Luke 
iii. 19. Mark viii. 15. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4. ‘‘ Personam egit,’’ 
says Wetstein, ‘‘servi apud Tiberium, domini apud Galileos, 
amici Sejano, Artabano, fratribus suis Archelao, Philippo, Herodi 
alteri, quorum studia erant diversissima et inter se, et a studiis 
Herodis ipsius.”’ 

Our Lord asserts His own divine prophetical character by 
open rebuke of the Ruler of His own Country. In the discharge 
of the same office, which authorized and required the utterance of 
language not suitable to other lips (Acts xxiii. 5. 2 Pet. ii. 10. 
Jude 8), He denounced woes also on the appointed Teachers of 
the Nation, the Scribes and Pharisees. (Matt. xxiii. 15. 23—29. 
Luke xi. 42—52.) 

—, tebry]| this fox. Our Lord does not say éxelvn, but 
TavTN, i.e. this here ; meaning, perhaps, to intimate, that there 


was as much subtlety in those, who (under a semblance of friend- 
ship, but desiring to rid themselves of Him, Who weakened their 
influence with the people flocking to hear Him) told Him of 
Herod’s intentions, as in Herod himself. The Pharisees were 
identified with Herod, in conspiring against Christ. They in 
their wily hypocrisy were “this fox.” There was more of astute- 
ness and hypocrisy in this pretended friendship of the Jewish 
teachers in Jerusalem, than in the open enmity of the tetrarch of 
Galilee. The message, therefore, was for them as well as for 
Herod. Attend closely to the expression,—‘‘ Go and tell this 
Jou.’ Our Lord veiled His meaning, as He was wont. The 
words seem to be directed to Herod, but they refer also to the 
Pharisees. 'They who are the bearers of the message to Herod 
are to deliver it also to themselves. See Cyril, p. 468. 

— onmepov| ‘The sense is, the times and seasons are in My 
hand, not in yours or in Herod’s. When ‘“ My hour is come,’ 
then I will lay down My life: and this will be at a time when 
you and Herod will kill Me,—but, as far as the ¢ime is concerned, 
against your own will. See Matt. xxvi. 5. 

— TeAcioduar] Iam perfected. Cp. John xix. 28, retéAcora. 
TeAc.ovcOat is the word specially applied to the inauguration of a 
Priest. Christ, the Great Universal High Priest of the World, 
was perfected by suffering, and entered into the Holy Place with 
His own Blood, and being thus perfected became the Author of 
eternal salvation to all who obey Him, and so He was the Son 
perfected for ever. See Heb. ii. 10; v. 9; vii. 28. 

The word teAerovc Gar is also specially applicable to the glori- 
ous consummation of a Martyr’s death. See the ancient inscrip- 
tion concerning St. Thomas, in Routh, Rel. Sac. i. 376, 6 dyos 
Owuas Adxt (Adyxn) brd *Ivdia TeAcLodTAL. 

You and Herod may unite with Pontius Pilate, and imagine 
that you have put an end to Christ ; but His end is the beginning 
of His Glory, His Death is the entrance into Life: when you 
suppose that you have destroyed Him, then He is perfected. 

33. TIAny de? we—mopetcoba:] Besides, and yet—i. e. notwith- 
standing Herod and you desire to destroy Me here and now, I 
must needs continue to walk; you cannot arrest My progress in 
preaching and working, till I go up to Jerusalem. Christ is 
Lord of place and time: and though they seek to kill Him now 
and here, He proceeds undisturbed in His course, till He goes 
and offers Himself as the Lamb of God at the Passover at Jeru.. 
salem. It is as impossible for them to arrest His course, as that 
of the sun in the heaven. 

The word opever@a, as here used by Christ, is the Hebr. 
Pn, to walk, i.e. to proceed in a certain track (73) of life, 
action, and beneficence. He takes up the same word as had been 
used by them, but gives it a higher sense. 3d¢7, says S. Cyril, 
means not necessity, but wil/, What Christ wills, must be. 

— oik évdéxera] it is not possible that a prophet should 
perish out of Jerusalem. What a severe sentence from the all- 
seeing Judge on Jerusalem, the Holy City, the seat of J udgment, 
the seat of ‘the House of David (Ps. cxxii. 5)! It was full of 
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m Matt. 23. 37— 
9. 


n Lev. 26. 31, 32. 
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Dan. 9. 27. 
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b Exod. 23. 5. 
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Judgment; Righteousness lodged in it, but now murderers. (Isa. 
i.21.) It is become the ‘ sentina iniquitatis, laniena pro- 
phetarum,” the sink of iniquity, the shambles of God’s prophets, 
and claims a monopoly of sin. (1 Thess. ii, 15.) 

34. ‘IepovoadAnu] See Matt. xxiii. 37. 

85. dglerar duty 6 oikos buav] your house,—that Holy House 
which was God’s House, but is become your house, being made 
‘©a den of thieves,” that is left to you, being soon about to be 
deserted by God. (Theophyl.) See on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

— ov ph pe nr] ye shall not see Me. This prophecy was to 
have a double fulfilment, first on Christ’s triumphal entry (see 
Matt. xxi. 9. Mark xi. 9. Luke xix. 38, and Cyril here) ; and 
secondly (one yet future), in the conversion of the Jews, See on 
Matt. xxiii. 39. 


Cu. XIV. 1. Sapicatwy] of the Pharisees. Though our Lord 
knew their malice (see xiii. 32), yet He vouchsafed to be their 
guest, that He might feed them with the bread of life and with 
the instruction of His wonderful works. (S. Cyril.) 

8. dmoxpi0cis] answering their thoughts. 

5. vids] son. So A, B, E, G, H, M, 8, U,V, T, A, A; and 
so §. Cyril in his newly-recovered Commentary, p. 471, 3. Elz. 
dvos. But vids judy has a special force here. You rescue your 
children from a pit on the Sabbath; may not J deliver My 
children, who are also sons of Abraham, from the bonds of Satan 
on the Sabbath? Cp. xiii. 16. 

There is another reason for preferring the reading vids. The 
argument proceeds from a thing of greater value to one of less. 
You deliver your children, and even your owen, on the Sabbath. 
Shall not I much more deliver My creatures and My children? 


If dvos were the true reading, it should follow after Bods (as in 
xiii. 15), and not precede it. The Scriptures often say “ox and 
ass”’ (Exod. xxiii. 12. Deut. xxii. 10. Isa. i. 3; xxxii, 20), but 
never ‘‘ass and ox.”’ 

There is also (as Tregelles observes, p. 200) a reference 
here to the Law of the Sabbath, as given Deut. v. 14, where son 
stands first among rational creatures, and ov among irrational. 

7. “EAeye 5¢] He said. These Parables (7—24) are naturally 
connected with the occasion, and show how the repast of the body 
may be made the banquet of the soul. 

12. wh pdéver] call not; i.e. prefer mercy. On this mode of 
teaching the paramount importance of a particular duty by com- 
paring it with another, by means of a prohibition or negative, see 
on Matt. ix. 13. 

— Kab yévnral cor dvtarddoua] and a recompense be made 
thee. ‘Hospitalem esse remuneraturis affectus est avaritie.’’ 
(S. Ambrose.) 

14. pakdpios on] thou shalt be blessed. Because they cannot 
recompense thee. Let us therefore (says Chrysostom) not be 
disappointed and troubled at not receiving a recompense from 
men on earth; rather let us be troubled when we receive it, lest 
we learn to look only for reward on earth, and so lose our reward 
in heaven. 

— dyaordoe: Tov Sixalwy] the resurrection of the just. When 
all shall rise (Bede), and the just be rewarded, and thou with 
them. The dead in Christ shall rise first (1 Cor. xv. 23. 1 Thess. 
iv. 16), and be first judged and rewarded (Mati. xxv. 24. 41). 

15. payerou %prov] See on Matt. xv. 2. 

ne On these verses see Greg. M. Hom. in Ey. xxxvi. 
Pp. 9. : 


LUKE XIV. 17—31. 
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16. woAAovs] many; i.e. the whole Jewish People, by the 
Baptist, by His Apostles, by His Disciples, and by Himself. On 
this use of woAAo) see Matt. xx. 28. 

18. amd pias] i.e. ywduns. See on xii. 47. 


— Aypdy jydpaca, x.7.A.] I bought a field. All these ex- 
cuses had been anticipated and refuted by our Lord’s teaching 
that there is another field for which we ought to sell all and buy 
it (Matt. xiii. 44) ; another plough to be followed (Luke ix. 62) ; 
another yoke to be taken on themselves (Matt. xi. 29) ; andnow He 
teaches that there is another marriage-feast to be preferred before 
all earthly nuptials—a marriage-feast in which the soul is not 
only a guest, but is espoused as a bride to Christ (2 Cor. xi. 2). 


— exe we Twapntnucvoy] have me excused. There is an em- 
phasis on the pronoun me. Whatever may be the case with 
others, who can and ought to come, I am obliged to ask thee to 
excuse me. 

It has been said that this phrase is a Latinism, ‘ ewcusatwm 
me habeas’ (Martial, ii. 79); but, as Meyer observes, @xw is 
often used in Greek writers to signify a relative possession : ‘ have 
me as yours ;’ but in a certain relation, i.e. as one excused by 
you on my entreaty. The applicant does not wish to detach him- 
self from the lord, he wishes to be accounted his friend and de- 
pendent, but on terms of his own. 

Here is the point of application to many who are willing to 
be Christ’s on terms of their own making; who will not accept 
His offers of grace in His Way, e.g. by the Word and Sacra- 
ments, but think to be saved in a way of their own. 


21.] “wAarelas latiores, fvuas angustiores vias.” (Rosen.) 


— mrwxovs kal avamhpous, «.7.r.] beggars and maimed. Such 
were all in Heathen lands. Without the Gospel the world is a 
vast Hospital of incurables (Hph. ii. 12). 


23. dvdyxacoy] compel. Use so much zeal and importunity, 
that they may feel constrained to come in (2 Tim. iv. 2). And 
the word shows the great power of the Gospel which would con- 
vert the Heathen from vice and idolatry to God. (Theoph.) 

On the use of dvaryxd(w, see Gal. ii. 3.14; vi. 12. That 
this text does not authorize the application of violence in propa- 
gating religion, see Grot., and above, note on ix. 55, “ Aliter 


compulit Saulus pro Judaismo insaniens, yee! Paulus servus 
Jesu Christi.” (Beng.) 

24. ovdels TaY avdpdv] none of those men. On the rejection 
of the Jews and the reception of the Gentiles, see Matt. xxi. 43 ; 
xxli. 8. Acts xiil. 46. 

25. bxAo woAAol] great Multitudes were following Him. But 
He foresaw that Multitudes would fall away from Him, and that 
Multitudes would soon cry “Crucify Him’ (Matt. xxvii. 22. 
Luke xxiii. 21), He shows that He reads their hearts and fore- 
sees the future; and winnows them (as Gideon did his 32,000, 
reduced to 300, Judges vii. 1—8) by prophecies of trial and tribu- 
lation. 

26. ob pucet] doth not hate. See on Matt. ix. 13, and cp. 
Matt. x. 37. We must hate all things,—our friends, our rela- 
tives, our own lives, if they draw us off from Christ. (Theoph.) 
We are to love our enemies; and that man is best loved, who, if 
he tempts us from God by words of carnal wisdom, is not heard. 
(Greg. Hom. 37 in Evang.) That which is bettered by being 
neglected or thwarted, as an evil counsellor in his evil counsel, is 
best loved by being hated. We must not allow other men’s evil 
to overcome our good, but endeavour, for their sakes as well as 
our own, to overcome evil with good (Rom. xii. 21). Cp. 8. Am- 
brose here, 

— mod] of Me; mov is emphatic, and so placed also in v. 27 
and v. 33. He may be a man’s disciple without such sacrifices as 
these ; but he cannot be Chris?’s. 

28—31. mipyov—méacuoy] tower—battle. Our Lord had been 
giving high and heavenly precepts, and tells us that if we would 
erect our tower, i.e. build up our lives and elevate ourselves to 
their spiritual altitude, we must first sit down and count the cost; 
we must frame our account for a large amount of difficulty and 
suffering. (Cp. Gregor. Moral. 37 in Evang.) 

He had been speaking also of spiritual warfare against the 
powerful Enemy of our souls. We must prepare our forces ac- 
cordingly. (8. Cyril.) Whosoever he be of you that forsaketh 
not all that he hath, cannot be My disciple. (See v. 26.) 

28. ra eis drap.] So A, E, G, K, M, 8, U, I, A, A, Lr.— 
mpos, Elz. But it is necessary to calculate and count not only 
whether we have what tends toward (mpbds), but what will reach 
to (eis) completion.—-mpds has a proper place in v, 32. 
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34. Kaddy 7d dAas, k.7.A.] Salt is good. If a man, who ought 
to teach others, and to preserve them from corruption, lose his 
savour and become reprobate, how shall he be seasoned ? (Bede.) 
See on Matt. v. 13, 14. Mark ix. 50. Heb. vi. 1—7. 


Cu. XV. 1. *Hoav—eyyicovres|] Here is another example of 
our Lord’s Teaching, suggested by a particular incident, and then 
illustrated and explained by the Evangelist by means of other dis- 
courses delivered by Christ at other times. See above, x. 1; xii. 
135 xiii. 4. 

The first two Parables, that concerning the Lost Sheep and 
the Piece of Silver, refer directly to the objection of the Pharisees 
(in v. 3). The third parable has a wider scope (v. 11). See note 
there. 

It may be observed here generally, that the Holy Spirit, 
writing by St. Luke to the Gentiles, is specially careful to record, 
and loves to dwell upon in this Gospel, the merciful sayings and 
acts of our Blessed Saviour to— 

Foreigners, e. g. Samaritans (ix. 52; x. 33; xvii. 16). 

Despised Jews, as Publicans (xv. 1; xviii. 10; xix. 5). 

Penitent sinners generally (vii. 39—50; xxiii. 40). 

The Gentile World (xv. 11). See the Introduction to this 
Gospel, p. 161. 167. On this passage to v. 10, see the Homily of 
Greg. M. in Evang. xxxiv. p. 1601. 

2. dieydyyu¢ov] were murmuring eagerly: ‘dia certandi signi- 
ficationem addit.” Hermann ad Viger. p. 856. (Meyer.) 

4. 7a évvevnkovtacwvéa ev TH ephuw] the ninety and nine in 
the wilderness. €%pynuos is pasture-land, woodland, &c., opposed 
to the city,—not necessarily a darren wilderness. It is used by | 
LXX for Hebr. 12719 (midbar), which is a large plain for pasture. 
See Gesen. in v., and above, Matt. v. 1. 

The ninety and nine left by the ‘‘ Good Shepherd”’ (John x. 
11. 14. 16) are the myriads of heaven. (Cyri/.) ‘‘ Angelorum, 
Archangelorum, &c., innumerabiles greges,”” S. Ambrose, who 
adds, “‘ Dives Pastor, cujus omnes nos centesima pars sumus.” 

The one lost Sheep is Mankind. ‘“ Ovis illa, quee perierat in 
Adam, levatur in Christo.’ Cp. Isa. lili. 6. Ps. cxix. 176. (S. 
Ambrose.) 

5. ém) rovs &uous] on His Shoulders; for He bare our sins on 
His own body on the Tree (I Pet. ii. 24. Isa. lili. 4a—6. Heb. 
ix. 28). ‘ Humeri Christi crucis brachia sunt,” says S. Ambrose. 
“ Tllic peccata mea deposui, in illé patibuli nobilis cervice requievi.”’ 

6. olrov] His home—heaven is Christ’s home and the home of 
Christians. He who is our Divine Head, ascended into Heaven, 
and has raised us His members to Heaven, and made us to sit in 
heavenly places with Himself. Eph. i. 20; ii. 6. 

— 7d mpdBardv wou] See on v. 9. 


7. v) GuapTwA@ petavoodyrTt] one sinner repenting ; that is, He | 


does not joy over the sinner as a sinner, but over him repenting ; 
He joys over his repentance ; over the sinner ceasing to be a sinner. 

On these modes of speaking, in which human affections are 
ascribed to Almighty God, see Glass. de "Av@pwrorafela, Phil. 
Sacr. Lib. v. Tract. i. c. 7, p. 726. 

— 2 én) evvevnkovtaevyéa| rather than over ninety and nine. 
See on Matt. xviii. 13, where uaAAov is expressed. See below, 
xviii. 14. On the ellipsis of waAAov, see Ecclus. xxii. 15. 2 Mac. 
xiv. 42. Ps. cxviii. 8,9. (Valck.) 

— ov xpelay éxovor weravolas] This is to be explained from 
Matt. xviii. 13, rots uh mewAavnmévots. 

Perhaps also there may be a tacit censure of the Pharisees 
(wv. 1, 2), who imagine themselves to have no need of repentance, 
and have no desire for it; xpelav €xw is not careo, but egeo: and 
involves a sense of need, anda craving for its supply. See Matt. 
ix. 12, where the phrase od xpefay €xovcr occurs in this sense. 
See note there. 

8. ris yuvh] a certain woman. 
Ambrose.) See note on v. 9. 

— dpaxunhy] a drachma. Man, made in the image of God, 
and engraven with the divine superscription. (See on Matt. xxii. 
21.) Cyril. ‘Non mediocris hec drachma, in qua Regis est 
figura. Imago Regis census Hcclesize est. Nos drachma Dei 
sumus.” Cp. Aug.in Ps. cxxxviii. “ Quid est drachma? Num- 
nous in quo imago Imperatoris nostri.” (8. Ambrose.) 

— Grret dAdxvov] lights a candle and sweeps the house: for 
the rooms of ancient houses were very dark, as may be seen by 
the specimens of them at Pompeii. 

— capot thy oiktay] Even as early as the time of Greg. M. 
the Latin Version used in the Church of Rome had here ‘ evertif 
domum’ for ‘everrit.’ See his homily on this passage, Hom. 
xxxiv. p. 603, “ Domus evertitur, cum conscientia perturbatur.”” 

9. evpovoa} There is the same order here as in other parables 
of Christ (Matt. xiii. 3—33), where first He describes His own 
office as the Sower of the Seed, of the good grain in the field, of 
the mustard-seed. And then subordinately and last of all He 
pourtrays that of the Woman (v. 33), i.e. His Church, infusing 
the leaven of His Gospel into the mass of human society till the 
whole is leavened. 

So here; first Christ is represented as the Shepherd, and the 
sheep is called His sheep (rd mpdBardv mov, v. 6), for He came 
forth from Heaven to seek and to save it, and to bring it back on 
His shoulders. 

The Sheep is Christ’s; but the Woman lights a candle (God’s 
word) and sweeps the house where she herself dwells (Tert. 
Przsc. Heeret. xiv.), and she does not call the piece of silver her 
own. The penitent sinner, stamped with God’s image, though 
marred and bedimmed, is not her’s, but God’s; and she owns that 


The Church of Christ. (8S. 
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she lost it (v. 9), perhaps by neglect, which is not imputable to 
Christ, Who came to seek and to save that which was lost (v. 4, 
5). Cp. Greg. Nazian. Orat. xlv. p. 865. 

10. peravootyr:] repenting, emphatic. See v. 7. 

11. Eive 5€] It does not appear that this parable was delivered 
on the same occasion as the former. 

There is often a chasm of time between the paragraphs; of 
which the latter is prefaced by elme 5é. See xiii. 18. 20, and xii. 
13. 15. 22. 41, and note on x. 13. 

This is the more necessary to he observed here, because the 
scope of the parable seems to be missed, by some Expositors endea- 
vouring to identify the younger son with sinners within the Church 
(such as the Publicans), and making the elder son to represent 
the self-righteous in the same Church. 

It is alleged indeed by some, that the two sons must be of 
the same dispensation, the Jewish; and that the younger son 
could not be the Gentile World, for that was never in God’s house. 
But surely this is a very narrow view of Human Nature; 

All men were in Adam: Adam was in Paradise, which was 
the Primitive Church of God. The Heathen world was once in 
God’s House, and strayed away from it. They were “all God’s 
offspring.” See Acts xvii. 27. Rom. i. 19. 

For an excellent exposition of this parable, see S. Jerome 
iv. 149, and ep. S. Chrysost. v. 720—728, Orat. 112. 


The true interpretation of this portion of the Chapter seems 
to be as follows: 

Publicans and sinners had resorted to Christ to hear his 
teaching. The Pharisees murmur against Him for receiving 
sinners and eating with them. He declares in the parable of the 
lost sheep that He, the Son of God, had come down from heaven 
for the express purpose of doing that, at which they, in their 
ignorance, cruelty, and unthankfulness, murmured; and that He 
has placed in the world His Church, represented by the Woman, 
for the restoration of penitent sinners, whose repentance and 
pardon, though cavilled at by self-righteous and evil men, is a 
cause of great joy to the Angels of Heaven, and to God Himself. 

The Holy Spirit having recorded these Parables, proceeds to 
add another, enlarging our view of God’s love to the whole world, 
the Jew and Gentile, represented by the two Sons; showing that 
all men are children of one Father; that all were originally 
brought up in one home, that the sin and misery of the Heathen 
was due to their own will and act; to their defection from God, 
and to their desertion of their Father’s house, and to their pre- 
ference of their own ways and devices to their Father’s Will and 
Law; that they strayed away from their home to a far country, 
and made themselves aliens and foreigners, and without God in the 
world (Eph. ii. 12.17. 19. 1 Pet. ii. 10. 25); and became slaves 
to a cruel master, the Devil, who sent them to feed swine and to 
fill their bellies with husks, to wallow, as it were, with the swine 
in the mire of uncleanness (2 Pet. ii. 22) ; but that God still strove 
with them and afflicted them with poverty and famine in order 
that they might yearn for their Father’s house; and put His 
spirit into their hearts and made them long to return; and that 
on their return towards Him He runs to meet them, and falls on 
their neck and kisses them. 

The Holy Spirit declares, that the same jealousy which was 
shown against the Publicans by some of their own fellow-country- 
men, would be shown by the same elder son of God’s family 
against his younger brother the Gentile; but that God, who wel- 
comed the returning prodigal, would go out to call in his mur- 
muring brother (v. 28). ‘ 

Whatever might be the defection of the Gentile, or the envy 
and ingratitude of the Jew, the Father of all had been ever from 


Vow. I. 


the beginning gracious to all; is ever merciful to all, and ready to 
receive all, both Jew and Gentile, on their repentance, to His 
bosom and their home. 

This Parable was also a Prophecy, and received a remarkable 
fulfilment in the jealous conduct of the Jews to the Gentiles ; as 
afterwards recorded by St. Luke himself in the Acts of the 
Apostles, xiii. 50; xiv. 5; xvii. 5.13; xviii. 12, 13; xxii. 21—23. 
Thus the Divine prescience of Christ is shown in this Parable. 

This Parable is recorded by St. Luke alone; and finds its 
most appropriate place in this Gospel, the Gospel of ‘‘ the beloved 
Physician,’ the Physician of the Gentile World, the Evangelist 
of Heathendom, the faithful friend and fellow-traveller of the 
great Apostle of the Gentiles, S¢. Paul. It exhibits clearly that 
feeling of Jewish envy, rancour, and jealousy (1 Thess. ii. ]4— 
16), which he had to encounter every where, and which he strove 
by every means in his power to allay. See Introduction to the 
Epistle to the Romans, p. 182. 186, and above, Introduction, p. 162. 

— dto viots] ‘ duos populos,’ the Jew and Gentile. S. Aug. 
Quest. Evang. ii. 33. 

12. 7d emiBdrdoy] that falleth to me: as to émiBddAAw in a 
neuter sense, see the examples in Wetst., and note on Mark xiv. 
72. émBdddAw is so used by LXX, gol émiBddreu  KAnpovoula, 
1 Macc. x. 29, 30. This word is very descriptive of the mind of 
the Gentile world. As if the inheritance was not a free gift of 
God; but belonged to them of right, or fell to them by necessity, 
or chance. Unthankfulness and forgetfulness of God’s goodness 
are the precursors of apostasy from Him. 

13. xapav parpay, K.T.A.] a far country. “ Oblivionem Dei. 
—Fames est indigentia verbi veritatis; Comes civium, aerius 
princeps, ad militiam diaboli pertinens. Porci, immundi spiritus 
sub ipso ; silique, seculares doctrine, sterili vanitate resonantes, 
quibus deemonia delectantur.” Cp. S. Jerome, Epist. 146. 

— dodtws| dissolutely. ‘‘ Perdité;’ ‘ adolescentem luxu 
perditum.’ Ipsa, si cupiat, salus servare prorsus non potis 
hancce familiam.”” Terent. Adelph. iv. 7. (Valck.) 

14. icxvp¢] So A, B,D, L. Cp. Acts xi. 28.—Hiz. ioxupéds. 
See Winer, p. 61, who calls the feminine a Dorism. St. Luke 
has also Aiuds wéyas (iv. 25). 

— adrds} ‘‘ipse, filius Domini multorum servorum bené pas- 
torum.” Cp. v.17. 

15. éxoAdnOn] joined himself and clave to—. 
Acts v. 133 viii. 29; ix. 26. Matt. xix. 5. 

16. kepativy] the silique, or pods of the carob, i.e. Sam 
(charuba), ove} Aiyurria. Theophrast. Plant. i. 18. French, 
carauge. German, Johannis-brod Baum. Ct. Pers. iii. 55. Horat. 
Ep. ii. 1. 123. Juvenal, xi. 58. Plin. N. H. xxiii. 79. They 
were given to swine (Colwmella, R. R. vii. 9), and are called 
kepdtia, from their horn-like form. See Wetstein and Kuinoel 
here, and Winer, Real. Lex. i. p. 593, v. Johannis-brod Baum. 
Robinson, Palest. iii. 272, and Trench, p. 398. 

— ovdels edi50v] no one was giving to him—even husks from 
the tree. (Meyer.) 

17. Eis éavtoy eAddy] Having come to himself. ‘ Formula 
épxeoOu eis éavTdy proprie dicitur de iis, qui deliguium animi 
passi ad se redeunt ; deinde vero transtertur ad eos, gui ad sanam 
mentem redeunt, qui ita agunt, ut homines sane mentis decet. 
Diod. Sic. xiii. 95, Tots Aoyiopots cis EavTovds epyduevor. Arrian. 
Epictet. iii. 1, érav eis ceavtdy €AOns. Liucret. iv. 994, Donec 
discussis redeant erroribus ad se. ‘Terent. Adelph. v. 3. 8, Tandem 
reprime iracundiam, atque ad le redi.” (Kuin.) 

— Ame] with hunger. Some MSS. (D, R, U) have &d¢ before 
AG, but this word seems only to be a repetition from éyw 8¢, 
and the sound is too inharmonious for such a writer as St. Luke. 
B, L have de after Aw@, and if it is to be received at all, that 
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See Luke x. 11. 


g Acts 2. 39. 
Eph. 2. 12, 17. 
h Gen. 27. 15. 
& 41. 42. 
Zech. 3, 3—5, 
Isa. 61. 10. 

i ver. 32. 
Eph. 2. 1. 

& 5. 14. 

Rev. 3. 1. 

j Ps. 30. 11. 
& 126. 1, 2. 


LUKE XV. 18—29. 
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appears to be its proper place; but it is not found in A, H, F, G, 
H, K, M, P, Q, 8, V, X, T, A, A. 

18. cpa] Iwill say. ‘Etsi Deus novit omnia, vocem tamen 
tuze confessionis expectat.’”’ (S. Ambrose.) 

21. cis roy otpaydy Kal évdridy cov] against heaven and in thy 
siyht. Observe, he persevered in the resolution expressed before, 
in his exile (v. 18): he was not spoiled by the father’s kindness. 

This is the language of true repentance and godly sorrow, 
not proceeding only from dolor amissi, but from dolor admissi : 
not from a sense only of pena, but of culpa, and that not in the 
sight of men, but of God. See Pp. Sanderson’s Sermon on Ahab’s 
Repentance, vol. iii. p. 13, and notes below on 2 Cor. vii. 10. 

The penitent says that he has sinned against heaven, and so 
acknowledges that heaven, and not earth, is his home; and that 
he will no longer wallow in the mire of this lower world, but seek 
the things that are above, and have his conversation in heaven. 

22. orodnyv thy mpaérnv] otodth is a long robe, covering the 
whole person: see Mark xii. 38. Luke xx. 46. And rhy mpérny 
is Thy TywuwTdtrny (Euthym.), the best, So Athen. 369, mpadra 
ecOqres. (Valck.) 

In a spiritual sense the returning prodigal receives ‘ princi- 
palem stolam, quam Adam peccando amiserat ” (Jerome, Gen. iii. 
7), the white orodh, or robe of Christ’s righteousness, which 
covers the whole man (see Rev. vi. 11; vii. 14), in which Christians 
are clothed at baptism, when they put on Christ. Cp. 2 Cor. v. 
21. Gal. iii. 27. Eph. iv. 24. 

— darby] a signet ring—a pledge of the Spirit (Aug.), a 
seal, opparytda, and an emblem of the spiritual marriage by which 
the soul is espoused to Christ. Clem. Alex. (‘ Quis dives,’ &c.) 
and others (see Bingham, xi. 1. 6) call Baptism thy sppayida Tov 
Kupfov, 'signaculum fidei’ (Tertullian, Apol. 21), and ‘ signacu- 
lum similitudinis Christi.’ (Jerome.) It may be a consignation 
of the grace begun in Baptism, and consummated in Confirmation. 
And perhaps the words én) rhy xetpaand cis robs médas may 
be added, not without meaning, to show that now is the time for 
Christian labour with the hand, and for Christian progress with 
the feet, in the ‘ ways of God’s laws, and in the works of His 
commandments.” 

— tmrodiuata] shoes, with which we walk in the way of 
holy obedience. Eph. vi. 15. 

It is observable that long robes, oroAal, and signet rings (cp. 
James ii. 2. 1 Mace. vi. 15) and shoes, were not allowed to be 
worn by slaves, but were badges of free men (see Rosenm.); there- 
fore they are appropriately introduced here to show that the 
Father in His love does not make the returning prodigal to be 
one of his hired servants (v. 19), but restores him to liberty as 
His son. A beautiful emblem of the blessedness of true repent- 
ance, and of God’s pardon, delivering from the slavery of Satan, 
and restoring the penitent to the glorious liberty of the children 
of God (Rom. viii. 21). 

23. tov wdoxov Tv oirevtdy] the fatted calf. Observe the 
article repeated, denoting something extraordinary, (Beng.) 


“Vitulum saginatum ideoque votivum.” (Valck.) This fatted 
calf represents the sacrifice of Christ, by Whom alone, offered for 
us, we are reconciled to the Father. Eph. ii. 16. Col. i. 20—22. 
It may also be applied to the commemorative sacrifice of the Holy 
Eucharist, in which the meritorious efficacy of that One all-suffi- 
cient sacrifice—offered once for all on the cross—is represented 
and pleaded before God, and its benefits are applied to the penitent 
and faithful soul. Hence S. Jerome says, ‘‘ Vitulus Ipse Salvator 
est, Cujus carne pascimur, sanguine potamur;” and S, Ambrose, 
‘‘Occiditur et vitulus saginatus, ut carnem Domini, spirituali 
opimam virtute, per gratiam epuletur;” and S. Aug. “ Vitulus 
ille in corpore et sanguine Dominico et offertur Patri et pascit 
totam domum.” Cp. Cyril here, p. 347, ed. Mai. 

The Mécxos, or calf, thus interpreted, as significant of the 
propitiatory Sacrifice and Atonement made by Christ upon the 
cross, will hardly fail to remind the reader, that to the Evangelist 
St. Luke,—who alone records this parable,—has been assigned 
the symbol of the calf, among the four living creatures of Ezekiel 
and St. John (Hzek. i. 5. 10; x. 14. Rev. iv. 7), by the expository 
teaching of the ancient Church. See for example Jren. iii. 11, 
7d Kate AovKav eboryyéeAioy dire iepatiKkod XapaKthpos bmdpxoy 
amd tov Zaxaplou rod iepéws OuuiGvtos TG OcG Hptaro Hy yap 6 
oiTevTds Hromdcero MoaXds brép THs aveuvpécews Tod vewTépou 
matdos méAAwy Ber Oat. 

And with good reason. For this Evangelist appears to have 
written with a special purpose of displaying the propitiatory 
efficacy of the sacrifice offered by Christ for the sins of the world. 
St. Matthew had revealed Him as King; St. Mark as the Man 
Christ Jesus; St. Luke exhibits Him as our Victim; St. John 
fully manifests Him as God; and so the Gospel is complete. See 
above, Introduction to the Four Gospels, and to this Gospel, p. 163. 

25. dvids 6 mpecBitepos] the elder son. ‘ Major filius, populus 
Israel secundum carnem in agro est; in hereditaria opulentia 
Legis et Prophetarum.”’ 

— cvupwvlas] music, even of Angels (vv. 7. 10. Burgon.). 

28. “OpyicOn—e«icedOciy] He was enraged by what he heard, 
and would not go into the house, because his younger brother was 
there! The Jew will not enter the Church, because the Gentile 
is there. ‘‘Irascitur vivere fratrem, quem putabat extinctum ; 
foris stat Israel.’ (Jerome, iv. 156.) See Acts xvii. 5. 13; xxii. 
21; xxviii. 27. As S. Ambrose says, “ Stat foris; non exclu- 
ditur; non ingreditur, ignorans voluntatem Dei de vocatione 
Gentium. Ubi cognovit, invidet et torquetur Ecclesiz bonis. 
Foris enim Israel audit choream et symphoniam, sed irascitur, 
quia hic concinit plebis gratia, et consona populi jubilatio; sed 
bonus Pater etiam hune salvare cupiebat.’” 

29. ovderore evroAjy] I never transgressed thy commandment. 
Cp. the language of the Jews to our Lord, John viii. 33. 41; cp. 
Rom. ii. 17. 19; x. 33 cp. xviii. 11. 

As if it were no breach of a commandment to murmur at 
the salvation of a brother, and ¢hat brother the heathen world! 


LUKE XY. 30—32. XVI. I—8. 
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— dovdcdw] I slave: asif to be God’s people were slavery, 
instead of being perfect freedom ! 

— euol ovdérore Mwkas epipoy] tome thou never gavest a kid : 
éuol, to me, is emphatic; to me, thy dutiful son, contrasted with 
this renegade! With what stern irony is the murmuring spirit of 
the Jewish people represented in this dialogue! And they are the 
words of Him who is describing what He best knew. 

Thou never gavest to mea kid - but God has given them a 
Lamb—the true Passover—the Lams of God who taketh away 
the Sins of the World (John i. 29. 36). Why do you ask for a 
kid, when you have the Lams? (Jerome.) 

80. 6 vids cov] thy son. He would not say my brother. Con- 
trast with this the language of the Servant (v. 27) and of the 
Father (v. 32), and contrast also #AQev, he came, with avéCnoe 
(v. 32), he rose again. 

— gov Tov Bioy] Remark the emphatic position of od,—‘ thy 
living ’—uttered with rancour against both the father and the 
brother,—‘‘ ad augendam invidiam.”’ 

31. mdvtote per euov] ever with me. 
ix. 4. 

— rdvTa TH dua ad eoriy] all that is mineis thine. The Law, 
the Prophets, the services of the Temple in possession, and all 
the promises of the Gospel; the means of grace and hopes of 
glory in reversion ; all are thine if thou wilt be mine, 

32. 6 ddeApds cov obTos vexpods Hy Kai avé(nae] this thy brother 
was dead and arose again. See what seems to be an affecting 
reference to these words, Rom. xi. 15. 


Cp. Rom. iii. 1, 2; 


Cu. XVI. 1. “EAcye 5€] Many different interpretations have 
been given of this parable of the unjust steward. See an account 
of them in S. Jerome ad Algasiam 6, t. iv. p. 197. Kuinoel’s 
and Meyer’s notes here, and in Trench, p. 423. 

The clue to its correct exposition may be found in the fact, 
that it was addressed to the disciples (v. 1); in the statement that 
the men of this world are, in regard to their generation (see 
below, note on v. 8), more prudent (ppovimdrepor) than the children 
of light are with a view to another world; and in the consequent 
admonition (implied though not expressed), that the present world, 
and the eagerness, and diligence, and indefatigable earnestness of 
its children in pursuing their ends, which are uncertain and fugi- 
tive, ought to be exemplary to us, and should continually act 
as stimulants upon Christians, exciting them to show no less zeal 
and industry in striving to attain their ends, which are eternal in 
duration, and infinite in value. Thus our Lord teaches us to 
elicit good out of the evil we see around us; to educe food from 
poison; and to make the children of Mammon examples to our- 
selves in serving God. Cp. August. Quest. Evang. ii. 34. 

To this is added the exhortation—arising from the subject. of 
this parable—to use all earthly treasure as an instrument for 
securing everlasting happiness. ; 

— “Av@pwros] A man. Our Lord begins four parables here 
with the words &v@pwros, or tvOpwrds tts, xiv. 16; xv. 11; xvi. 


1. 19. 


In two of them the &y@pwmos is Almighty God; in the |! 


two latter a rich man. The former two specially describe our 
benefits from God; the latter two our duty to Him. 

— oikovduov] a villicum, bailif’; suggesting to us that we are 
stewards of God. Cp. 1 Cor. iv. 1. (S. Ambrose.) 

— d1eBAHOn] was accused: the word is not always used in a 
bad sense. See LXX in Dan. vi. 24, and Joseph. Antt. vi. 10. 

— diackopri(wy] wasting, ‘ dissipans,’ ‘ dilapidans.’ It is not 
said that he was guilty of embezzlement and peculation. 

2. Ti rodro &Kovw] What is this that I hear of thee? 
Kiihner, ii. § 841. Meyer. 

— tov Adyov] the account, or reckoning, which perhaps had 
not been lately called for. 

3. év éavt@] in himself, ‘solus secum.’ See xviii, 4. This 
intimates a secret device to be communicated only to some who 
would be accomplices in the fraud and profit by it; and so their 
services might be counted on; an act of collusion. 

4. éyvov tl morjow) I resolved what to do. A soliloquy; a 
sudden thought strikes him and he resolves what to do. Christ 
hears our secret thoughts ; and will reveal them at the Great Day. 


5. €va exactov] each, ‘one by one.’ He summoned them 
singly and privately one after the other, in order to secure greater 
secrecy ; here was one mark of his worldly prudence. 

6. Bdrouvs édatov] measures of oil. The tenants, like the 
modern métayers, paid their rent, or portions of it, in kind. See 
the same usage referred to in another parable, Matt. xxi. 34—4}. 
2 Tim. ii. 6. 

The Bdros, na (bath), Ezek. xlv. 10, 11. 14, was the tenth of 
an homer; and was for /iguids what the ephah was for solids (see 
Matt. xiii. 33), and held seventy-two sextarii, about nine gallons. 
(Joseph. Antt. viii. 2.9. Wainer, s. v. Maasse, ii. p. 41.) 

— ood 7d ypdupa) thy bill. ood is emphatic here and in v. 7. 
And he makes Aim write the bill, his own bill (chirographum or 
syngrapha), that he may have the evidence of his hand-writing, 
as a proof that it was his act, and so protect himself, and secure 
the tenant on his side. Another proof of his worldly shrewdness. 

— taxéws}] guickly, on the spot; to prevent the effect of any 
future demurs and compunctious misgivings on the part of the 
tenant’s conscience. Cp. the words of Herodias’ daughter, Matt. 
xiv. 28. Mark vi. 25. 

7. “Emevta étépw]| Next he said to another, when the first had 
given him the bill, and had retired, and left him alone, to have a 
private colloquy with another of his master’s tenants. 

— ‘Exardy xdpovs] A hundred measures: «dpos is the Hebr. 
%» (kor), the same in size as the homer. See Ezek. xlv. 11—14; 
ten Attic medimni, Joseph. Antt. xv. 9. Wainer, ii. p. 42. 

8. Kal émjvecey 6 xipios] The land-lord (not Christ) praised 
him, 

— dv oikovduoy Tis adixlas] the fraudulent steward. On 
this use of the genitive for an adjective, see on Matt. xxiv. 15; 
below, v. 9, papwva adiuctas. xviii. 6, 6 KpiTys THs BduKlas. Cp. 
Vorst. de Hebr. p. 252. 

The master praised the dishonest steward. His dishonesty 
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is mentioned lest it should be supposed that shrewdness can be a 
substitute for honesty. He praised him because he had acted 
prudently, ppoviuws. 

In some expositions of this Parable, it is taken for granted 
that the landlord discovered the artifice of the steward described 
vv. 5—7. 

But the supposition seems to impair, if not to destroy, the 
beauty of the parable ; 

How could the steward be said to have acted prudently, 
shrewdly, ppovtuws, if his device was detected and exposed? Is it 
probable, that his master would have allowed him to profit by the 
fraud, or that the debtors, who would be forced to pay the sums due, 
and perhaps be punished in person, would receive him into their 
houses? Is it likely, that in such a case our Lord would have 
propounded the steward as an example of worldly wisdom? No; 
it is no where said, or hinted in the parable, that the landlord 
discovered the mode by which the steward had ingratiated himself 
into the affections of his tenants. What he knew, was the result. 
He saw, and saw with surprise and admiration, that his steward, 
though a wasteful person (v. 1), had so contrived matters, that he 
was none the worse for being put out of the stewardship; that he 
was neither forced to dig nor to beg; and though deprived of his 
office by his master, was received as a welcome guest by his 
master’s dependents! He must therefore be a very shrewd and 
clever person, and deserve credit on that account. 

We know the method, by which the steward managed to in- 
gratiate himself with the tenants; but we must remember that we 
are reading a parable delivered by One who reads the secrets of 
all hearts, and from Whom no artifice is hid. And we are thus 
reminded, that, though the steward’s earthly master did not see 
or discover the collusion of the steward with each of his tenants 
in succession, and even praised the result as a proof of prudence, 
yet we have- to do with a Landlord Who sees all things, however 
secret, and will hereafter call all men to give an account of their 
stewardship, and bring to light all the hidden things of darkness ; 
and then all mere worldly wisdom will be confounded, and end in 
misery and shame. 

These considerations remove all objections, such as were 
raised by some sceptics of old—such as Julian and Porphyry— 
against the phrase, ‘‘the lord commended the unjust steward.” 
The lord knew him only as a wasteful person (v. 1); he knew 
nothing at all of his collusion with the tenants. He only saw its 
result, viz. his reception into the tenants’ habitations. 

— viol Tov aigvos tovTov] the children of this world. As to 
this use of vids see on Matt. ix. 15. Luke x.6; and on vio) dwTds, 
children of light, John xii. 36. Eph. v. 8. 1 Thess. v. 5. 8. 

— «is Thy yevedy Thy éavtey] in regard to their generation, 
which is merely transitory: but there is a generation which is 
everlasting. They are more prudent and shrewd in regard to their 
contemporaries, persons, and things, than the children of Light are 
in regard to the persons and things of their generation; e. g. in 
regard to God Himself and heaven, which is eternal. On the 
latter use of yeved as applied to an age of man see Matt. xii. 39. 
41, 42. Luke xi. 31, 32. 50, 51; and on its higher sense see 
Matt. xxiv. 34. 

On this text see By. Sanderson, Sermons, i. 374; iv. 49. 

9. Kaye tuiv Aéyw] And I say to you. You have heard what 
the earthly kipios or lord said to his steward; now hear what I 
your heavenly Kupios or Lord have to say to you who are My 
stewards ; and who will be called by Me hereafter &rodotva toy 
Adyoy Tis oitovoutas,—to render the account of your stewardship. 

— movhoate éavtois ptdous|] make for yourselves friends from 
the mammon of unrighteousness. Make the poor your friends, 
who, by alms received from you, and by prayers offered for you, 
will be,—not indeed an efficient, but an instrumental, cause of 
your reception into heavenly habitations. See Matt. xxv. 34—45. 
Cp. 8. Greg. Nazian. Orat. xiv. pp. 2565—285, on the duty of 
Christian Almsgiving ; and Barrow’s Spital Sermon, preached in 
Easter Week, 1671,—two rich storehouses of arguments for 
appeals to love of Christ and the poor in Him. 

And, in a higher sense, make God your friend—make Christ 
your friend—by aright use (not a diackopmicuds, v. 1) of their 
goods entrusted to you as ¢heir steward; i.e. by employing what 


you have received from them, in body, mind, and estate, in the 
divine service and for the divine glory, by works of piety and 
charity. See Luke xii. 42, on the morbs oixovduos. 

— ék Tov pauwva] out of the mammon of unrighteousness. 
Observe éx, out of; i.e. out of what at first may seem to promise 
no such result, elicit true riches from it, by securing God’s friend- 
ship thereby. é« marks a cause or source, 1 Cor. ix. 14, éx Tod 
edayyerlov Gav. Luke xii. 15, (wh éx ray timapxdytwy. Cp. 
Rom. i. 4. James ii. 18. Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 352. 

On the word pwaywvas see Matt. vi. 24, wapwvd rijs &dixias, 
—the same thing as &ikos wauwvas, v. 11 (where see note); i.e. 
that wealth which often is procured unjustly (Jerome), and which 
the steward used dishonestly, and which is often a temptation to 
fraud; for the love of money is the root of all evil (1 Tim. vi. 10), 
and which is itself deceptive as being also uncertain (1 Tim. vi. 
17) and fugitive. Cp. Prov. xxiii. 5, and “‘ fundus mendaz,”’ 
Horat. Od. iii. 1. 30; and “ spem mentita seges,” Ep. i. 7. 87, 
as opposed to the “‘justissima tellus” of Virgil, Georg. ii. 460. 

S. Aug. says (Serm. xiii.), on the true use of money, 
“Perde, ne perdas; dona, ut acquiras; semina, ut metas; has 
‘ divitias’ noli appellare, quia veree non sunt, paupertate plenz 
sunt, et semper obnoxiz casibus. Ergo z/e sunt vere divitie, 
quas, cim habuerimus, perdere non possumus. Quamdit in terra 
sunt divitie,non sunt. Sed divitias vocat illas Mundus; Iniquitas 
vocat. Deus ideo mamonam iniguitatis vocat; quia divitias illas 
vocat Iniquitas.”’ 

— bray exdinnte] when ye fail, i.e. die. éxAelrw is used 
in this sense by LXX. Gen. xxv. 8.17; xxxv. 29. Ps. civ. 29. 
Jer. xlii. 17. 22. Tob. xiv. 11. Judith vii. 22. Cp. Bp. Pearson, 
Preef. in LXX, p. 248, ed. Churton. 

Some MSS. of high authority, A, B, D, L, R, X, and some 
Versions have éxAelay or éxAtmn here, and then the sense would 
be, When the wealth of this world shall fail you. But éxaAlmyre 
or éxAelrnre is found in E, F, G, H, K, M, P, 8, U, V, TI, A, A, 
and (as already said) this use of éxAefmw as an euphemism for 
death, is familiar to Hellenistic Greek, being of common use in 
the LXX; and the comparison in the parable clearly is between 
the dismissal of the unjust steward from his office and our re- 
moval from this life, and our last reckoning at the Judgment day. 

— «is Tas aiwvlous o.] into the everlasting habitations, op- 
posed to the houses of clay into which the steward was received 
by his tenants. The friends, therefore, are pre-eminently God 
and Christ, to whom alone belong the everlasting habitations, and 
who will say, at the Great Day, to them on the right hand, “ in- 
herit the kingdom,” Matt. xxv. 34. See above, note on moijoare 
—$lrouvs. 

This Parable may be applied to the Clergy as stewards of 
God’s Mysteries. Hence §. Jerome ad Algas., p. 196, “ Passus 
dispendia dominus laudat dispensatoris prudentiam, quod adversus 
dominum quidem fraudulenter, sed pro se prudenter egerit. 
Quanto magis Christus, qui nullum damnum sustinere potest, et 
pronus est ad clementiam, laudabit discipulos suos, si in eos qui 
in se credituri sunt, misericordes fuerint! Si iniquitas bené dis- 
pensata vertitur in justitiam, quanto magis sermo divinus, in quo 
nulla est iniquitas, qui et Apostolis creditus est, si bené fuerit dis- 
pensatus dispensatores suos levabit in coelum.”’ 

10. ev edaxtor] in what is least; for such is all earthly sub- 
stance when compared with heavenly wealth, which is greatest ; 
and the use we make of our earthly substance, which is least, is 
our trial whether we are fit to be admitted to possess what is 
greatest, that is, the everlasting wealth of heaven. These words 
are referred to by Clemens R. ii. 8, Aéyer Kipios ev Te cdayyerla, 
ei Td pupdy ovk eTnphoate, T péeya Ths iuiv doe; Aeyw yep 
buiv ort 6 mors ev eAaxlote Kal ev TOAAG mioTds eoTLy. 

ll. Ei ody év TG GSixw] If you have not been faithful stewards 
of your earthly substance, which zs illusory, God will not trust 
you with what is real; i.e. the wealth of eternity. Cp. S. Jerome, 
iv. 197, ad Algas., where is an exposition of this parable. 

12. év 7 GddAotplw] in that which is another's; for your 
worldly wealth is not yours, but God’s; you are not landlords, 
but stewards for a time, and liable to be called to your account at 
any moment (see above, xii. 20), and to be put out of your steward- 
ship; and if you have not been faithful in that earthly trust which 


LUKE XVI. 14—22. 


229 


, A , , a * x go , Q ~ y b} , 
Svvatar Svat kuplois Sovredew } yap TOV va pLonoEL Kal TOV ETEpOV ayaTHoEL 
al ~ fa \ 

h &vos avOeEerar Kat tod éxépou Katadpovycen od Stvacbe Oe@ Sovhevew Kai 


Lal 
papwvd. 


92 A A ‘ € va) f , cx 
(=)  °"Hrovoy 6¢ ratra wévta Kat ot Sapicator * puridpyvpou vapyovTes 
15 ‘ 5 5 lal g c A > e 8 an 

Kat eimev avrots, *“Ypets éeote ol duxatovvres g ch. 10.29 


< > , > , 
Kal e€epvxtypilov aizov. 


e Matt. 23. 13. 
f Matt. 23. 14. 


€ \ 7 , lal > , e \ xX -. \ ot e an YY Ore) 
E€QAVUTOVUS EVWTLOV TWV avOpadTear, O dé Ocos YVooKEel TAS Kap LAS UULWY, OTL TO EV 


avoparo.s whov Bdéhvypa evdtov Tod Oeod. 
93 na 3 , e , A 
(4) 1©"°O vépos Kat of zpodnra ews "Iwavvov, ard tote 7 Baorreia Tod h Matt. 11. 12, 


Ocov evayyehilerar, Kal was eis avTiy Bralerar. 


(74) }7* Edxomdrepov O€ éorre i Matt. 5. 18. 


4 na a rn , , —N 
TOV OUpaVvor Kal THY HV Tapeh, 7) TOU VOMOV play KEpalay TETEL. 


i 


195 18 j Ss <a 3 is me o Dp ape Ls so War } j Matt. 5. 32. 
(=) Ilas 0 arohvov THY yuvaika avTOU Kal yapwVv eTepay potyever Kat i Nate 


~ c > 7 > ~ > XN ~ 7, 
Tas 6 amohchuperyy amd avdpos yapav povyeven. 


x 


Bicoov, evippawdpevos Ka jpépay haprpaos: 
Adlapos ds €BéBynT0 mpds Tov TvA@VA avTOD ElhKwpévos, 


(4) "AvOpwros S€ Tis Hv mrovows, Kai evediddoKeTo Topdipay Kat 


20 Sane a ss 
TT@KOS E€ TLS YY OVOMATL 


‘\ an 
21 Kat em upov 


xoptacOjva a7 Tov Yixiov Tov TinTdVT@V amd THS Tpatrélns Tod movaiov' 


3 A . e Vy, 5 /, 5 / x 4 b} vat 
ahha KGL ol KUVES Epxopevol amréhEtxov Ta EAKN AUTOD. 


“> > ¢ a 
22 Eyéveto cé dmofavewv 


you hold of your Lord, He will not give you that heavenly wealth, 
which will never be taken away from those to whom it is given. 
“ Alienas appellat terrenas facultates, quia nemo secum eas 
moriens aufert.” S. Aug. Quest. Ev. ii. 35. 1 Tim. vi. 7; and 
S. Jerome, Epist. ad Algasiam, iv. p. 197, who says “alienum a 
uobis est omne quod szculi est.” 

13. ofdels—dtvata:] See Matt. vi. 24. 

14. Sapicaior pirdpyvpo:| the Pharisees were lovers of money 
(see Matt. xxiii. 14), making Mammon their friend instead of 
God (see above, v. 9); and regarding worldly wealth and glory as 
the criterion of God’s favour; “ felicitatem in hée vitdé et divitias 
maximi pendentes,” and allowing the love of the world to absorb 
the love of God. Cp. John xii.43. James ii. 1—8. Joseph. Antt. 
xiii. 3. Jahn, Archeol. § 319. 

— ékepuntipi(oy] were sneering at Him; ‘ subsannabant, 
naso suspendebant,’—used by LXX for Hebr. 29> (laagh). (Ps. ii. 
4; xxii. 7.) 

15. BddAvypa] an abomination; from BdcAticow, abominor ; 
and specially an idol. See Matt. xxiv. 15. That which you wor- 
ship—mammon, your idol—is abhorred as a false god by the 
Most High. For, wAcovetla is ciiwAodrarpela, Col. iii. 5. 

16. ‘O véuos «.7.A.] The Law and the Prophets might indeed 
seem to promise earthly rewards; but now a spiritual Kingdom, 
with heavenly promises, is set up, and every one who desires to 
be saved must press into it with a holy violence ; that is, it is not 
to be gained without the same anxious care and vehement endea- 
your, which the children of this world employ for the attainment 
of an earthly kingdom. See Matt. xi. 12. 

And yet no one tittle of the Law, rightly understood, shall 
fail; for the Gospel is the perfection of the Law. See on Matt. 
Weise 

— Bidera] presses by force. See Matt. xi. 12, 13. 
Luke xiii. 24. Ken. Cyr. iii. 3, ef Bidoawro etow. 

17. 5€] Ihave come with the Gospel; but not to take away 
the Law (Matt. v. 17). 

18. [las 6 dmodtwy] Every one that putteth away his wife and 
marrieth another committeth adultery. 

It is supposed by some that there is no connexion between 
this paragraph and what precedes or follows. But this is not 
probable. See above, x. 1; xii. 13; xiii. 18. 

This sentence was indeed uttered by our Lord on other occa- 
sions (see on Matt. v. 31—33; xix. 9). Its repetition shows its 
importance; and it is fitly introduced here because it is relevant 
to the subject in hand, viz. the use to be made by men of the 
earthly blessings which God gives them, with a refutation of the 
Pharisaic errors on this point. This appears as follows :— 

In God’s Law, to which Christ had just been referring, 
Stealing and Adultery are connected. Thou shalt not commit 
adultery; thou shalt not steal; and, thou shalt not covet thy 
neighbour’s house, thou shalt not covet thy neighbour’s wife 
(Exod. xx. 14, 15. 17). Of all the earthly treasures committed 
in trust to man, none is so precious, none to be treated with so 
much reverence, as Woman—God’s first and best gift to Man in 
Paradise (Gen. ii. 21—25). ‘‘ House and Riches are the inherit- 


Cp. 


ance of fathers, and a prudent wife is from the Lord” (Prov. 
xix. 14; xviii. 22). ‘ Who can find a virtuous woman? for her 
price is far above rubies” (Prov. xxxi. 10). ‘So ought men to 
love their wives as their own bodies, even as the Lord loveth the 
Church” (Eph. v, 25—28). 

Accordingly, Christ connects Adultery with Covetousness. 
And in like manner St. Paul couples the one with the other. See 
on | Thess. iv. 6. 

The Pharisees asked Christ,—Whether it was lawful for a 
man to put away his wife for every cause? (Matt. xix. 3;) and it 
was their practice (especially of those among them who belonged 
to the school of Hillel) to treat wedlock as a mere secular bar- 
gain, and to tie and untie the marriage knot at pleasure, and to 
sacrifice Matrimony to Mammon. 

These considerations may serve to explain the introduction 
of that declaration in this place. 

— amodrcdvuévny] any divorced woman generally. An abso- 
lute prohibition from Christ Himself against marrying any woman 
that has been divorced. Such marriages are adulterous. See 
above on Matt. v. 32; xix. 9. 

19. roppipay nal Biacov] the purple, the outer attire; the 
dress of princes and nobles. Cf. Matt. xxvii. 28; the Bvaaos, 
or fine linen of Egypt, being the inner clothing. 

On this Parable, or parabolic history, see S. Gregor. Homil. 
xl. in Evangel. S. Chrys. Hom. quatuor de Lazaro, v. 220—260. 
S. Aug. Serm. xiv. and xxvi. and xli. 

20. Ad¢apos] Lazarus. Very appropriate as a name for a 
beggar, if derived from x} (Jo), non, and “wy (ezer), auxilium, 
‘quasi auxilio egens;’ or, if it is the same word as *EAcd(apos, 
“IY °8, It means, ‘ God (and not man) is my help.’ 

From the mention of this name some have supposed that 
this is not a Parable, but a History. (Cp. Cyril, p. 357.) And 
some have proceeded to assign an historical name (Nivev7s) to the 
rich man. 

But the name Lazarus, by its etymology, seems to suggest 
that it was adopted on account of its meaning. Cp. Ezek. 
xxiii. 4. 

The beggar has a name; the rich man has none. There 
may be also something of a moral and spiritual meaning here (as 
suggested by some of the Fathers), viz. that Christ gives His 
saints ‘a new name’ (Rev. iii. 12); but that the name of the 
wicked, famous though they be in this world, is blotted out (Ps. 
Ixix. 28)? 

On the connexion between the Parable of Lazarus and the 
Raising of Lazarus at Bethany, see on John xi. 1. 

— éBéBanto] had been laid,—to attract pity. 

21. GAAG Kal of ebves] Such was his destitution, that even the 
very dogs, who were regarded as unclean animals by the Jews, 
were allowed to come and lick his sores, as if he were a corpse ; 
and he was left to become almost food for the dogs before his 
death. (Cp. S. Chrys. Hom. de Lazaro.) 

The only attention, and (so to speak) medical dressing which 
his sores received, was from the dogs, who came and licked them. 


(Cyril.) 
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22. arevexOjva] A loco alieno in patriam. (Beng.) Com- 
pare the beautiful language of Wisdom, iii. 1—11. 

— xdbrrov ’ABpadu] Abraham's bosom. Immediately after 
his death, his soul on its separation from the body was carried 
by Angels to the place of peace and joy, where the faithful rest, 
and recline, as it were, at a spiritual banquet in the bosom (see 
John xiii. 23. 25; xxi. 20) of the Father of the Faithful (Gal. iii. 
9. Rom. iv. 11.16). Cp. S. Aug. de Anima, iv. 16, in Joann. 
Tract. xvi. The expression, “‘ Bosom of Abraham,” as the place 
of rest of faithful souls, was already familiar to the Jews. See 
Josephus de Mace. ii. p. 514, where the Maccabees say, otrw 
OavdvtTas juds "ABpadm kal loadk kad lard brodetovTat eis Tovs 


kdATous avtav. (Wetst.) ‘ Quid Abrahe sinus nisi secretam 
requiem significat patrum?’’ Greg. M. Bp..of Rome, a.v. 590 
—604, who in expounding this Parable says nothing of Purga- 
tory. 

4 This place here called Abraham’s bosom, is called Paradise 
Luke xxiii. 43. See note there. It was called ‘‘ the Garden of 
Eden” by the Jews. See Lightfoot here. 

On the intermediate state of the disembodied spirit, which 
does not sleep, but is in “rest and felicity,”’ see the remarks and 
passages from the Fathers quoted by Bp. Bull, Sermon on Acts 
i. 25 (Serm. iii. vol. i. pp. 49 —82). 

The Office for the Burial of the Dead, in the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer, particularly the last two prayers, declares the mind 
of the Church of England on this subject. 

See also an excellent volume by the Rev. T. K. Miller, 
“Things after Death,’’ Lond. 1848, pp. 1- 64, and the notes 
on this Gospel below, xxiii. 43, and John xi. 11. 

It is observable that the Holy Spirit, writing by St. Luke to 
the Gentiles, has been specially studious to record in this Gospel 
portions of our Lord’s teaching, which might serve to correct the 
erroneous notions derived from heathen, mythological, and poetical 
representations of the Nexvia, Tartarus, Elysium, &c., concerning 
the state of the soul immediately after death. Cp. Grotius, on 
Luke viii. 55, and Luke xxiii. 40. 43, and Townson, on the Gos- 
pels, pp. 192—196, and above, Introduction, p. 159. 

— érdpn] was buried; perhaps ina splendid mausoleum, with 
a laudatory epitaph. Not so-Lazarus. Cp. S. Chrysost. Homil. 
ii. de Lazaro. 

23. év Tr Gdn] in Hades; the place of departed, disembodied 
spirits. (See on Acts ii. 27, and Weitstein here.) This place is 
to be carefully distinguished from yéevva, or hell, properly so 
called (see Matt. v. 22. 29, 30). 

This place of disembodied spirits is divided into two separate 
regions (see v. 26), between which there is an impassable gulf 
fixed for ever ; and, therefore, to the general term dns, is added 
here év Bacdvo.s, in torments, to indicate that his soul was in a 
state of anguish, ‘‘ having a dreadful expectation of a far greater 
torment to come;” ‘a fearful looking for of Judgment’’ (Heb. 
x. 27), while the soul of the beggar Lazarus is in rest and joy. 
(Cp. By. Bull, Sermon above quoted, p. 60.) 

Hence it appears, that such as we are at our death, such 
shall we be at the judgment-seat of Christ. Clem. R. 1. c., wera- 
vohowpuey ews Exomev aipoy meTavolas’ meta yop Td ekeAOely Nuds 
éx TOV KdopOV odKETL SuYducOa exe? eLomorAoyhoacba 7) weTavoety 


ért. SS. Cyprian, Fell. p. 163, ‘Qualem te invenvit Dominus 
ctim vocat, talem te judicat.” See on Matt. v. 26, and below, 
v. 26. 


— éyv Bacdvo.s} in torment ; long before the day of Judgment; 
1800 years at least. 
Hence it appears from Christ’s words, that the wicked who 
died under the Law were punished in another state of being ; and | 


that the righteous were comforted, by virtue of His death, even 
before His Passion. And may not its efficacy have extended 
backward to those who lived up to the natural Law which was 
given them ? 

24. daxtvrAov—yAdooar] finger—tongue. ‘ God is a Spirit,” 
and yet, in order to give us an idea of His attributes, He speaks 
in the Holy Spirit of the Heart, Arm, Hand, Finger, and Mouth 
of God. 

So here, in order that we may have some notion of the con- 
dition of disembodied spirits, our Lord uses words connected with 
body, in order to express the anguish, torment, and agony of the 
soul, and more appropriately, because the soul of Lazarus (and 
all the souls of the faithful) are represented as resting in 
“ Abraham’s bosom.” 

“ Anguish, torment, agony,” are all words derived from 
bodily suffering (angor, tormentum, dywvia), and yet are usually 
applied to the soul. 

The tonyue appears to be specified, because he had specially 
sinned by sins of the palate, surfeiting and gluttony; and perhaps 
by proud and wicked words, their usual accompaniments. 

On this question, why words relating to the body are used in 
this Parable which refers to the condition of the disembodied soul, 
see also the disquisition of Methodius, in Amphilochii Opera, 
p- 328—334. 

— &y 7H proyi tatty] in this flame. The pains of the wicked 
immediately after their death, are to their pains after the resur- 
rection, only as pains produced by a flame, compared with those 
of a lake of fire. 

25. améAaBes| thou tookest off as thy portion and treasure, 
and spentest, so that nothing now remains. 

On this text see the Sermon of Bp. Andrewes, ii. 78. 

— ov] Omitted in some MSS. and Hditions ; but it adds to the 
force of the speech. There is a double contrast here. 

— Ad apos duolws Ta xaxd] Lazarus exhausted his evils: as 
thou thy good things—the sum total of them—in the other life. 

To correct the notion that wealth, as such, excludes from 
happiness hereafter; or that poverty, as such, ensures fruition 
of that happiness, it is observed by the Fathers, e.g. S. August. 
in an admirable Sermon (Serm. xiv.), that the beggar Lazarus is 
carried by the Angels into the bosom of the rich man Abraham 
(Gen. xiv. 14; xxiv. 1), who made God his friend (2 Chron. xx. 
7) by a right use of the riches of this world. 

On other doctrinal and practical uses to be made of this 
statement, see Bp. Bull’s Sermon above quoted. 

26. xdoua péeya] a great gulf. ‘Inter hunc divitem,’’ says 
S. Ambrose here, “et pauperem chaos magnum est, quia post 
mortem nequeunt merita mutari.”” See also S. August. Quest. 
Evang. ii. 88. Matt. xii. 32. 

27. °Epwr@ ce ovv] I pray thee therefore. This consideration 
for his father’s house seems to bring out more forcibly the doc- 
trine of the parable, that exemption from flagrant sin, such as the 
Pharisees indulged in, and social kindness and good nature, are 
not enough to save us from future torment; but that we must re- 
gard ourselves and all our substance, time, and talents, as God’s 
property, to be used in His service, and that if we fail to do this, 
He will not only no? “ receive us into everlasting habitations,” but 
consign us to torments immediately on our departure from this 
world ; and those torments will be increased in intensity at the 
Great Day, when our bodies will be raised and reunited for ever 
to our souls. 

28. Exw wévte aderApots] Ihave five brethren still living on 
earth. Here is another proof that this Parable describes the con- 
dition of the disembodied soul, in the interval immediately after 


LUKE XVI. 29—31. XVII. 1—9. 


\ \ 5) ee 4 > \ A A , \ 
py Kal avtot EMfwow eis Tov Témov TodTOv THs Bacdvov. ™”™ Aéye dé ‘ 
> \ x ” , \ wits 
ABpaap, “Eyovo. Mwvcéa kat tods Tpopyras, AKOUVGATWOAY AvTOV. 
ey topes) , > x 5) Pe Sy? ey N lal al \ > \ 
eimev, Ovxl, watep “ABpadm, adN eay tis amd vexpov topevly pos avTovs 
31 FE? oe > an > or , \ an rn > 5 , 
ime 0€ avT@, Ei Mwicéws Kat Tov mpopyTav ovK akovovoW, 


n De 9? ) n > n , 
OVOE EAV TLS EK VEKPQ@V aVvacoTy Teo OnoovTat. 


peTavonmovew. 


231 


AUTO m Isa. 8. 20. 
30 ¢ Se & 34. 16. 

Yo John 5. 39, 45. 
O ¢ Acts 15. 21. 

& 17, 11. 


n John 12. 10, 11. 


De VET, (=) 14 Rime Se T pos Tovs pablntas avrod, "Avévdextov €OTL TOD 4 Matt. 18. 6, 7. 


il 


‘ > lal \ , a an lal > if 
pn eddew ra cravdara, ovat dé 8’ of épxetau * Avowredet avT@ et pros 
> \ , QA nw bY 1A 
OVLKOS TEpPiKELTAL TEPL TOV Tpdynrov avToOV, Kal EppTTaL eis THY Dahaccar, 
CAs , Y a A a 
y) wa oKxavdahion eva THY PLKP@V TOUTWY" (+) 8 TPO €eXeETE EavTots: ° day Sé d Matt. 18. 15. 
¢ 4 2 \ ¢ LO r / > , a ‘ 2N , » 
apapty eis Ge 0 adeA\hds Gov, emiTiuyooV avT@ Kal éay peTavonon, aes 
cD a 199 4 NN € 4 aA € , € , > x XN 1€ , a 
auto: (+) 4 Kab édy émtakis THs NMEPAS amapTHoN Els Oe, Kal EMTAKLS THS 
€ /, > \ \ lal lal 
HEpas emiotpeibyn wpos ae héywv, Metavow, adjoes avTo. 
200 \ os e an lal os \ 
(y') ° Kai etrov ot dadartoho. te Kuplo, Tpdécbes jytv tiotw. % Eire dé 
€ vA > yy 4 Lal 
o Kupuos, ° Ev ELYETE TLOTLV @S KOKKOV GWaTrEws, ehéyere av ™ ovKapive TAavTy, Matt. 17. 20. 


> te SS) , ial a 
ExpiloOnre kai putevOnre év TH Oardoon, Kat imjKovoev av vylv. 


Mark 9. 23. 
& 11. 23. 


201 V4 a A 

(=) 1 Tis 5é €€ tpadv Soddov eyov GpoTpiavTa 7) tmounaivovta, os eioeOdvte 
Ex TOU aypov épel, EvOéws mapedav avarece, 8° ad’ ovyi Epet avTa, “Evol- ach. 12. 37. 
pacov Ti deumvyicw, Kai tepilwoduevos Suakdver por, ews hdyw Kal iw, Kat 

\ la , \ , 7 9 My , » a“ 8 ON 2 , S, 
peTa TavTa pdyerat Kal Ticoat ov; n xdpw exer TO Sovrw Exelv@ OTL 


death, and before the General Resurrection and Judgment to 
come. 

— brws—ph] in order that they may not pass. 

29. Mwicéa kal rods mpopjras| Moses and the Prophets, i.e. 
the Old Testament. See Matt. xi. 13. Luke xxiv. 44, and Hot- 
tinger, Thesaur. Philol. pp. 454—456. Smith, Discourses on 
Prophecy, p. 301, and the authorities cited in the Editor’s Lec- 
tures on the Canon of Scripture, Lect. ii. pp. 30— 40. 

Here is a remarkable testimony from Christ Himself, speak- 
ing by the Father of the faithful in the world of departed Spirits, 
that the Jews have ‘‘ Moses and the Prophets ;” i. e. that the 
“ Canon of the Old Testament ”’ is, what it was believed by the 
Jews to be, viz. the Word of God, speaking by Moses and the 


Prophets ; and that it had been preserved in purity and integrity | 


by the Jewish Church to our Lord’s age, whence it has come 
down to our own; that it is genuine, authentic, and divine, 
and not, as some, contradicting Christ, would now have us believe, 
a mere farrago of fragments put together by writers more recent 
than ‘‘Moses and the Prophets;’’ and that its testimony is so 
cogent, that they who will not receive it as such, are in so 
hardened and desperate a state, that they would not be persuaded, 
even though one rose from the dead, 

Our Lord intimates also, that men come into the torments 
of Hades, as the Rich Man did, because they will not hear the 
Holy Scriptures delivered to them by God, and guarded by the 
Church. See next note. 

81. ob5& édy tis ex vexp&v avacrH] not even though one rose 
Jrom the dead. One did rise from the dead, and his name was 
Lazarus, raised by Christ. (John xi. 44.) But the Chief Priests 
did not believe; they even “consulted that they might put Laza- 
rus to death.” (John xii. 10,11.) And Another rose from the 
dead. He, who raised Lazarus, raised Himself. Still, they would 
not believe, but sought to kill them who preached the Resurrec- 
tion of Christ. (Acts iv. 2, 3.) 

All this was, because they would not hear ‘‘ Moses and the 
Prophets.’” What then will be the condition of those, who 
refuse to hear Moses and the Prophets, Christ and the Apostles, 
speaking in the Old and New Testaments ? 


Cu. XVII. 1. "Avévdexrov] It is impossible. od évdéxerat, 
Luke xiii. 33. The circumstances of the case do not admit of any 
other result. See note on Matt. xviii. 7, and on Luke xii. 49. 

On the use of the Tov, see on Acts x. 25. 

2. AvoireAc?] it is profitable. “ Tributum solvit, utilitatem 
affert.”’ (Vaick.) 

— ptros bvicds] Matt. xviii. 6. B, D, L, have Aléos purikds. 

3. éay Gudptn] Matt. xvii, 15—21. 

5. pdabes juiv miorw] Add faith to us; not, ‘increase 
our faith,’—‘ appone nobis fidem,’—give faith in addition to our 
other privileges, powers, and virtues. For a further exposition 


see below on v. 19. 


6. erdyere ty] ye would have said. 

—Th ovkaulyw tatty] to this mulberry-tree ; ‘ morus nigra 
sanguinea,’ Virg. Ecl. vi. 22. ‘Morum nigrum,’ Horat. Sat. ii. 
4.22. See Billerbeck, Flora Classica, p. 229. Winer, Lex. ii. 
p. 62. It seems to be derived from the Hebr. napw (shikmah), 
which is rendered in the LXX by cu«duvos, ] Chron. xxvii. 28, 
and in other places. The cuvxouopéa of Scripture is the Ficus 
Aigyptia. On the meaning of the sentence see Matt. xvii. 20. 
Mark xi. 23. 1 Cor. xiii. 2. 

— tmhxovoey by] would have obeyed you. On this verse, 
where the particle a» occurs twice, Valek. makes a memorable 
remark, viz. that this use of dv is only found seven times in the 
Psalms and Prophetical Books (Isa. i. 9. Ezek. iii. 6. Obad. v. 5. 
Ps. liv. 13; xxx. 15; cviii. 9; cxxiii. 3). 

Would this remark aid in settling the question concerning 
the date and authorship of the translation of the Books in the 
LXX? This use of &y is rare in St. Matthew and St. Mark; 
more common in St. Luke and St. John. On the very rare oc- 
currence of &y with the infinitive in the N. T., and, in certain 
cases, with the optative, see on 2 Cor. x. 9. 

7. Tis d¢ é& budv] But who of you? The reason why ye have 


| not faith is, that ye consider God as your Debtor for service ren- 


dered by you, instead of humbly regarding yourselves as indebted 
to Him for all your power to serve Him, and as unprofitable ser- 


| vants,—servants of whom He has no need, and who cannot be 


profitable to Him (Job xxii. 2; xxxv. 7. Ps. xvi. 2. Rom. xi. 
35),—i. e. as not laying your Master under any obligation, even 


| though you should do all that He commands you; for that is 


what you owe to Him, apetarete, v. 10. “ Non est beneficium sed 
officium facere quod debetis’”’ (Senec. Controv. ii. 13). All your 
power ot working in His service, and all your future reward for 
service, is of His free grace alone. See Rom.i. 5; iv. 4; x1. 6. 
1 Cor. xv. 10. Eph. iii. 7, 8.16. Cp. Bp. Beveridge and Pro- 
Jessor Browne on Art. XIV. “on Works of Supererogation.” 
The connexion, therefore, with the preceding verse is,— 
‘You ask for Faith. Faith is a grace; grace is a gift of God; 
and to him that hath shall be given, and he shall have more 
abundantly.’ (Matt. xiii. 12. Mark iv. 25. Luke viii. 18.) You 
must therefore have grace,—you must be sensible that you have 
no merit of your own, for you are not your own (1 Cor. vi. 19; 
vii. 23); that you owe all service to God, whose you are by 
nature and grace. ‘Nemo in operibus gloyietur,” says S. Am- 
brose, “ quia jure Domino debemus obsequium ; et dum vivimus 
debemus semper operari ;’’ and you must be conscious that you 
can do nothing without God; that without Him you are unprofit- 
able; and you must pray for His grace—and rely on Him, and 
ascribe to Him alone all that you can do; and then you will have 
faith, and be able to remove all the obstacles in your way. Cp. 
Matt. xvii. 20, and below, v. 19. 
9. My xdpw exe1] Does he feel obliged to? Does he return 
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and to put the matter in the true light, when he says of himself 
(1 Tim. i. 12), xdpiv Exw 7G evdvvapdoarvTl we Xpiorg. 2 Tim. 
i. 3, xd piv exw TH OCG G AaTpevw. 

10. drav movnonte] when ye have done all that has been com- 
manded you ;—which will never be; but Christ reminds us how 
high the standard of duty is, in order to teach us humility. 


— dovAor axpetol eouey] we are unprofitable servants. Yet 
Christ says, ‘‘Cast ye the unprofitable servant into the outer 
darkness” (Matt. xxv. 30),—and He also says, “‘ Well done, good 
and faithful servant” (xxv. 21.23). Therefore, though man can- 
not be profitable to God (see note on v. 7), yet one servant may 
be more unprofitable than another; and all are obliged to be 
dodAo1 moro) Kal dryaSol: and in order that they may be so, they 
must be sensible that of themselves they are a&xpeto., and pray 
for God’s grace to make them oxedy cis Tiuty hyaocpueva, €- 
xpnota TH Acondty cis wav Epyoy ayabby jTomacueva (2 Tim. 
ii. 21). 

ae God will reward in us hereafter is not our desert, but 
His grace in us. ‘‘Coronabit gratiam suam,” says S. August. 
When, therefore, we say that we are unprofitable servants, we 
speak of ourselves abstractedly considered as ourselves, and not 
of God’s grace in us, which makes us evxphorous eis diaKovlay. 
(2 Tim. iv. 11. Philem. 11.) 

Of ourselves we are &xpetor, and yet we shall be condemned 
if we are dxpezo (see Matt. xxv. 30); for it is our duty to im- 
prove the grace of God that is given us, so that we may not be 
apyol kat &capmor in the day of the Lord (2 Pet. i. 8). Hence it 
is true that ‘‘ Miser est quem Dominus servum inutilem appellat, 
beatus, qui se ipse.” (Beng.) 


— 6 apelrouer] what we ought to do. Why boastest thou? 
Dost thou not know that thou art in danger if thou payest not 
thy debts? and if thou payest them, thou hast no claim to 
thanks. (S. Cyril.) 

So even if we did all that is commanded us, we should not 
have conferred a favour on God, but have only paid a debt; and 
since we leave undone many things that we ought to do, and do 
many that we ought not, we have more need to plead for pardon, 
than to ask for reward. 


ll. Ka) éyévero] The lesson on the need of grace, and on the 
duty of thankfully ascribing all the good that we can do to God’s 
grace preventing and following us, introduces naturally the suc- 
ceeding narrative on the blessedness of gratitude to God, in the 
case of the Samaritan leper, and on the prevalence of the sin of 
ingratitude in the world, exemplified by the nine. 

— 81a wécov] between Samaria and Galilee. Our Lord was 
now going up to the Feast at Jerusalem. He was not willing to 
scandalize the Samaritans, who would be offended by seeing His 
face set to go up to Jerusalem (see above, ix. 52, 53). 

And He would not give offence to the Jews by preaching to 
the Samaritans. (Jerome.) He gave the first offer of salvation 
to the Jews. 

Thus He gave a remarkable practical i/lustration of His 
own precepts in this chapter concerning offences (xvii. 1, 2). 
He went along the boundary line of Galilee and Samaria, having 
Galilee on the left hand and Samaria on the right. He then 
crossed the Jordan, perhaps at Scythopolis, where was a bridge, 
into Perea, and then went southward till He crossed the Jordan 
again near Jericho, and so came to Jerusalem. (See Weistein). 


Editor’s “‘ Athens and Attica,” cap. xxiv. 

He travelled between Galilee and Samaria, rejected by one 
and not received by the other, and He went to Jerusalem to be 
crucified. ‘‘ He came unto His own, and His own received Him 
not,” (John i. 11.) It is said by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 432 ; cp. 
him on Matt. xix. 1) that St. Luke’s account is inconsistent with 
that of St. Matthew and St. Mark (x. 1), who say that our Lord 
went by Perea. But this is an error. St. Luke’s account is sup- 
plementary to theirs, not at variance with it. ; 

12. gorncay wd5phw0ev] they stood afar off; perhaps crying, 
“ Unclean, Unclean!’’ See Levit. xiii. 45. 

14. émidcléare éavtots] See on Matt. viii. 4. 

— Tots iepedor] to the Priests, i.e. of Jerusalem. It is imagined 
by some that Christ sent the Samaritan to a Samaritan priest. 
But Christ sent the Samaritan to the Priests—the Jewish priests 
—and thus taught him a salutary lesson to the soul, viz. “ that 
salvation is of the Jews’’ (John iv. 22). And the obedience 
of the Samaritan was more exemplary on this account. 

15. tréotpepe] he turned back, before he had shown himself to 
the priest; and so the paramount importance of Thankfulness is 
brought out more forcibly. Hence it appears that Gratitude to 
God, and, in like manner, other Moral Virtues grounded on Love 
and Faith, have an obligation prior and superior to that of all 
positive law. Cp. on Matt. ix. 13, and Luke vi. 1—9; xiii. 10— 
16; xiv. 3. 5. 

17. of 5€ka] Were not the ten cleansed? but the nine—where 
are they ? 

18. dddoyerhs] stranger. The Samaritan is so called because 
of his Assyrian extraction. (Cyril, p. 367.) See above on x. 3]. 

Although our Lord, not willing to give offence to the Jews 
and Samaritans by going through Samaria to the Feast at Jeru- 
salem (see on v. 11), did not go to the Samaritans, yet the Sama- 
ritans are welcomed by Him. The one Samaritan leper comes 
back to Christ and is dJessed, while the other nine lepers pass on, 
and forfeit the blessing. 

19. % miotis cov] thy faith hath saved thee. This word faith 
is the clue which connects this history with the request of the 
Apostles in v. 5. Our Lord’s reply to them here may be thus 
paraphrased : You ask me to give you Faith in addition to your 
other privileges and supposed virtues. Look not merely to the 
giver, but look also to yourselves the recipients. I cannot give, 
unless you are rightly disposed to receive; you must banish all 
thoughts of your having any merit of your own, to which faith is 
to be added (see v. 5). And think not that faith is a thing to be 
added; imagine not that it is to be merely an appendage (év 
mpocOnkns méper) to other graces and virtues. No; it is the 
root and ground of all virtue. You' must begin with believing in 
Me. And say not, ‘‘add to us ;” suppose not, that it is to be 
added to you, as if you were something in yourselves. No; you 
must empty yourselves of yourselves, before you can receive an 
infusion of divine grace, giving you faith. 

The Holy Spirit enforces this lesson by recording the history 
of the grateful Samaritan; and so teaches Christ's disciples by 
the example of a stranger (v. 18), of whom it is declared by 
Christ that he had faith, a saving faith by which he removed the 
sycamine tree of his own leprosy, a Scriptural image of sin, and 
had shown that Faith, by clear-sighted appreciation of the great 
es of thankful ascription of all praise and glory to God alone 

v. 15), 


LUKE XVII. 20—35, 


233 


202 > N lal » ~ 
(=) ?®’Eneparnfels 5 t7d Tv Sapicaiwy wdte epyerar HY Bactrela Tod 

fal 3 ?, > A Q > °’ ¥ e , a nan \ 
Ocov, amexpiOn avrots Kal elrev, OvK epyerar y Bacireia Tov Oeov pera 
if m1 Oe 3 Qn be ) Ni ® xh 3 ‘ b] La) io \ NX e - 
Tapatypycews, *' ovdé epovow, "Id0od ade, 7) idov exet idod yap 7 Bacrreia 


las tow PF) \ e lal 3 
Tov Ocov EVTOS ULWV EOTLD. 


(=) ~ Eire 5€ rpds tods pabytas, Eedoovrar nuépas ote emifupjoete pilav 


an ¢ lol las (ee a wn 5 , > na \ b) yy 
TOV NuEP@V TOV Liod Tod avOpdrov idetv, Kal odK dperOe. 
bpiv, )’Idov doe, 7 idod exet pr aédOnre, pyde didEyTe 


(44) 3 Kat épovow 


Ge) a @OTEP yap j Matt. 24. 23. 


k Matt. 24, 27. 


ec b) \ ¢€ Sy) , > lal (xe) > \ > XN Cae 3 X\ Na 
Y AOTPATY) QGOTPATTOVOA EK TYS VT OUPaVOV ELS THY VT ovpavovVv ALT El, 


A 4 ¢ ey “a > - > rs la 2 A 
oUTwS EoTaL O Tids TOU avOpwrov Ev TH HEPA avTOV. 


Il 
YEVERS TAUTNS. 


\ b A ¢€ , an CA A > iY 
KQL €V TALS NREPALS Tov Yuov Tov avOparrov. 


~ nw ~ lal > lal 
(Fr) *% IIpa@rov dé Set atriv wohha mabeiv, Kat arodoxiypacOyvar amo THs 
(27) *°' Kat kafas éeyévero ev tats jucpais Nae, ovtws eorar 


1 Matt. 24. 37, 38. 


» y 4, 
27 "Hobov, erwov, &ydpovr, 


eleyapilovto, axpe As Huepas eionhe Noe eis THY KiBwrov, Kal HOev 6 KaTa- 


X nf >) , 7 
KA\vo POS Kal amT@ecev aravTas. 


e , Ae » a y > , re > ON, 5) / > 80 ‘ 
HREPAls WT, Yo Lov, €7TLVOYV, nYOpa OV, EMWAOUD, Epurevor, @KO OfLOUV 


ey 28 ‘oO , \ oe 2 7 ee peti) 
X MPOL@S KAL WSs EVEVETO €VY TALS 


29 2 
] 


dé yucpa eénOe Aar ard Yodduwv, eBpefe wip Kal Ociov dm ovdpavod kal 


y 
amoév\ecey atavtas: * 


Kadvmrerar. (F-) 2 ™ 


\ Pie + ce AS / € en lal > 7, b) 
KATA TAVTA EOTAL Y NMEepa O Lids Tov avOparov amo- 
3 >) , “~ e€ 4, aA Y¥ Sinan la} ?, NS 
Matt. 24. 17, 
Ev éxeivn TH EPG, OS EoTar emt Tov SdpaTos, Kal ™Ma 


\ , b) Cx. 4) fa See: \ Ba ay ES iw ‘ e 5) lal 3 n 
Ta O KEV?) QvuTOU €V TY) OLKLO, BY KAaTAPATW Opat QaQuTa*’ KaL O EV TM aypy 


¢ , ~ > Ih > v3 fe 
OMOLwS py EeTLATpEATwW Els TA OTTITW' 


210 32 , la X\ , 
(=) PUN MOVEVETE TS YVVQLKOS Aor. 


2 a a 
(Gr) *%°°Os €av Gothen tiv Wyn aitov caca atoh€ce adtiy Kal Os eay » Matt. 16. 25. 


> , =) \ YA, > l4 
amohkeon avTnv Cwoyovnoe avrny. 


(2) ¥ dey 
IV 
dvo éml Khivys pas: els TapadnpOycera, Kal 6 


Cea) , a eo, 
UPLY, TAUTY) ™7) VUKTL EO OVTAL 


4 $4 
ETEPOS adeOnoerar. 35 © Arjo 0 Matt. 24. 40, 41 


y b) , SEN ‘\ > 4, , , \\ ¢€ € la > - 
ecovTat adjfovoa emt 7d avTo pia TaparypOyjcerar, Kal n ETEpa adeOyoerau. 


The Holy Spirit, writing by St. Luke to the Gentiles, re- 
cords, with particular prominence and emphasis, portions of our 
Lord’s teaching which inculcate the duty of Prayer (see above, 
v. 16), a duty little understood and still less practised by the 
Heathen world. He also recommends, in a similar manner, that 
of Thanksgiving, which was still less understood and practised 
than that of Prayer. There are some Prayers in Homer’s Poems, 
but how few Thanksgivings! See above, Introduction, p. 160. 

20. weta mapatnphoews]| with observation. maparnpety is used 
by the LXX for the Hebr. Ww (shamar), ‘to keep watch,’ and 
the sense is, Do not suppose that the Kingdom of the Messiah is 
such, that its approach is to be observed from a watch-tower, like 
the march of a victorious army coming on with triumphal pomp 
and retinue. No; it is within you; its way must be prepared i 
your hearts. (Cyril:) 

21. évrbs tuay éorw)] it is within yourselves. “The word is very 
nigh unto thee, in thy mouth, and in thy heart, that thou mayest 
do it.”” (Deut. xxx. 14.) Ask not about times and seasons; but 
rather be in earnest for the kingdom of heaven, in the prepara- 
tion of your own hearts for its reception. Make a road for it 
there., Prepare a highway for it there. (See above, iii. 4.) 
It depends on yourselves, on your own wills, and on your 
own tempers, whether you will receive it or no. See Cyril, 
p. 542. ° 
' 22. emiOuphoere] ye shall desire. He had spoken to the Pha- 
risees, and now He adds, The time is coming when even you, my 
disciples, in your troubles, will desire earnestly to see even a 
single one of the days of the Son of Man, and ye shall not see it. 
You will expect Me to interfere, and rescue you, and destroy your 
enemies. (Cyril.) But the, End is not yet. “In patience pos- 
sess ye your souls.” When I come, it will be unexpectedly ; and 
so far from destroying Mine enemies at once, I must first suffer 
touch from them; and the world will go on, eating and drinking, 
careless of Me and of My coming (as in the days of Noah and of 
Lot), till I shall come like Lightning from Heaven. 

26—28. jucpars N@e—Ad7] days of Noé—Lot. On these 
two Judgments, one by Water, the other by Fire, as types and 
rehearsals of the circumstances of the Universal Judgment by 
Fire of the Great Day, see 2 Pet. ii. 5, 6. Jude 7. 

27. “HoGiov] Were eating and drinking—this was their life. 

29. ZBpete] 5 Ocds, Matt. v. 45, God rained fire. The destruc- 
tion of Sodom and Gomorrha is not attributed in Scripture to the 

Vou. I. 


agency of Water (i. e. to the waters of the sea of Sodom) drown- 
ing them, but of Fire (Gen. xix. 23—28). But the soil itself 
was also convulsed, and the waters of the Jordan, which before 
flowed through that region, were pent up in the Lacus Asphal- 
tites, or Dead Sea,—a striking emblem of the Lake of Fire. See 
above, on Mark ix. 49. 

31. Ev éxelyn 7H huépal In that day. juépa is here used, in 
a larger sense, for the time, whether longer or shorter, in which 
Christ is now coming to every man singly by death. 

— én) Tov Sépuaros} on the housetop. The Holy Spirit here 
records these sayings of our Blessed Lord independently of any 
explicit reference to the taking of Jerusalem, and thus teaches us 
that they not only relate to that event (see on Matt. xxiv. 17— 
20), but have a general meaning, applicable to all ages of the 
Spiritual Jerusalem, or Christian Church; and especially to the 
Latter Days. 

' He that is on the housetop, devoted to a holy life of prayer 
and meditation, let him not descend to earthly cares and inte- 
rests. (Ambrose.) He that “has put his hand to the plough’’ 
(Luke ix. 62) and is engaged in the field of the Church, let him 
not turn back to the world, but rather forget the things that are 
behind and press forward (Phil. iii. 13). S. Aug. Qu. Evang. ii. 
41. Theoph. See note on Matt. xxiv. 17—26. 

32.] On this text see the Sermon of By. Andrewes, ii. 61. 

33. (woyovhres] ‘vivipariet’ (Acts vii. 19), an expressive word, 
derived from animal parturition, bringing forth to air and life 
what was before concealed in the womb. That day shall come as 
the pains of labour (#S?ves) on a woman in travail (see on Matt. 
xxiv. 8); but to the saints of God it shall be the birth of the soul 
and body to life and glory everlasting. See S. Ignat. ad Rom. c. 
6, and notes below on Acts ii. 24. 

34. d00 ém) KAlyys putas, K.T.A.] two men in one bed. Not out 
circumstances, but our hearts, will determine our future con- 
dition. (S. Cyril.) See on Matt. xxiv. 40. 

35. &AnPovca] grinding. Perhaps a reference to the trials 
of the fearful night in Exod. xi. 5. (Huseb.) 

86. Sto goovra ev TG dyp@" 4 cis maparnpehcera Kad 6 repos 
apeOhoerat] This stands as v. 36 in Elz., but it is not in A, B, 
H, G, H, K, L, M, Q, R, 8, V, X, ©, A, A, Lr. Probably it has 
been brought into the text of some MSS. from the margin, where 
it had been written as a parallel from St. Matthew. 
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36. “Orov +o c&ua] Wherever is the Body, thither will be 
gathered together the Eagles. Observe the position of the words, 
Wherever My Body is, there, if you are Eagles of the Gospel,— 
“ flying aloft, and rising superior to earthly things, and hastening 
as an eagle to its prey,’’—you will be gathered together. (S. Am- 
brose. Theophyl.) Flock to Christ—to Christ crucified—with 
the keen sight, and eager appetite of Eagles; of whom it is said, 
“ she seeketh the prey, and her eyes behold afar off; her young 
ones also suck up blood; and where the slain is, there is she.” 
Job xxxix. 29, 30. See on Matt. xxiv. 28, and S. Cyril here, p. 
373. Mai, p. 549. Smith. ; 


Cu. XVIII. 1. ravrore mpocetxec0a] Here follows a Lesson,— 

1. On the Duty of Prayer (vv. 1—8). 

2. On the right manner of Prayer (vv. 9—14). 

3. On the duty of Intercessory Prayer, and on the privileges 
of Benediction (vv. 15, 16). 

See above on Luke v. 16. Bp. Andrewes, Preparation to 
Prayer, v. p. 354. Dr. Barrow’s Sermon on 1 Thess. v. 17, and 
Sermon vi. vol. i. p. 107, and below, xxiv. 53. 

— éeyxareiv] to faint. Said properly of a coward (kakbs) in 
battle. Prayer is here spoken of as a militia or warfare. The 
arms of the Church are Prayers. The Church Militant is the 
Church Supplicant. Her congregations for public Prayer are her 
armies of Soldiers storming the Gates of Heaven with a siege of 
prayers. ‘‘ Heec vis Deo grata est.”’ ( Tertullian.) 

Some MSS. have exxaxety here, e.g. E, G, M, R, 8, V, X, 
T, A; others have évxarety or éykaxety, e.g. A, B*, D, H, K, Q, 
L, U, A. See 2 Cor. iv. 1. 16. 

8. iipxeto] used to come often. ‘ Ventitabat.’ (Grot.) 

4. 70cAcevy] So A, B, D, L, Q, R, X, Lr. and preferable to 
nOeAnoev, as Showing a habit. 

— éy éwvt@] in himself, secretly. Our Lord by this expres- 
sion, frequently used in His Parables.(see xvi. 3, 4, and xviii. 11), 
reminds us that He is the Searcher of hearts—a doctrine very 
necessary for the Gentiles. Cp. Horat. 1 Hpist. xvi. 54—62. 

— roy «.7.A.] ‘¢ Symbolum athei potentis.” (Beng.) 

5. dud ye] ‘ at cerie.’ 

— eis téAos] The Authorized Version has ‘by her continual 
coming,’ and this seems to be the true meaning; i. e. lest coming 
to the end—S.aredés, cis Td Sinverts (Heb. x. 1. 12. 14), never 
ceasing to come—she bruise me; «is tTéAos = Hebr. n3y 
(lanetsah), ‘in eternum’ (Ps. ix. 18; x. 11; xliv. 23). 

— trwmd(n] bruise me, ‘sugillet me.’ S. Aug. Quest. 
Evang. ii. 45, ‘obtundat me.’ See on 1 Cor. ix. 27, brwmid(w 
pov 7d oc@ma, a word derived from pugilists, who strike the face 
under the eyes (srdmov), and make it black and blue by con- 
tusion. See the examples in Wetstein. Hence, in popular lan- 
guage, it means, like Latin odtundo, to worry, to bore to death. 

The unjust Judge represents himself as the injured person— 
as Urwmacuévoy by a poor widow ! 

6. 6 Kpiths Tijs ddictas] On this use of the genitive, see on 
xvi. 8, rby oixovduoy THs ddiKtas, and on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

7. ‘O St Oeds k.7.A.] The righteous Judge of all (2 Tim. iv. 
8. Heb. xii. 23) shall not He make tiv éxdiknow, His award, 
that award which is determined, and shall not He judge the cause 
of His elect, who cry to Him on earth, and whose spirits pray to 
Him from under the altar, where they have been slain as sacrifices 
to Him? (Rev. vi. 10. 2 Hsdr. xv. 8,9. Ecclus. xxxv. 17.) 

The case of the Widow is that of the Christian Church, now 


a Widow in the world, and subject to persecution and distress, till 
the return of Her Lord, who is the righteous Judge of quick and 
dead ; “ donec Sponsvus é ccelo redeat ad judicium.”” (Aug.) 

S. Augustine asks,—How is this saying of Christ to be re- 
conciled with His precept to pray for our enemies (Matt. v. 44) ? 
The Vindicta desired, he says, is to be effected ‘‘ conversione ad 
justitiam, aut amissa per supplicium potestate, qua nunc adversus 
bonos valent.” 

Perhaps, however, the true solution of the question is to be 
found in the meaning of the words éxdicely and éxdlxnous, used 
here and in Rev. vi. 10; of which the essential sense is ‘ doing 
justice to an injured party,’ and the infliction of punishment on 
any other party is only per accidens. 

The word ‘avenge’ in our authorized Version is from the 
Vulgate ‘facere vindictam,’ and may suggest an improper mean- 
ing, unless explained from the original. 

Indeed, the drift of the whole passage is to discourage and 
forbid revenge; for it commands Prayer, i.e. the laying of all 
our griefs before God, who forbids us to avenge ourselves (Rom. 
xii. 19), and requires us to forgive, if we desire to be forgiven 
(Matt. xviii. 35). 

— Kal waxpoduvpay en’ adtots] although He is long-suffering 
over them, and delays to execute vengeance in their cause. For 
this use of parpoduuety, see Heclus. xxxii. 18, LXX, and cp. 
Rom. ii. 4. 1 Pet. iii. 20. 2 Pet. iii. 9; and see James v. 7—10 
on the sense of wakpobuula and pakpoduud. 

On the use of ém) see Acts xi. 19, OAtis em) Eredhdyy. 
(Glass. Phil. p. 562. Winer, Gr. Gr. p. 373.) 

For waxpodvypey some MSS.--A, B, D, L, Q, X,—have po- 
KpoOupe?, a reading which deserves consideration. They cry unto 
Him night and day, and yet He delays to execute vengeance in 
their cause. 

The best illustration of this text is to be derived from the 
prayer of the disembodied souls of the Hlect of God, under the 
Altar (Rev. vi. 9, 10), which cry with a loud voice, saying, —How 
long, O Lord, holy and true, dost thou not judge and avenge 


(€xd:Kezs) our blood on them that dwell on the earth? i.e. on 
the Powers of this World. 


8. év roxe] speedily. And yet eighteen centuries are passed 
since these words were spoken; and what is described as near is 
not yet come. Cp. Rev. i. 3; xxii..10. Rom. xiii. 12. Phil. iv. 
5. Heb. x. 25. 37. James v. 8, where the day of Judgment is 
described as close at hand. For so it is, in the eye of Almighty 
God, who thus speaks in the Scriptures inspired by Him, and to 
whom a thousand years are as one day (2 Pet. iii. 8) ; and be- 
cause it is near at hand relatively ; as all events in ¢ime are when 
compared with eternity, for which man is designed; and so (as 
Augustine says) the Creation itself, which took place 4000 years 
before, is to an immortal being but an event of yesterday; and 
because, in fact, the day of Judgment comes to each man at the 
day of his death, which cannot be far from any one. 

These considerations are necessary for the proper inter- 
pretation of Scripture Prophecy, which partakes “of the nature of 
its Divine Author ;” with Whom a Millennium is but a Moment. 

— Wav] And yet—though the day of retribution is so near 
at hand—will the Son of Man, when He cometh, find the faith 
on Earth? No; ‘the Love of many will wax cold in the latter 
days, and many will depart from the faith.” Matt. xxiv. 12. 
1 Tim. iv. 1. (Cyril.) 

The Earth is here contrasted with the children of Light and 
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with the Kingdom of Heaven. The tribes of the Earth will wail 
because of Him. Cp. Rev. i. 7; ili. 10, rods karoiodvTas ém) 
THs yas, and xiii. 8. 14; xiv. 6; and xviii. 3, of Eumopo. THs 
iis, and see below on xxi. 35. The tribes of the Karth are they 
who have their hearts and their treasure here below, upon earth, 
and not above, in heaven. 

The World will have little faith in God’s retributive Justice. 
It will say, ‘‘ Where is the promise of His Coming ?’’ (2 Pet. iii. 
3, 4.) Men will forget Him and live worldly lives, and magnify 
themselves as if God were not King and Judge of the Earth, and 
as if they had no account to render to Him. And even many of 
the good will faint through fear (Matt. xxiv. 12). Therefore 
‘pray always,” and do not lay down your arms in this divine 
warfare. ‘ Ut oremus credamus, et ut ipsa non deficiat fides, qua 
oramus, oremus. Fides fundit Orationem ; fusa Oratio fidei im- 
petrat firmitatem.” (S. Aug. Serm. xcv.) 

9. ed éavTois] in themselves, not in God. 

— tovs Aorrovs] the rest of the world. Cp. v.11, of Aozol 
Ta avOparaY. 

10. <is 7d fepdy mpoceviacOa] to the Temple to pray. Pro- 
bably at one of the stated times of prayer, sacrifice, and offering of 
incense in the Temple, on which see Acts ii. 15; iii. 1; x. 9. 
Lightfoot on the Temple Service, chap. ix. vol. i. p. 946. Jahn, 
Arch. § 396. For an exposition of this parable, see Basil, Seleuc. 
p- 180. 

ll. orafels] having taken his stand like a statue. ‘“ Notat 
Phariszi superbiam, qui in loco Templi conspicuo instar statue 
stans erectus, magna cum affectatione pietatem mentiebatur, oppo- 
sité ad modestum Publicanum, qui, oculis in terram dejectis, in 
angulum quendam se abdiderat.” (Valck.) 

— mpos éavt}v—mpoonixeTo] was praying with himself ; that 
is, secretly, whispering as it were with his own voice into his own 
ear, ‘‘ Labra movens, metuens audiri,”’ while he was recounting 
his own merits in prayer! He prayed with his eye fixed on 
himself, and only glancing, as it were, at God. 

There is a contrast in this respect, as in others, between the 
Publican and the Pharisee; the Publican was not ashamed to 
confess himself openly to be a sinner. All could hear Ais ejacula- 
tion, ‘‘ God be merciful to me the sinner.” 

The Pharisee prayed to himself. His prayer was such as 
could not be made audible to men; and yet (such is the force of 
self-deceit !) it is offered to God! Such a prayer is well de- 
scribed by Horat. (Epist. xvi. 60), and better still by Persius 
(Sat. ii. 5): 

“ At bona pars procerum tacitd libabit acerra. 

Haud cuivis promptum est murmurque humilesque susurros 

Tollere de templis, et aperto vivere voto.” 


“ Quid rogaverit Deum quere in verbis ejus, nihil invenies ; 
ascendit orare; noluit orare, sed se laudare: parum est non 
Deum laudare, et se laudare, insuper et roganti Publicano in- 
sultare.’’ Aug. (Serm. cxv.) 

Our Lord, by revealing to us the secret prayer of this Pha- 
risee, reminds ws that in praying to Him we are dealing with One 
who reads the heart. 

— of Aourol] the rest of mankind ; “omnes preter ipsum.” 
(S. Aug.) 

He censures God in his prayer: Thou hast not one righteous 
on earth but me, éym So) pdvos THs dperiis Onoavpds pnuos by 
eln Sixcsoodvns ) Yi, et wh Tabtny emarou ey. Basil. Seleuc. 
(p- 183.) 

“ Gratias agit de malis que in aliis videt!” 
Grad. Humil.) 

A remarkable proof of self-deceit. He had begun with de- 
ceiving others with a specious show of sanctity. He ends with 
deceiving himself; and he even thinks to deceive God. He draws 
a flattering portrait of himself, and holds it up for admiration to 
the eyes of God. And this is his prayer! 

Because he had tampered with the truth, God. gave him 
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over to a reprobate mind, and he had become a prey to the 
Tempter; the God of this world blinded his eyes. Therefore, 
“Thou blind Pharisee !’”’ says Christ, to such deceivers and de- 
ceived as this. (Matt. xxiii. 26.) 


Here is a solemn warning to all to revere the voice of Con- 
science, and to obey God’s Word, and to cherish the motions of 
the Spirit of Truth in the soul, and to pray for a clean heart, and 
to be cleansed from secret faults. 

Here also is a solution of the mystery, which would other- 
wise be very perplexing, that men can quiet their consciences, and 
go up to the Temple to pray, and attempt to.deceive the Omni- 
scient, and yet be easy in their minds, and claim veneration from 
the world. They, like the Pharisees, have indulged themselves 
in spiritual pride, and have despised others, and have not con- 
formed with meekness and humility to God’s holy will and words, 
and they are punished by self-delusion. They are deceived by the 
Tempter into attempting to deceive God. 

— odtos 6 TeAdvns] this Publican! We would not miss the 
opportunity of calling his neighbour by a contemptuous name 
(‘ this Publican’), even in his prayers, and even when that neigh- 
bour was beating his breast in penitential sorrow and prayer. 

12. ds tod caBBdrov| twice in the week; on Monday and 
Thursday. See Theophylact, Lightfoot, and Wetstein here ; and 
Buxtorf, De Synagog., ch. xiv. p. 279: ‘‘ Nam Mosem die quinto 
montem Sinai secundd conscendisse, et die Lunze descendisse.’’ 
Theophyl. adds correctly : c¢BBata dé rhy éBdoudda (the week) 
ZAeyov mANOuyTiKs, BOev nal ulav caBRatrwyv thy map’ duiv 
Kupiakhy éxddouv, mapa yap “EBpatos 7d wlayv onualve: ravtoy TH 
T POT NY. 

— boa KT@ua] whatsoever I acquire. He boasts of his wealth. 
‘‘De omnibus rebus meis utcunque minutis decimas pendo.”’ 
This was in the true spirit of the Pharisees, who said, ‘Show me 
my duty, and I will do it ; and show me what is more than my duty, 
and I will do that.” Itwas his duty to pay tithe (Numb. xviii. 
21. Deut. xiv. 22), but not of mint, anise, and cummin; and, in 
his minute and scrupulous curiosity about that, he forgot the 
weightier matters of the Law. 

18. paxpddev Eotds] standing afar off. In the same court as 
the Pharisee, that of the Israelites (see v. 11, otros 6 teAdvns), 
but not pressing forward toward the Holy Place. 

— erumrey eis Td 0700s] was beating on his breast, and had his 
eyes fixed on the ground, while the Pharisee was standing as a 
statue. What a contrast ! 

Our Lord, who reads the heart, and therefore needs no in- 
terpreter of it, and teaches “ that God is a Spirit and must be 
worshipped in spirit and in truth”? (John iv. 24), yet does not omit 
to specify and approve these outward acts of the Publican as fit 
exponents of inward devotion. Man is composed of body and 
soul. And God, who made both, requires no less the reverence 
of the body than the devotion of the soul. He detests profane- 
ness no less than He abhors hypocrisy. Christ twice drove the 
buyers and sellers even from the outer courts of the Temple, 
which was less holy than the Church. 

It cannot, therefore, be doubted, that where decent and edi- 
fying outward forms are prescribed by competent Authority, there 
compliance with those forms is pleasing in His sight, and is an 
essential part of duty to Him. Cp. 1 Cor. xi. 4—16. 

— lAdoOnri] have mercy ! treds pot yévoro (Phavorin.), ‘ pro- 
pitius esto.’ Cp. on Matt. xvi. 22. 

— TG ipaptwrG] the sinner. The Pharisee was the saint in 
his own eyes, and the Publican was the sinner. To the Pharisee, 
all the rest of the world were sinners (v. 11), and he singled out his 
neighbour the Publican for condemnation as such. The Publican 
thought of no one’s sins but his own. He was the sinner above 
all in his own sight, and as such he smote on his breast, and 
prayed for pardon, God be merciful to me the sinner. Cp. St. 
Paul’s language, 1 Tim. i. 15, and see on Rom. vy. 7. 
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f Matt. 19. 13, 14. 
Mark 10. 13—15. 


g Matt. 19. 16— 
29 


Mark 10. 17—30. 


h Matt. 20. 17— 
19. 
Mark 10 32—34, 


LUKE XVIII. 15—34. 
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14. dedixarwpéevos—H] justified, acquitted and pardoned, not 
more than the other, but rather than the other. 

The ellipsis of w@AAoy is seen in Gen. xxxviii. 26, dedicalwrar 
Odpap 7) eye, ‘rather than I.’ Ps. exviii. 8, dyadby memoiévan 
ém) Kipiov 7) ex &vOpwrov. -Matt. xviii. 8; above, xv. 7. See 
Glass. Phil. S. p. 274. And this comparison is tantamount to a 
strong negative of the second member of the sentence. See the 
examples, ibid. p. 465. 1 Cor. vii. 9. 1 Pet. iii. 17, i.e. in this 
case the Pharisee was not justified, but condemned. As Euthym. 
here well says, 6 fucadoas povov EavTdy KaTedixdoOn mapd 
@cod, 6 5& Karadiudoas pdvoy éauTdy edixa1dhOn Tapa cod, 
and Tertullian, c. Marc. iv. 36, “‘ Alterum reprobatum alterum 
justificatum descendisse,”’ and S. Aug. “ Superbia in Phariszeo de 
templo damnata descendit, et humilitas in Publicano ante Dei 
oculos approbata descendit.”’ 

— yap éxeivos] So the majority of the best MSS., A, E, G, 
H, K, M, P, Q, S, U, V, X, T, A, A, and about 150 Cursives : 
} execivos, the reading of Elz., is only in a few Cursives. B and L 
have map’ éxetvov. The yap, Winer says, G. G. p. 216, is with- 
out example. But yap serves to mark transition ; and perhaps it 
is introduced for euphony, to soften the harsh hiatus between 7 
and éxe?vos, and to strengthen the assertion. See Luke viii. 17, 
18; ix. 24—26; xix. 10. Acts xvi. 37, ob yap GAN’ eAOdyTes. 
John vii. 41, uh yap ek THs TadiAalias 6 Xpiords Epxerac; ix. 30, 
ev yap Totty Oavuacrdy éeotrw. Gal. i. 10, dpri yap avOpdaous 
melOw ; 

Indeed, if we regard yap etymologically, i. e. as formed of ye 
tipa (Hoogeveen), the sense of 7) yap here is obvious. 

15. Mpooépepov x.7.A.] See Matt. xix. 13—15, Mark x. 13— 


16. St. Luke here has Bpépn, the more Hellenic word used by 
him alone of all the Evangelists; the others have maidia which 
St. Luke also has in v. 16, 17. 

— kal 7d Bpépn] also their infants, as well as themselves. 

17. ?Apiy A€éyw tyiv] See S. Aug. Serm. cxv., where he uses 
this text (as the Book of Common Prayer does) as an argument 
for Infant Baptism: “ Veniant ergo parvuli, languidi ad medicum, 
veniant perditi ad Redemptorem : veniant, nemo prohibeat. In 
ramo nihil commiserunt, sed in radice perierunt. Benedicat 
pusillos cum magnis. Causam parvuloruam Domini commendamus 
majoribus. Nihil habent mali nisi quod de fonte traxerunt. Non 
eos impediant a salute, qui ad id quod traxerunt multa addiderunt.”’ 

18. Kal émnpérnoe .7.A.] See Matt. xix. 16—22. Mark x. 
17—22. 

— Aiddonare}] Master. mpocépxerar 7G xuply &s amdas 
avOpdmw Kal SidacKdrAw. (Theoph.) 

19. Ti we A€yers &yabdy;] If I am only Master, why dost 
thou call Me Good? if [ am God, why call Me Master? why not 
call Me God? For there is none good, but God. ‘ Quid me 
dicis bonum, quem negas Deum? Non ergo se bonum negat, sed 
Deum designat.”” (S. Ambrose.) See on Matt. xix. 17. 

24, *ldav «.7.A.] See on Matt. xix. 23—30. 

28. ijuets] we, emphatic; we have done what Thou commandest 
others to do. 

— abhapev—jrorovdnraper] we have left all and became 
JSollowers of Thee, and still are. 

81. TlapadaBov .7.A.] See on Matt. xx. 17—19. Mark x. 
32—34; and on these verses, 31—44, see Greg. M. Moral. i. in 
Evang. ii. p. 1440. 


LUKE XVII. 35—43. XIX. 1—9. 
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35. ’Evyévero S¢, «.7.A.] On the time and place of the healing of 
the blind man, see on Matt. xx. 29—34, and on Mark x. 46—852. 

— ‘lIepixé] Jericho, in the tribe of Benjamin (Joseph. Antt. 
xviii. 21), on the borders of Ephraim (xvi. 17), in a fair and fertile, 
well-watered country, celebrated for its balsam and its palm-trees 
(Strabo, xvi. p. 763. Plin.y.14. Reland, pp. 384. 829. Lightfoot, 
Works, ii.°43) ; 150 stadia east from Jerusalem, and 60 west from 
the river Jordan. Robinson, Palestine, ii. pp. 273—304. The 
city had been much beautified by Herod (Joseph. Antt. xvi. 5), 
who had a palace there; and it was now the next city to Jerusalem 
in importance. It is now called Richa or Ericha, and is almost 
deserted. 

38. *Incod Tic Aavid] Jesus, thou Son of David! See the 
blind man’s faith. The crowd had said (v. 37), that ‘“ Jesus of 
Nazareth’’ passeth by. But the blind man would not address 
Him by that title; but he invokes Him as ‘ Jesus, the Son of 
David.’ The crowd was blind, the blind man saw, and con- 
demned the blindness of the crowd. 


Cu. XIX. 1. difpxeto] He was passing through ; i.e. He was 
not going to make any stay there; but was induced to wait awhile, 
vv. 5. 7. 9, at the house of Zaccheeus. 

2. Zarxaios| Zaccheus. The name (which occurs in the 
Talmud, see Lightfoot) shows him to have been a Jew, and there- 
fore more obnoxious to his countrymen, as an instrument in the 
hands of the Romans, for exacting taxes from them; being, as he 
was, a chief of the hated order of Publicans, and rich, perhaps, 
by means of his profession; and he dwelt at Jericho, a wealthy 
commercial city, the next in importance in Judea, after Jerusalem. 

According to a later tradition (Const. Apost. vii. 46), he be- 
came first Bishop of Cesarea, in Palestine. 

4. avéBn én) cvKouopéav] he climbed up into a sycamore-tree. 
The tree here mentioned is the ‘ ficus sycomorus ;’ the Egyptian 
fig, in leaves and aspect like the white mulberry. Plin. xiii. 14. 
Dioscor.i. 182. It has a knotty stem, and grows toa considerable 
height, and shoots out its boughs wide, with thick foliage. Hassel- 
quist, Reise, &c. p. 535. Billerbeck, Flora, p. 229. Winer, R. 
W. B. ii. p. 26. 

— éxelvns] So A,B, E,F, G, H, K, L, M, Q, R, 8, U, V.— 
Ellz., 5? éxetvns. Cp. ch. v. 19. 

This history of Zacchzus has spiritual instruction for us. 
He was little in stature, and he could not see Christ for the crowd. 
But this difficulty stimulated his efforts to gratify his desires. 
He mounted the tree. Christ, who read his heart, saw him, and 
rewarded him, and became a guest at his house. Often by reason 
of the crowd of worldly affairs, and on account of our spiritual 
lowness of stature, we cannot discern Christ ; but there are syca- 
mores planted in the road, by which He will pass. He has given 


us the means of grace,—Prayer, Scripture, Sacraments. These are 
the Trees which He has planted by the way side of life. Let the 
crowd and our own littleness excite us to run before, like Zaccheeus, 
and to ascend the tree; and then, like him, we shall see Christ, 
and He will come and abide with us. 

Pusillitatem nostram, ad videndum Dominum, turba pre- 
pedit, quia infirmitatem humane mentis, ne lucem veritatis in- 
tendat, curarum szcularium tumultus premit. Sed prudenter 
sycomorum ascendamus ; per sycomorum Dominus transiens 
cernitur. (S. Gregor. 27. Moral. in Job xxxvii.) 

God always rewards us, if He sees us eager for good. (Theoph.) 

5. dvaBrébas 6 Inoods, x.7.A.] Jesus looked up and saw. He 
who had seen the heart of Nathanael beneath the thick foliage of 
the fig-tree (John i. 48), reads that of Zaccheeus in the shade of 
the sycamore, and more than grants his prayer. Etsi vocem 
invitantis, Jesus non audierat, viderat tamen affectum. Ambrose. 
He promises to come to his house, having already visited his heart. 
See also S. Cyril here, and S. Chrysostom, Homil. de Zaccheo. 

— ZLarxate] Zaccheus. Christ, the Good Shepherd, knows 
all His sheep, and calleth them all by their names. John x. 3. 

7. katadvoa] to be a guest with ; hence the inn or lodging, 
diversorium, in which Christ was born is called katdAuvpa (see 
above, ii. 7); and so is the Guest. Chamber for refreshment, where 
He ate the Paschal Supper, and instituted the Holy Eucharist. 
See below, xxii. 11. 

8. Srabels] Having taken his stand. We are left by St. Luke 
to judge of our Lord’s Sermon at the table of Zaccheus by its 
effects. Perhaps Zaccheus had been reclining at meat, and lis- 
tening to our Lord’s teaching on the use of Money, and was con- 
vinced of his own past failings in this respect ; and he then arose 
and stood forth in the presence of the guests, and spoke as follows ; 
and became an example of confessing Christ before men, and of 
making public dedications of body, and soul, and goods to Him. 
Wisely therefore has the Church adopted his words in her Com- 
munion Office, at the Offertory. 

— *Id0t] Behold! ‘henceforth I give ;’—present tense for 
future, to show that what is said is as good as done, —‘ the half of 
my goods to the poor.’ He does not delay till to-morrow.. He 
is not a Doson. Here is a public confession, and a public vow 
of restitution and dedication to God. 

— arodidwui terpardrody] I restore fourfold, voluntarily, of 
my own accord; what the Law requires of a person publicly 
convicted of fraud. Exod. xxii. 1. 9. Thus ‘he will be the Law 
unto himself’? (Rom. ii. 14). And he thus vindicates Christ from 
the cavils of those who said He was gone to be a guest with a 
sinner (v. 7). 

“Non dimittetur peccatum, nisi restituatur ablatum.” Aug. 
(Hp. liv.) 


LUKE XIX. 10—30. 
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9. vids "ABpadu] a son of Abraham by faith (Matt. iii. 9. 
John viii. 39. Rom. iv. 11—16, Gal. iii. 7. 9); though despised 
by those who call themselves the children of Abraham. 

10.] See Athanas. de Incar., pp. 47, 48. 

ll. mpoc@els cire] He went on to deliver a parable. 
Vorst., de Hebr., p. 591. Job xxix. 1. Cp. xx. 11. 

12. éropevOn cis xdpay poxpay K.7.A.] he set out to a far 
country. As the members of the family of Herod and others 
from the East resorted to Rome to obtain kingdoms for themselves 
from the Emperors, and to return to Palestine and their own land. 
See Wetstein here, and Joseph. Antt. xiv. 25; xv. 10. Comp. 
on the parable of the five talents, Matt. xxv. 14—30. 

13. ews Epxouar] The present tense of the indicative mood 
marks more forcibly the uncertainty of the time of Christ’s 
Advent, and that He is always coming to every man. Cp. John 
xxi. 22. 1 Tim. iv. 13. Some MSS. (A, B, D, K, L, R) have év 6. 

14. mpeoBelay] embassy. As the Jews sent counter embassies 
to Rome to frustrate the appeals mentioned in a preceding note 
(on v. 12), e.g. in the case of Archelaus. (Joseph. Antt. xvii.) 

The mention of this antipathy and opposition on the part of 
the citizens brings out more clearly the character of the servants ; 
as the hostility of the citizens of the World against Christ tries 
and displays the temper of Christians, who are His citizens,— 
dwellers in the City of God, the spiritual Jerusalem, the Church. 

16. 7 va cov] thy pound has gained. He does not say, I have 
gained, The good servant ascribes all the increase to his lord’s 
money. Cp. St. Paul’s words, I Cor. xv. 10. It is God’s grace 
in us which enables us to labour; and all the fruits of our labour 
are due to Him. See on xvii. 5—10. 

17. 100 Exwv] ‘scias te habere,’ 

— d€xa moAcwy] of ten cities. 


See 


(Valck.) 
On this parable as illustrating 


the different degrees of bliss in heaven, according to different 
degrees of growth in grace on earth, see By. Bull’s Sermon vii. 
vol. i. pp. 168. 189. Cp. Matt. xix. 27,28. 1 Cor. xv. 41, 42. 
2 Cor. ix. 6. 

See also below on John xiv. 2. 

20. covdaply] napkin. The Latin word sudarium (from sudor), 
Catull. xii. 14, passed into many eastern dialects. See John xi. 
44; xx.7. Acts xix.12. Buxrtor/, Lex. Talmud. p. 442. Wet- 
stein. 

There is a difference between this case and that of the un- 
profitable servant in St. Matt. xxv. 25. There the servant alleges 
fear, lest he should lose what his master had given him; and 
therefore he has gone and hidden it in the earth. Here the ser- 
vant also alleges fear (v. 21); but says ‘that he kept it stowed 
away in a napkin, —i.e. he claims eredit for care and vigilance. 

The Gospel speaks of the dead body wrapped in a covddpiov 
(John xi. 44; xx. 7); fitly then the pound which he kept as dead 
was so enwrapped. ( Theophyl.) 

On the sin of wrapping up the Conscience, as if it were a 
dead corpse, in the folds of a napkin, such as the Papacy provides 
for its children, and requires them to use on pain of damnation, 
see Bp. Sanderson, de Conscient. Preel. iii. 5. 27, 28. 

23. tpdme(av] See Matt. xxi. 12; xxv. 27.. A, B, L, have 
fod 7d apyup.ov, a reading worthy of consideration. 

27. rovs mh OeAhoaytas] those who willed not that I should 
be their king. A prophetic reference to the punishment in store 
for those who would soon cry, ‘we have no king but Cesar” 
(John xix. 15. Ps. ii. 2—6,) 

29—44. Kal éyévero «.7.A.] See on Matt, xxi. 1—17. Mark 
xi. 1. On the form ’EAady see xxi. 37. 

80. maAov SeSeuévav, ep’ dv ovdels K.T.A.] @ colt tied, on which 


LUKE XIX. 31—47. 
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» A A 
EYVOS TOV KALPOV TNS ETLEKOTNS Tov. 


28) 45> Kal eiced av eis TO tepov Hoeato exBaddew Tovs TwAOdDVTAS EV ALTO 
pov ‘hp 


h Matt. 21. 12, 13. 
Mark 11. 15, 17. 


Nu , 46 dé > A v2 € kL Ape > My Ten. 5657, 
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> lot OX ak ec 8c > “~ XN 5, 
ev TH LEepm@ ou (Ss APKLEDELS KQU j Mark 11. 18. 


no man ever yet sat. The colt tied, on which no man ever yet 
had sat, but now loosed by the Apostles of Christ, and ridden by 
Him into Jerusalem, the Holy City, was a type of the Heathen 
World, as yet untamed and untrained, but brought by the Apostles 
to Christ, and submitting itself to Him guiding it into the City of 
God. See Cyril here, and note on Matt. xxi. 7. John xii. 14. 20. 

83. of kipioc] the masters. St. Mark says only tits rév 
éornkdtwy (xi. 5). Here seems to bea mark of the later com- 
position of St. Luke’s Gospel. See Mark ii. 15. 25, 26; v. 36— 
38, compared respectively with Luke v. 29; vi. 3, 4; viil. 50, 
1, and Townson on the Gospels, Disc. v. sect. 1. 

40. of Al001| the stones. And so the stones did ery out when 
one stone was not left upon another, according to his prophecy 
(xix. 44), and proclaimed His truth, justice, and power in thus 
punishing those that rejected the Divine Stone who became the 
Head Stone of the corner (xx. 17). 

4). dav thy wérw exdravoey] when He saw the city He wept 
over it, Christ shed tears (éddxpucev) at the grave of Lazarus 
(John xi. 35). But now, He did much more than this, when He 
looked at Jerusalem, and beheld, as it were, its death—its grave, 
He édAavoev, wept. Cp. Matt. xxvi. 75. Mark xiv. 72. The 
sight of the City brought tears into His eyes, and He wept, as 
David did on the same mountain (2 Sam. xv. 30). Christ wept 
in the hour of His triumph, and near the spot where He was 
about to ascend in glory to heaven. He wept not for Himself, 
but for Jerusalem, and for her approaching calamities. (See 
below, xxiii. 28.) He wept im the place where her enemies began 
to besiege her (Matt. xxiv. 3) for her sins in rejecting Him; He 
wept on that spot, in divine foreknowledge of the miseries which 
they would there inflict upon her. Christ here proves His two- 
fold nature by weeping as man for what He foretold as God. 

A, B, D, H, L, R, I, A, have airfy; cp. xxiii. 28, wy 
KkAalere ém éue, Any ep EauTas crAaleTe.—Elz. has aiTh; 
but KAatew em with an accusative is confirmed by the LXX. See 
Num. xi. 13. Jud. xi. 37, 38; xiv. 17. See Weistein, p. 815. 

42—47.] See Greg. M. Hom. in Ev. xxxix. 

42. ci 2yvws—édp0aduay cov} A remarkable saying : Thou art 
called Jerusalem. Thy Name means, ‘they shall see peace”’ 
(Diw wp). Cp. Ps. cxxii. 6,7. And David said, O pray for the 
peace of Jerusalem ; literally, the things that belong to her peace. 
And so God intended it should be, for He sent to thee the Prince 
of Peace to preach Peace. But thou hast closed thine ears and 
thine eyes. Thou hast not /nown, i.e. not considered the things 


that belong to thy Peace; and now they are hid from thine 
eyes. 

— ei éyvws ka) od, «.7.A.] If thou hadst known, even thou, 
for whom so much love has been shown by God, hitherto in vain; 
if thou hadst known at least in this the day of thy visitation, 
when thy King and Saviour comes to visit thee in person for the 
last time (see v. 44), then how blessed would it be! The Aposi- 
opesis is full of pathos. See on xiii. 9, and ep. Isa. xxix. 1—8. 

43, 44. xdpara—mepixvKAdcovo.—ovvetovol ce—éedapiodol] a 
trench and rampart; they will surround, encircle, and hem thee 
in on every side, and they will dash thee prostrate to the ground, 
and thy children within thee. ‘These circumstances are remark- 
able, and the prophecy in these respects was signally fulfilled by 
the Roman general Titus and his army, against his own intention 
and desire. He earnestly wished to be spared the labour and 
delay of making the trench round the City. He also earnestly 
wished to spare the City and Temple; and it was with great re- 
luctance that he destroyed the city; and the Temple was burned 
in contravention of his express command. (See Joseph. B. J. 
v. 12, 2—vi. 7. 13. Cp. Hused. iii. 5—9, and the passages col- 
lected by Archbp. Newcome, Observations, chap. iii. sect. i.) 

edapiovor is a stronger word than to ‘lay even to the ground,’ 
it is equivalent to mpooxpotcovor, they will dash on the ground. 
Hesych. Phavorin. Cp. Ps. cxxxvii. 9. 

In such military works as these here mentioned, the first 
operation consisted in digging the trench, and with the earth thus 
excavated, the agger, or x@ua, or mound, was formed ; then, in 
the lower parts of the agger thus made, wooden stakes (pali, 
xdpares) were fixed, to prevent the slipping down of the earth of 
the mound. ‘The whole work was sometimes called ydpaé, as here. 
See Isa. xxxvii. 33, ob wh xuxddon em airhv. Cp. Deut. xx. 19, 
20. Cp. Wetstein, p. 789. 

45,46. Kal eiceAOdy «.7.A.] See Matt. xxi. 12,13. Hereis an- 
other instance of St. Luke’s practice in dispatching a subject ; pre- 
ferring internal connexion to exact order of time. He describes 
the cleansing of the Temple immediately after the narrative of the 
triumphal Entry ; but it did not take place till the day after. See 
Mark xi. 12. On this practice of anticipation, see on Matt. xx. 29. 

Also, by connecting this act and speech of Christ with His 
preceding prophecy on the destruction of Jerusalem, St. Luke 
points out the cause of that destruction, viz. the sins of the Jews 
themselves in the City and Temple. See on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

47. +d Ko 7u.| On this use of 7d, see on xi. 3. 
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a Matt. 21. 23— 
27. 
Mark 11. 27—33. 


b Matt. 21, 33— 
46. 
Mark 12, 1—12. 


© Bs.) 118.122. 
Matt. 21. 42. 


d Matt. 22. 15-— 
22. 
Mark 12. 13—17. 


LUKE XIX. 48, XX. 1—22: 
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48. e&expeuato] were hanging upon Him : “ pendebat ab ore.” 
(Virg. Mn. iv. 79. 


tarch, Pyrrh. p. 389, uses the verb: jody tTwes obs adtds 5 TIdppos 
éyKabler mpoomooumévous elvat Mareddvas. 
The éyxaGero here mentioned were Pharisees or Herodians, 


Ovid, Ep. i. 30. See Wetstein.) 


Cu. XX. 1. Kal éyévero «.7.A.] See Matt. xxi. 23—32. 

9. “Hpéaro x.7.A.] See Matt. xxi. 33—46. 

ll. mpocébero méua] A Hebraism borrowed from the LXX: 
mpooébeTo, HD) (yasaph) ; ‘addidit.’ See Glass. Philol. 8. p. 411. 
Vorst. de Hebraism. p. 590; above, xix. 11. Acts xii. 3. Cf. 
Gen, xviii. 20. Cp. LXX. 

16. M% yévo:ro] An ejaculation of their consciences applying 
the parable to themselves. 

20. Kal raparnphoaytes x.7.A.] See Matt. xxii. 15—22. 

— adméoreray éyxabétous| they send forth liers in wait. 
“ éyxd0erot proprié dicuntur ii, gui subsidunt in loco aliquo, 
aliisque insidias faciunt. Lex. Cyrill. Brem. ap. Albertium ad 
Hesych. T. i. p. 1542, b, &pedpos, eynaberos, emixabhuevos, 
kaTdoKkoros. Insidiatores.” The word is used by the Septuagint 
in Job xix. 12; xxxi. 9; it is derived from éy, card imu, and 
signifies emissaries who are set in ambush against a person. Plu- 


as had been specified by St. Matthew (xxii. 15—22) and St. Mark 
(xii. 13—17); but St. Luke does not specify them as such, as 
being persons in whom his own readers would have less interest. 

21. od AauBdvers mpdcwrov] AauBdvew mpdcwmoy is a phrase 
borrowed from the LXX for Hebr. 35 nx (seth panim), ‘ to 
accept persons’ (Lev. xix. 15. Mal. i. 8). St. Matthew and 
St. Mark have here 0 BAémess ets rpdowmor. 

22. dédpov Sotva] to give tribute. St. Matthew and St. Mark 
never use ¢dpos, which is used by St. Luke here and xxiii. 2, and 
by St. Paul, Rom. xiii. 6,7. In the present passage St. Matthew 
one St. Mark have kijvoos, census, which is never used by St. 

uke. 

Here is one of the slight varieties which mark the adaptation 
of the different Gospels to different classes of persons respectively, 
and indicate the consequent modification of the Evangelical 
phraseology. See above, Introduction to St. Luke, p. 165, 6, 
and to the Gospels generally. 
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27. MpooeAddvres k.7.A.] See on Matt. xxii. 23—32. 

84. Of viot] St. Luke here omits our Lord’s words as re- 
corded by St. Matthew (xxii. 29), ye do err, not knowing the 
Scriptures, which were specially relevant to Jewish readers ; and 
records the argument derived from the difference of this world 
and the next, an argument applicable to all. 

35. tis dvactdcews THs ek vexpev] of the resurrection from 
the dead. See on Phil. iii. U1. 

36. ore] Some Editors have substituted o5é here from A, B, 
L. But o#re seems preferable. It is not much to say they can- 
not even die; which may be said of evil spirits ; but the words ‘ for 
neither can they die’ supply the reason why they do not marry. 

— rhs dvacrdoews viol] children of the resurrection. See on 
x. 6, vids eiphyns. é i, 

38. aitG] No one is dead to Him, or in His sight. 

Vor. I. 


41. Ele 5¢ «.7.A.] See Matt. xxii. 41—46. 

42. év BiBAw Vaduay] in the Book of the Psalms. This addi- 
tion is not in St. Matt. xxii. 43 or St. Mark xii. 36; but is in- 
serted here as conveying information necessary to Gentile readers. 
He omits of ypauparets after A€éyouct (v. 41) as less interesting to 
them. 

45. ’Axovovros x.7.A.] See Mark xii. 38—40. 


Cu. XXI. 1. *AvaBaAéWas «.7.A.] He looked up and saw those 
who were casting their gifts into the treasury; rich men. See 
Mark xii. 41—44. In describing these offerings, S¢. Mark here 
uses yaAKdy, the Roman es; and specifies that the sum cast in 
by the poor widow made a Roman quadrans. St. Luke simply 
says, d0o Aewrd, and explains to his readers that what they 
were casting in were dépa, offerings to God (vv. 1. 4). 
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c Matt. 24. 1—30. 
Mark 138. 1—26. 


LUKE XXI. 5—22. 


A Ne. aA el a A > , 
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5. Kal twwy «.7.A.] See Matt. xxiv. 1—51; xxi. 1—46. 
Mark xiii. 1—37. 

— rab dvabhuacr] and votive offerings. St. Luke alone men- 
tions that our Lord’s attention was invited to the dva0quara, or 
votive offerings, such as golden crowns, shields, censers, phiale, 
lychnuchi, and oivoxda: and dupoploxo:, Such dvabjyara had 
been presented to the Temple of Jerusalem by Herod, and even 
by heathens, such as Ptolemy Euergetes, and also the Roman 
emperors. See Joseph. B. J. ii. 17; vi. 5. Ant. xii. 8; xv. 11; 
xvii. 6; xix. 6. Philo, Legat. ad Cai. ii. p. 592. 

These offerings showed the reverence of the Powers of this 
world for Jerusalem and the Temple; and yet Christ foretold 
that Jerusalem and the Temple would be destroyed, by some who 
had adorned it with offerings. 

6. Tatra & Oewpeire] On the construction, cp. Matt. vii. 24; 
xii. 36. John vi. 39; vii. 38; xv.2. Winer, G. G. p. 506. 

8. ‘O d¢ cite] But He said. This full prophecy of Christ, 
concerning the siege and destruction of Jerusalem, and also con- 
cerning His own Coming, is recited by the three Evangelists,— 
St. Matthew, xxiv. 4—44, St. Mark, xiii. 5—37, and St. Luke 
here; but is not noticed by St. John, though he was present at 
its delivery, Mark xiii. 3. The reasons of which seem to be, that 
as far as the prophecy concerned Jerusalem, it had been fulfilled 
when fe wrote; and as far as it related to Christ’s Second 
Coming, the narratives of the preceding Evangelists were suffi- 
cient, or St. John, wno had heard the prophecy, would have 
added something to them. His silence is significant of approval. 

1. Aipod icad Aciwot] For instances of similar paronomasias 
see Heb. v. 8, @uadey ad av eradey. Rom. xi. 17, twts Tay 
KAddov etexrAdobncav. Matt. xxi. 41, Kaxobs Kars droréoe. 
Acts viii. 30, yiwwdores & dvaywoéores; Philem. 20, dvaluny— 
Ovhowos. See above on Matt. xxvi. 2; below, xxii. 15; and 
cp. Winer, p. 560. 

13. daoBhoerat duiv eis wapripioy] it will turn out to you as a 
testimony to them. See Mark xiii. 9, waptdpioy adtots, a testi- 
mony, by which some of them will be convinced and converted, 
as Sergius Paulus, the governor of Paphos, and Dionysius the 
Areopagite (see Acts xiii. 7—12 ; xvii. 34), and others condemned, 
as Felix, Acts xxiv. 22—27. 

14. OécAe] On the use of Oca in this sense, see Luke i. 66 ; 
ix. 44, Acts v. 4; xix. 21. 


16. eye d60w] Iwill give. In Mark xiii. 11, this is said to be 


the work of the Holy Spirit, because He proceeds from the Son, 
and is sent by Him. See on John xv. 26. 

16. «al] even by them, not only by strangers. 

19. °Ev 7TH sbromwovh] by your patience save your souls, gain 
your lives; while others, by want of faith, are destroying theirs. 
See xvii. 33. Matt. x. 39; xvi. 25. 

— xthoacbe] a contrast to dréAnra in the preceding verse. 
You may gain your life where you seem most likely to Jose it. 
See Matt. x. 39. Luke ix. 24. 

A, B, have nrjoecde, ye shall acqguire,—a reading entitled 
to attention. 

20. “Oray 5é nte KuKrouperny] When ye shall see Jeru- 
salem surrounded by armies. Our Lord gave two signs; one 
described by Matt. xxiv. 15, and Mark xiii. 14, viz. the Abomi- 
nation of Desolation, spoken of by Daniel the prophet, set up 
in the City of Jerusalem, in the “ Holy Place’ of the Temple. 
The other sign here mentioned by St. Luke, was the blockade 
of the City from without, by the hostile armies of Rome. 

The former sign was intimately connected with the latter. 
For it was the profanation of the Temple by the Jewish army 
within the City, and by the sins of the Priests and the people in 
the City, which had rejected and crucified Christ, that gave power 
to the Roman army without; and brought it to besiege and de- 
stroy the City for the execution of God’s justice and wrath for its 
sins. See on Matt. xxiv. 15, and on Mark xiii. 14, and Luke xix. 45. 

21. of év TH lovdale] they who are in Judea, not in Jerusalem 
only, but in Judea also; and, indeed, few were then able to es- 
cape from the City (see Josephus). In consequence of this warn- 
ing, the Christians escaped to Pella, in Perea. See on Matt. 
xxiv. 16. 

— ph cicepxérOwoay] let them not enter in,—to Judea. It 
would have been well for the Jews, if they had listened to this 
warning. But instead of doing so, they were deluded by a fana- 
tical spirit, excited by their False Prophets, and by vain hopes of 
the Messiah’s coming; and they imagined that the City and 
Temple were impregnable. Instead of quitting Judea, they 
flocked to the city of Jerusalem for the Passover, and so were 
caught by the Romans as in a net; and the City became a prey 
to Famine, Pestilence, and Civil War; and an immense multitude 
—far beyond the ordinary population of the City—was destroyed, 
at that very season, and at that very Festival, at which they had 
crucified Christ. Cp. Huseb. H. E. iii. 5—7. 


LUKE XXI. 23—35. 
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Toddys. 8° Apyouéven 8é tovTwv yiverOar avaxiw are, kal emdpate Tas Kepadds 
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22. mdvta Ta yeypaypéva] all things that are written, espe- 
cially in the Prophet Daniel, ix. 26, 27. See on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

23. avdykn] Hebr. mx (tsarah), ‘angustia:’ rendered by 
avayxn in the LXX, Job v. 19, and passim. 

24, orduatt paxatpas] I] 2 (pi chereb), Gen. xxxiv. 26. 
Deut. xiii. 15. Heb. xi. 34. 

— aixpadrwticOjoovta]| shall be carried captive into ail 
nations. The first Passover, or Type, was killed in obedience to 
God’s command; and in forty years the Promised Land was en- 
tered, and the People of Israel were settled by Joshua in Canaan, 
from which the seven Nations were rooted up by God to make 
room for them. Christ, the last Passover, or Antitype, the true 
Passover, was slain in rebellion against God; and in forty years 
the Promised Land was forfeited, and trodden under foot by the 
Gentiles, and the Jews were carried captive into all Nations, and 
so remain till this day. See the different results, even in this 
world, of Obedience to God and of Rebellion against Him. Cp. 
the remarks at the end of Chronological Synopsis below, pre- 
fixed to the Acts of the Apostles, and Burgon. p. 531. 

— ‘IepovooAtm éora matouyevn] Jerusalem shall be trodden 
under foot by, and remain subject to, them. So katramrarety, 
1 Mace. iii. 52. Gentile Nations shall tread it down, and trample 
if under foot, until the times (ka:po), seasons) of the Gentiles are 
es i. e. ‘‘ till the fulness of the Gentiles be come in.” (Rom. 
xi. 25. 

katpo. are the seasons for bringing forth fruit to perfection : 
see Matt. xiii. 30. Mark xi. 13; xii. 2. Luke xx. 10. Acts xiv. 
17. They are the spiritual spring, summer, and autumn in 
which the Gentile Nations are ripening to maturity under the 
showers of grace, and in the sunshine of the Gospel. And when 
that harvest is gathered, then the blindness which has fallen on 
Israel will be removed. Rom. xi. 15. 25. 2 Cor. iii. 14—16. 
Zech. iii. 9; viii. 8. Isa. xxxii. 13—15; lxvi. 8. 

Others (e.g. Meyer) suppose kaipod to be seasons of judg- 
ment and vengeance upon the Gentiles. And doubtless the season 
for bearing fruit being a season of trial, is to many a season of 
judgment, as well as of mercy to others. 

25. onucia] On these verses, see Greg. Moral. xl. Homil. in 
Evang. p. 1436. They have a double sense : 

1. Literal; as applied to Jerusalem. 

2. Spiritual ; as applied to Christendom, or the Spiritual Sion. 

The Sun of righteousness, Christ, will show signs of His 
power; the Moon, i.e. the Christian Church, illumined with His 
beams, will show signs of His coming. And some S¢ars, i.e. 
Luminaries of the Church, will fall from their place. S. Ambrose 
says, ‘‘ Plurimis a religione deficientibus clara fides obscurabitur 
nube perfidiz ; quia mihi Sor Ile ccelestis mea fide vel minuitur 
vel augetur. Et quemadmodim menstruis cursibus Luna vel 
terre oppositu, cim fuerit 4 regione Solis, vanescit, sic et sancta 
Ecclesia, cum lumini ccelesti vitia carnis obsistunt, fulgores divini 


luminis de Christi radiis non potest mutuari.’””? See on Matt. 
xxiv. 29. 

Our Lord transfers His words from the capture of Jerusalem, 
and applies them to the time of His Second Advent and the con- 
summation of all things. S. Cyril, p. 653, 4. 

— cvvoxh] ‘anxietas,’ ‘angor.’ See on Matt. xxiv. 29. 

— amopla] ‘ desperatione ob consilii inopiam utpote angustiis 
implicitorum, ex quibus explicare se nequeant.”’ 

— nxovons| Some MSS., particularly A, B, C, L, M, R, X, 
have #yovus, which has been received in some ancient Editions. If 
it is the true reading, the genitive #yous follows onueta. But that 
reading seems to have proceeded from jxovons altered into #xous 


a@s—. And #xov, not #xovs, seems to be the form used in N. T. 
See Heb. xii. 19. The reading jxovcns is in D, H, G, H, K, 8, 
UVa haces 


— Oardoons] the sea. Earth, in this verse, appears to represent 
men and nations in their worldly state (Matt. xxiv. 30), engrossed 
by low and earthly thoughts (see below, v. 35). The Sea re- 
presents them as tossed about on the tumultuous billows of in- 
ternal and external troubles. And in both respects, whether as 
to Harth or Sea, the Nations of this world are distinguished 
from the children of the kingdom of heaven, i.e. of the Christian 
Church, which will be assailed by storms (v. 25), but is raised 
above earthly cares, and cannot be shaken by earthly vicissi- 
tudes. 

26. 7H oixovmévn] the world, as inhabited; i.e. cities and 
nations. 

28. avaxtpare] do you look upwards with faith, hope, and 
joy, while the men of this world are looking downwards to the 
earth (xataxtmroytes cis Thy ‘yiv), oppressed with earthly cares 
and lusts (v. 34), and poring on earthly treasures, and cast down 
with despair (see ». 26); for, when their destruction is at hand, 
then your redemption draweth nigh: ‘‘ Levare capita, est mentes 
ad patriam coelestem erigere.” (Greg.) 

29. mdvta Ta dévdpa] all the trees. Countries which have 
no fig-trees, have their parables (Matt. xxiv. 32) for watchful 
hearts. 

80. mpoBdrAwow] Cf. bray rapad¢, Mark iv. 29, and émBarwv, 
Mark xiv. 72. 

$2. 4 yeved airy] this generation, the Israel of God. See 
Matt. xxiv. 34; and cp. Euseb. here (Mai, p. 301), who com- 
pares Ps. xxii. 31; cii. 18. 

34. BapnOdcw] BapyyOdow, Elz. But BapnOeow isin A, B, 
C, HE, F, G, K, L, S, V, and other Uncials. It is remarkable 
that in the N. T. Bapodua occurs often (Matt. xxvi. 43. Mark 
xiv. 40. Luke ix. 32. 2 Cor. i. 8; v. 4. 1 Tim. v. 16), but 
Bapbyouc never; whereas in the LXX Bapdvoua is often, but 
Bapodwa: very rarely, found. 

35. &s mays] will come suddenly on them, as a snare or trap 
on birds or beasts enjoying repose (Hccles. ix. 12). 
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LUKE XXI. 36—38. 


XXII. 1—8. 
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— rods kabnuévous ex) m. 1. T. y.] Those who are of the 
earth, earthy (1 Cor. xv. 47), and have not set their affections on 
things above (Col. iii. 2), and have not their conversation in 
heaven (Phil. iii. 20). 

' See above on xviii. 8. The expression ka0fc0a: éx) rpdowmov 
Ths is is a double Hebraism. kaéjobat is the Hebrew avy 
(yashab), to sit, to take their ease, rest, to dwell (Isa. ix. 2. 
Matt. iv. 16). And ém) mpdowmoy 7. x. is the Hebr. yyw. BOY 
(al-pney col-haarets), 2 Sam. xviii. 8. See Vorst. p. 170, and 
p- 342. And it denotes that the persons so described have made 
earth their home, and say, “ here is our rest.”” Cp. Heb. xiii. 14. 
Mic. ii. 10. Rev. xiii. 14. 

37. ndAlCero cis Td pos] resorted for a lodging to Olivet, i. e. 
to Bethany (Matt. xxi. 17. Mark xi. 11). See below, xxiv. 50. 
On the use of cis, see Matt. ii. 23, and on Mark i. 39. Luke 
Sab ele 

— eis Td Bpos Td Kadodmevoy "EAaidv] to the Mount called 
Olivet. St. Luke shows by this mode of speech (which he had 
also used in xix. 29) that he is writing for other than Jewish 
readers. So in ii. 4 he explains that the city of David is called 
Bethlehem. Compare the next chapter, v. 1, where he speaks of 
“the Feast of unleavened bread,’”’ which is called the Passover. 
No Jew, writing to Jews, would have expressed himself thus. But 
such language is very suitable to the Evangelist of the Gentile 
World. Cp. Introduction, p. 165. 

— "Edadv] Elz. ’EAaey, gen. plur. But ’EAamv, Olivetum, 
in the nominative singular seems to be the true reading. (Cp. 
xix. 29.) The Evangelists appear to prefix the article tay to 
’EAa@y after 7d dpos. See Matt. xxi. 1; xxiv. 3; xxvi. 30. 
Mark xi. 1; xiii. 3; xiv. 26. Luke xix. 37; xxii. 39. John viii. 
1 (if genuine). St. Luke (and he alone) uses the form *EAaoy, 
Olivet (Acts i. 12), probably to be restored here and xix. 29. On 
this use of the nominative in proper names, see Lobeck, Phryn. 
p. 517, and Meyer on Luke xix. 29. Wainer, p. 164. 

38. SpOpi¢e] came early. dp9pi¢w is the word used by the LXX 
for Hebr. maw (hishkiym), from root Drv (shakam), ‘to rise 
early in the morning.’ Gen. xix. 27; xx. 8; and passim. The 
more Attic form was dp0petw. See Thom. Mag. in v., who says 
6p0pedw—ovk dpOpiCw. 


Cu. XXII. 1. “Hyyi¢e «.7.A.] See Matt. xxvi. I—5. Mark 
RiVel oe Osh 

2. 76] See v. 4 and on Mark ix. 23. 

8. EicHAGev Satavas] The circumstance of this entrance of 
the Enemy is not mentioned by St. Matt. or St. Mark here. St. 
Luke, writing for the Gentiles, had traced our Lord’s genealogy 
to Adam (Luke iii. 23. 38), and had shown that He is the promised 
Seed of the Woman, between which and the Seed of the Serpent 
God had put enmity (whence the name Satan, ywWv, ‘enemy,’ or 
‘ adversary’), and which would bruise the Serpent's head (Gen. iii. 
15). He is careful to show how that primeval prophecy or prot- 
evangelium was fulfilled by Christ. 

He does this in the history of the Temptation (ch. iv.), then he 
records our Lord’s words, saying (x. 18), ‘I was beholding Satan 


—the Enemy, 7 dy Saravay—fallen as lightning from heaven,”’ and 
ascribing the diseases of the body which He healed to the agency 
of Satan (xiii. 16), and telling Peter (xxii. 31), that Satan desired 
to have them to sift them as wheat. And now the Holy Spirit 
reveals Satan—the ancient Enemy of Man—that Old Serpent— 
as the prime instigator of those who brought about the Cruci- 
fixion, by which he bruised the heel of the woman’s Seed, and 
through which his own head was bruised by the woman’s Seed. 

4. orpatnyois] the captains of the Temple; “ templi prefectis ; 
cum his agebat Judas, et hi speciatim commemorantur, quoniam 
horum erat, apparitorum ope, prehendere et in carcerem conjicere 
Judzos, qui in legem peccarant, vid. ad Matt. xxvi. 47. infra v. 
52. Act. v. 26. Dicebantur autem orpatnyol Tov fepov, et sim- 
pliciter orparnyol, duces ac prefecti sacerdotum et Levitarum, 
qui in templo excubias agebant, vid. 2 Par. xxxv. 8. Supremus 
excubiarum prefectus, qui, ut reliqui orparnyol, ex sacerdotum 
numero erat, car’ eox}y dicebatur 6 otparnyds Act. v. 26, coll. 
v. 24. 6 orpatnyds Tod fegovd Act. iv. 1, v. 24. Idem cum 
summo pontifice conjungitur 4 Josepho xx. 6. 2, et ante reliquos 
synedrii assessores commemoratur Act. v. 24, coll. xxi. 37.” 
(Kuin.) Cp. Winer, ii. p. 590. 

6. &rep bxAov] without a tumult, or popular commotion. 
(Acts xxiv. 18.) See Matt. xxvi. 5. Mark xiv. 2. 

7. ev er OvecOu| on which day it was necessary that the 
Passover should be killed. Perhaps there is something of em- 
phasis in the word ee, i¢ was necessary ; as much as to say that 
our Lord sacrificed and ate the Paschal Lamb on the day ap- 
pointed by the divine Law, but the Priests and Pharisees, who 
professed great zeal for the law, did not. 

Our Lord ate the Passover with His disciples on the Even- 
ing of the Fourteenth of Nisan, being the Fifth day of the week 
(Thursday). 

But the Rulers of the Jews, who conspired against Him, 
would not enter (on the next day) into the hall of Pilate, ‘lest 
they should be defiled, but that they might eat the Passover” (John 
xXviil. 28). For, says Eusebius! (as cited in Cat. Aur. p. 288, 
ed. Venet. 1775), ‘‘ Hx quo Veritati insidiati sunt, verbum Veri- 
tatis & se expulerunt, non prima die azymorum, quo die debebat 
immolari Pascha, manducantes solitum sibi Pascha; erant enim 
erga aliud attenti (i.e. on killing Christ), sed die sequenti post 
illum, que erat azymorum secunda. Dominus verd prima die 
azymorum, hoc est quinta feria, Pascha cum discipulis peregit.”” 

The Chief Priests and Scribes were so busy in plotting the 
sacrifice of the true Paschal Lamb, that they omitted to sacrifice 
and eat the legal Passover at the proper time. The Evangelists 
relate, that they took counsel defore the Passover to kill Jesus 
by subtlety without any public disturbance, and not at the Pass- 
over. They made their compact with Judas and dispatched their 
officers and servants with him to Gethsemane to take Jesus after 
He had eaten the Passover. Judas and the band (o7etpa) came 
by night from the Chief Priests and Scribes and Elders (Matt. 
xxvi. 47. Mark xiv. 43. John xviii. 3), ané even some of the 
Chief Priests and Elders accompanied Judas to Gethsemane 
(Luke xxii. 52), and the others seem to have waited with impa- 
tience for our Lord’s arrest, and to have been ready to meet 


1 The original of this scholium of Zusebius, from his work de Paschate, has been published by Card. Mai, Coll. Vat. iv. pp. 215, 216, 
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together immediately (Luke xxii. 66) to carry on His examination 
and to expedite His execution. And there does not appear to 
have been any available interval in which they could have sepa- 
rated and returned to their several households in order to eat the 
Passover, and then have come back to prosecute the trial and 
condemnation of their Divine Prisoner. 


8. Kad dméoreiAe k.T.A.] See Matt. xxvi. 17—19. Mark xiv. 
12—16. 

10. Kepduiov HSaros] a pitcher of water. As to its symbolical 
significance here, see on Mark xiv. 13, and S. Cyril here, év@a yap 
by ciceAOn Td Swp Tod aylov Bantiouaros, exer kaTadvoe: XpioTds. 

12. avdyouov] So A, B,D, E, G,H, K, L, M, P, R, 8, and 

other MSS.— Elz. avaéyeov. See Mark xiv. 15. 
16. CEmOvutg éereOdunoa] I desired with desire: a Hebraistic 
expression, probably a /iteral translation of our Lord’s words. 
Vorst. de Hebr., p. 624, who compares Matt. xiii. 14, axof 
&kovoete. John iii. 29, xap& xalpe. Acts iv. 17; v. 28; xxiii. 
14, and see LXX in Gen. xxxi. 30. 

These Hebraisms appear to be preserved by the Sacred 
Writers, for the sake of reminding the reader that he has before 
him a literal representation of the very words used by the speakers 
on the occasions described. 

— nméoxa—maveiy] A paronomasia. 
Luke xxi. 11. Acts iv. 30; viii. 30. 

16. od wh ddyw] I will not eat any more of it until it be ful- 
filled in the Kingdom of God. Our Lord was now about to give 
a spiritual consummation or fulfilment (rAfhpwors) to the Paschal 
rites of eating and drinking, by changing them into a Sacrament 
of the New Covenant in the Gospel and the Church (év tf BaotAcla 
Tov @cov), in the Holy Communion of His Body and Blood. 
Henceforth the Levitical sacrifice was to cease, being transfigured 
into an Evangelical Sacrament in the Kingdom of God. 

Having said these words, He proceeded to explain their mean- 
ing by instituting the Christian Passover,—the Holy Eucharist. 
I will no more partake in this figurative and typical eating of 
the Passover, which is now about to be fulfilled in the Kingdom 
of God,—that is, in the Church,—by the oblation of the true 
Passover on the Cross; and this is fulfilled in us who honour the 
true Passover. For it is not a lamb of the flock which sanctifies 
us, but it is He Himself being made a holy sacrifice for us, by the 
offering of bloodless oblations and the mystical Benediction in the 
Holy Eucharist, in which we are blessed and quickened with life. 
Cyril. 

18. -yevfuaros] On this use of yévnua, see Phrynich. p. 236, 
Lobeck, and Vorst. de Hebr., p. 464. 


See on Matt. xxvi. 2. 


19. Todré éori] See Matt. xxvi. 26. 

— 7d brép tuav Sidduevoyv] that is being given for you. St. 
Paul says KAduevov, being broken, 1 Cor. xi. 24. These words 
are not in St. Matthew and St. Mark. They serve to give greater 
clearness to what preceded. 

It is observable that in the record of all the three Evangelists 
and St. Paul, our Lord uses the present tense. This is My Body 
which is being given, being broken (d:5duevov, kAduevov). This 
is My Blood which is being shed (éxxuvdéuevov). The bread 
(dptos, loaf, 1 Cor. x. 17) blessed by Christ, and broken in His 
hand before He suffered (v. 19), and distributed by Him to His 
disciples, was a figure of His death, voluntarily accomplished by 
His own act, and a showing forth of it, and a conveyance of its 
blessings as already purchased and secured; as the bread now 
blessed in His name in the Holy Eucharist, and broken after His 
suffering, is a commemorative representation and showing of His 
death, and is the Communion of His body and blood, and an 
actual and effectual dispensation and application of all the benefits 
of His death to every penitent and faithful receiver. 

On the varieties of the words, with which the Evangelists 
record what our Lord said and did in the Institution of the Holy 
Eucharist, see above, Introduction to the Gospels. 

— Tovto mo.cite] do this. See 1 Cor. xi. 24, 25. This com- 
memorative sentence is not recited by St. Matthew ana St. Mark ; 
and St. John adds nothing to the history of the institution, and 
so canonizes the other accounts by his silence. 

— cis Thy & dvduvnow] for the recordation of Me. °Avduvny- 
ots is more than remembrance of Me. *Avdéuynors is not simply 
remembrance, which may be involuntary,—but it is a deliberate 
inward act of the will (recordatio), showing itself by external 
signs. See on Mark xiv. 72, and cp. 1 Cor. xi. 25, 26. Heb. x. 3. 

“Do this for My Commemoration.” This was a prospective 
precept for the future; for when He Himself was present with 
them there was no occasion for dvdurynots. 

On the form évdurnots eu = ‘recordatio mei,’ cp. Rom. xi. 
31, tuérepov ZAcos, mercy toward you, and Rom. xv.4. 1 Cor. xy. 
31; xvi. 17. Winer, p. 139. 

20. ‘Qcattws] In like manner, with thanks and benediction. 

— peta Td Seimvjoa| after supper,—mentioned to distinguish 
this cup from the paschal cup, v. 17. 

— Todro 7d worhpiov] See on Matt. xxvi. 28. 

21. TIAfv] But, although I am now about to shed My blood 
for you and for all men. 

22. kar 7d dpicpévoy] Cp. on xvii. 1, and on Acts ii. 23, 77 
apirévn Bovrfj. 

— mapadisora] Ps, xli, 9- 
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24, pirovercia k.7.A.] See Matt. xx. 25. 

— dore?] seems, in common estimation. 
Meyer.) 

25. evepyéra] Cp. 2 Macc. iv. 2, where Onias is so entitled. 
So Ptolemy Ewergetes; and cp. Milton, Paradise Regained, iii. 
82, “Then swell with pride, and must be titled Gods, Great 
Benefactors of mankind,” &c. 

29. SiarlOewar] I covenant to you. 
LXX has d:eb€uny diabhny. (Rosenm.) 

— Baotrclav] See xii. 32. 2 Tim. ii. 12. 

80. Kabicerbc] ye shall sit. Sothe best MSS.—Elz. rablonode. 
It is observable that the sitting on thrones is mentioned after the 
adinission to sit at the table. See on 1 Cor. vi. 2, 3. 

— Opdvwv] See Matt. xix. 28. 

81. eénrhoato] he asked. Therefore Satan cannot act except 
by God’s permission. Cp. the case of Job, i. 12; ii. 5. 

— spas] you, plural, not only cé, thee; and specially Judas, 
whom He does not expose publicly, but whom He had warned 
secretly, vv. 21, 22. Perhaps Peter thence inferred that the 
Apostles would suppose that he himself was the person meant: by 
our Lord when He said that ‘‘one of you shall betray me” 
(Matt. xxvi. 21. Mark xiv. 18. Luke xxii. 21. John xiii. 21), and 
therefore he was more eager to obtain an explicit declaration from 
Christ on this subject (John xiii. 24), and thought it requisite to 
be more forward in his own professions of fidelity (33, 34). 

— owidou]) to sift. Koorwedou. (Hesych.) 

82. ey dé eden@ny mep) cov] Satan asked for permission to 
sift you all (judas); but when He asked to sift you, I prayed 
specially for thee. The prayer was prophetic; it was specially 
needed by Peter, because Peter was specially in peril. 

It is said by Roman Divines (e. g. Maldonat., a Lapide, and 
Mai here) that this prayer and precept of our Lord extends to all 
the Bishops of Rome, as St. Peter’s successors, and that in speak- 
ing to St. Peter our Lord spake to them. Would they be willing 
to complete the parallel, and say that the Bishops of Rome specially 
need prayer, because they deny Christ? Let them not take a 
part of it, and leave the rest. St. Peter himself (2 Pet. iii. 16) 
has condemned such wrestings of Scripture as this, and such as 
that by which another verse in this chapter (v. 38) has been per- 
verted to a like purpose, and where the words idob udxaipa dvo, 
behold, two swords, have been used by Popes themselves to autho- 
rize their claim to wield the double sword of spiritual and secular 


Mark x. 42, 
See Gal. ii. 6. (Beng. 


See Ps. lxxxi. 4, where 


supremacy. See Pope Boniface VIIIth’s ‘‘Unam Sanctam,” in 
the Roman Canon Law (Extrav. Com. i. 8.1, p. 1159, ed. 1839) ; 
“Dicentibus Apostolis ecce gladii duo, in Ecclesia scilicet, quum 
Apostoli loquerentur, non respondit Dominus nimis esse, sed satis. 
Certé, qui in potestate Petri temporalem gladium esse negat, malé 
verbum attendit Domini proferentis ‘ Converte gladium tuum in 
vaginam’ (Matt. xxvi. 52). Uterque ergo in potestate est Eccle- 
si, spiritualis scilicet gladius et materialis.’’ 

— othpitov] A, B, K, L, M, Q, X have orjpicov. 

84. Iérpe] Peter. The only place in. the Gospels where Christ 
is said to have addressed Simon by his name Ilérpos. (Burgon.) 

Doubtless there is a reference to his good confession (Matt. 
xvi. 18). Thou, when uttering the revelation from My Father, 
and confessing Me to be the Christ, the Son of the Living God, 
wast a true Petros or Stone, built on Me, the Living Rock; but 
now thou wilt deny Me thrice, because thou speakest thine own 
words and reliest on thine own strength, instead of on Me,—the 
true Rock. 

35. &rep BadAavrtov] See notes on Matt. x. 10. 

36. udxaipay] a sword. A proverbial expression, intimating 
that they would now be reduced to a condition, in which the men of 
this world would resort to such means of defence. See Theophyl., 
Euthym., and Glass. Phil. p. 705, and above on Matt. xxiv. 20. 

88. id0d udxapa do] behold, two swords. A sentence recorded 
by the Holy Spirit here, in order, perhaps, to show, how narrow- 
minded and enslaved by the letter (cp. Matt. xvi. 6—12, on 
(jun) the Apostles of our Lord as yet were, even to the time of 
His Passion; and in order also to show, how gentle, considerate, 
and tolerant our Blessed Lord was in His dealings with them even 
to the end; and how incompetent they were to do any thing of 
themselves to propagate the Gospel, and to build up the Church; 
and how gracious and powerful was the gift of the Holy Ghost, 
Who wrought so great a change in them, by enabling them, such 
as they were, to speak and write, to do and suffer, to live and die, 
as they did. 

— ‘Ikavdv éort] It is enough. Even two swords, in weak 
hands, are enough to defend Christ’s disciples, and to defeat all 
the powers of this World and even of Hell itself,—if they are 
wielded by Faith, in obedience to His Word, and in reliance on 
His might. See Cyril here. Cp. Deut. xxxii. 30. 

: oe eropev0n K.T.X.] See Matt. xxvi. 30. 36—46. Mark xiv. 
2—42. 
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Inoods cimey atta, “Iovda, Pirypate tov Lidv Tod avOpdmov Tapadidas ; 
287\ 49 > , de € \ ps er et? 3 oA , > , 
(+) Iddvres O€ of TEpt aitov TO Exdpevoy eitov avT@, Kupre, et mata€opev 


fn - * 4 = 51, 55. 
dddeKa TPOHpYETO avTovs, Kal Hyyice TO “Inood durinoa avtov. (Fy) *‘O dé Mark 14. 43-48. 


2 , 50 Ngo S) , a > De fe! \ PS) DN tes © 8) , \ 
év paxaipa ; © Kal érdratev eis tis €€ adtav Tov SoddAov Tov apxLepéws, Kat 
adeiley avTod 7d ods Td SeEidv. () *! Amoxpilels 5é 6 “Inaots eirev, ’"Eare 
y vA \ G , la) eae b) lot BO by , 289 52 > de € 
€ws TovTov' Kal aisdpevos TOU @Tiov avTov idcato avtév. (7)  Eime dé 6 
*Inoovs mpos Tovs Tapayevouevous em avTov apxLEpEels Kal oTpaTyyods TOD 
ec nw Xx 7, € pen \ > - Ni nan \ , 
iepov Kal mpecBurépous, ‘As emi hnorHy eEehyh0Oate peTa payapav Kat doy ; 
53 kal? hucpav dvtos pov pe tpav ev TH tep@, od é€erEivaTe Tas yElpas ew 
> - > > A e lal > e y Roe: 9¢ , ~ / 
ene. “AN avTn vpav eoTW 7 WPA, Kat N EfovTla TOV GKOTOVS. 
\ \ i 
(7) 54 * SuddaBovres b€ adrov yyayov, Kat elayyayov avrov eis TOV oiKon Figg 
a 201\ Bb € A Mark 14, 53, 54, 
Tod apxiepéws’ 6 S€ Ilérpos HxohovGer paxpdber. (7) ° “Apavtwv d€ mvp o-72,°””° 


40. ém) tov tdémov] at the place. St. Luke never uses the | ‘sudor sanguineus.’ So Hilary, Athanasius, Jerome, Augustine, 
word Gethsemane, which had been specified by Matt. xxvi. 36, | Bernard, who says, Serm. 3, in Domin. Palmar., that He, as it 
and Mark xiv. 32, and would be little known to Ais own readers. | were, wept with His whole body. ‘‘ Non solis oculis, sed quasi 

41. Aldov Bodh] a stone’s cast. He was apart, and yet near, | membris flevisse videtur.’’ Christ thus gave some external evi- 
so that He might be heard; and His agony was visible in the clear | dence of His inexpressible inward agony (S. Jerome, c. Pelag. ii.), 
light of the Paschal Moon. and of the bitterness of that cup which He drained for our sake. 

43, 44. &p0n—vyiiv] an angel from heaven appeared to Him, | He also foreshowed a representation of the sufferings which His 
strengthening Him. And being in an ayony He prayed more | mystical Body, the Church, would have to endure in the world. 
earnestly, and His sweat became as thick drops of blood falling | (Aug.) 
down to the earth. It is remarkable that these two verses — én tiv yiv] to the ground, not only on His raiment. 
are omitted by the Alewandrine and Vatican MSS., a striking | See Heb. xii. 24, As the voice of blood of the first Shepherd, 
evidence that these two MSS. are not to be followed implicitly. | Abel, cried unto God from the ground (Gen. iv. 10), so the blood 
Nor are they in the Nitrian Palimpsest in the British Museum, of the Good Shepherd, Christ, cried from the ground, and brought 
marked R by Tisch., nor were they originally in the Leicester | down a malediction from heaven on the unbelieving Jewish Nation, 
MS.; but that MS. has them in Matt. xxvi., between wv. 39 and | His Brother according to the flesh, who slew Him, and who has 


40. See Scrivener, p. 380. Cp. below, xxiii. 17 and 34. now become a wanderer on the earth—a never-dying Cain of 
But they are found in D, F, G, H, K, L, M, Q, U, X, T, A. | near twenty centuries, 

They are marked with asterisks in H, 8, V, A, and in some few We hear of Christ’s blood being shed twice; and both times 

Cursives. in a garden; first in Gethsemane, secondly in Calvary (John xix. 


Perhaps they were deemed by some timid readers and tran- | 41). Ina garden, Man fell in Adam, and rose again in Christ. 
scribers to involve a disparagement on the Divine Power and | The spiritual Eden of delight, the true Paradise, lost by the first 
Dignity of Christ. But Faith will accept them with thankfulness | Adam, was regained by the Second Adam for all true believers. 
as a divine testimony to,the truth of the Humanity of Christ, | Cp. xxiii. 43. 
suffering as Man for the sins of all Mankind; and also as exem- 47. pirjou] to kiss. St. Luke takes for granted that the 
plary to all in those sufferings which He endured for all. reader has learnt from other sources (e. g. Matt. xxvi. 48. Mark 

The Holy Ghost in St. Luke’s Gospel is particularly careful | xiv. 44) that this was the signal of the Traitor. 
to describe the victory gained by Christ, the Seed of the Woman, 48. rv Yiby Tod avOpdrov] the Son of Man. ‘Filius enim 
over Satan and evil angels (see on v. 3), He also dwells fre- | Dei Filius hominis propter nos esse voluit. Quasi dicat, ‘ Propter 
quently on the visible ministrations of Good Angels to the Son of | te suscepi quod trahis.’”’ (Amdbrose.) 

Man ; 51. *Eare €ws tovrov] Suffer ye thus far. This is mentioned 

The Angel Gabriel appears in the Temple to announce His | by St. Luke alone; and St. John, writing after St. Peter’s death, 
Forerunner’s birth (Luke i. 11), and His conception (i. 26). | adds, that he it was who cut off the servant’s ear, and that the 
Angels appear to the Shepherds at the Nativity (ii. 9—15). | servant’s name was Malchus. John xviii. 10. 

“There is joy in the presence of the Angels of God over one 52. Etre 5¢ «.7.A.] See Matt. xxvi.55—57. Mark xiv. 48—52. 
sinner that repentéth ” (xv. 10); the soul of Lazarus is carried by — atparnyovs Tov tepov| Captains, not of the Roman Castle 
Angels into Abraham’s bosom (xvi. 22). And now an Angel | of Antonia, but the sacerdotal chiefs of the several sentries of 
appears from heaven strengthening Christ, the second Adam, in | Priests and Levites who kept watch and ward in the Temple by 
His Agony. Cp. xxiv. 23. Acts i. 10; x. 3. 30; xii. 7—11. 15, | day and night. See above on xxii. 4. Cp. Acts iv. 1. Joseph. 


and Introduction above, p. 158. Antt. xx. 6. 2. 
44, mpoonixero] He was praying. See on v. 16. 54. roy oixoy rod apxtepéws] the house of the High Priest. 
— [dpéds] sweat. Although it was a cold night, and He was | We have seen that Annas is called the High Priest, 6 apxiepeds, 
kneeling on the cold ground. (Bp. Andrewes.) by St. Luke, Acts iv. 6. See on Luke iii. 2. 
— deel OpduBor aluaros] as thick drops of blood. acet is to Judas made his covenant with the Chief Priests to betray 


be joined with @péuBor, not with aiuatos. Opdufosis interpreted by | Christ, and our Lord was arrested by them, and not by the civil 
Hesych. aivanaxd, rennyds, clotted. Blomf. Aschyl.Choeph.526. | power of Rome; and He was taken to Annas first, as the chief of 
The Fathers, for the most part, understand this literally as a | the Spiritual Power. Cp. John xviii. 13, 24. 
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1 Matt. 26.67, 68. 
Mark 14, 65. 


m Matt. 27. 1 
Mark 15. 1. 


a Matt. 27, 2. 


b Matt. 27. 11, 
Mark 15. 2. 


LUKE XXII. 56—71. XXIII. 1—9. 


év pow THs avis, Kal cvyKabiodvrwr adrav, éxdOyto 6 Térpos ev peo 
adrov. 6 °ISotca S88 adrév raiSicKkn tis Kabhpevory Tpds TO Pas, Kal aTEvi- 
caca avT@ ele, Kal obTos avy avT@ qv. 7 °O be HpYyncato auTov héyor, 
Tivar, odk oda abrév. (22) 8 Kat peta Bpayd repos idSdv airov épy, Kat 
od é€ aitav &. ‘O Se Ilérpos einer, "AvOpwre, ov eit. % Kat duactdons 
doe Wpas pias addos Tis Suicyyupilero heywv, "Em ddyfeias Kal otros pet 
60 Bite dé 6 Ilérpos, "AvOpwte, ovk oloa 
a) 61 Kai 
otpades 6 Kipws evéBrepe 7 Iétpe Kat vreuviocOn 6 Ieétpos tod Adyou 
tod Kupiov as eivev avTo, “OTr mplv ad€xtopa pavncat, arapynon He Tpis 


> “~ > ‘\ nS Lae > 
avTov Hv, Kal yap Tadidatos eorw. 
a , N aA » A > fol SZ 2 7 
dS héyers. Kal rapayphua ere Nadodvtos avtod edovnoe ahextup. 


® kal e€edOdv eEw 6 [létpos Exhavore TiKpas. 
(7) 8'Kat ot avdpes ot é Sv *Inoody évéraul UTa O€ 
: pes ot ouvéyovtes TOV “Incovy évérailov avt@ d€povtes, 
Kal mepixadtiavtes addy eruTTOV avTOd Td TpPdTwTOY, Kal erNpeTwV avToY 
7 Y 
héyovtes, IIpodyjrevoor, tis éotw 6 tatcas oe; © Kat etepa toda Bdac- 
dyovvtes Eheyov Els avTov. . 
205 16 \ “2 € ? ? A A 
(GE) &™ Kat ws éyévero népa, ovvyixOn 1d mperButépiov Tod aod, apy- 
Lepels TE Kal yoaumarels, Kal aviyayov auToV Els TO GUVedpLoy avTav (=) 7 dé- 
, P x 
> \ > ¢ XN > \ c A > \ “A > “a 
yovres, Ei od ef 6 Xpuotos, eiré nut. Ete dé avrots, “Eav tu eira, od 
\ ? 68 aN 8e x > 4 > \ 3 An la x > hv 
py motevonte, ® édv Sé Kal epwTica, od pn atoxpiOnré jor, } arovonTe. 
(28 yr N A A y € ris nA 2? fa) , (We > § A A 
= To TOD vov e€otat 6 Tids Tov avOpdov Kabypevos ex SeEL@v THS 
a ca) 298 7 S “> o an la 
Suvduews ToD Ocod. (=) ” Etmov S€ wavres, XV ovv ef 6 Lids Tov Ocov; 
209 5 
(+) 1 Ot dé etzov, Ti 
3 , fe \ \ a an 
ert ypelay EXomev apTuplas ; avTOL yap HKovoapEV ad TOV OTSmaToS adTOD. 
>} 3 F we y rn a 
XXII. (4°)! * Kat dvacrav adrav 16 tAHOos aitav Hyayov avtov émt Tov 
, 801 y) ¥ \ a > la , nan 7 
TT.\atov. (x) Hp€avro be KaTnyopew avTov héyovTes, Tovtov EVpOMeV dua- 
, ¥ e aA , / 
otpedhovta 76 eFvos Hueov Kat Kohvovta Kaicapu ddpous Siddvar, Méyovta éavTov 
> \ , 5S 802 c 
Xpiotov Bacrréa eivar. (=) 2 °'O d€ Wddros ernpdtycey aditov héyov, Yd 
308) 4 ¢ 
\ , > \ \ 3 A ~~ \ ” > \ ¢ a (ax 5 a 
Sé Idros ele pds Tovs apyvepets Kal Tovs dxdovs, OddSev edpioxw aitov 
a 304 
€v TO avOpdTw TOUTY. (*) > Ot dé ericyvoy héyovtes, “O7t dvaceies TOV adv 
> “ lal 9 
SidacKkev Kal’ odns THs “Iovdalas, ap&dmevos ato THs Tadtdaias ews OSe. 
q , A > 4 6 ot , > c >» wn 
6 TIutdros 5€ axovoas Tadtitatay éerypotycer, eb 0 avbpwros Tahtdatds éott, 
rd x y “ / < 
’ Kal €muyvovs OTL EK TIS e€ovoias “Hpddov éotiv avéreurbev adrov TPOS ‘Hpo- 
Oyv, ovta Kal avrov ev ‘Iepoc~odvpous €v TavTais Tats Huéepars. *% ‘O Se ‘Hpadys 
iSav tov “Incodv éeydpn Nav, Hv yap Oérov e€ ixavod ide airdv, Sid 7d 
ms lat x n A A 
dkovew TOMA wept adTod, Kal Haile TL oNpEtov idely Um” adrod ywdpevor. 


‘O S€ apds adrods edn, “Twets Néyere ore eyd eit. 


et 6 Bactheds Tv "Iovdaiwr ; ‘O dé amokpiels adT@ &bn, Sd héyens. 


\ nN e A QA ‘ 
°*Exynpora S€ adrov év héyous ixavois: avros S€ ovder amekpivato avT@ 
t 


Probably Annas, the father-in-law, and Caiaphas, the son-in- 
law, dwelt in the same official residence. 


other woman, Matt. xxvi. 71. 


See on John xviii. 25, who recon- 
ciles the three accounts. 


It is observable, that in 


the history of the arrest and arraignment before the High Priest, 
St. Luke never mentions Caiaphas by name. The two earlier 
Evangelists say that the officers of the Chief Priests amfyayov 
Tov “Inoody rods Tov apxiepea, or mpds Kaidday toy apxtepea. 
(Matt. xxvi. 57. Mark xiv. 53.) But St. Luke says (xxii. 54) 
elohyayor avtby eis Toy olkoy Tod dpxtepews. 

And in all the three, Pefer is said to be in the court-yard 
(addy) of the High Priest (Matt. xxvi. 58. Mark xiv. 54. Luke 
xxii. 55), beneath (Mark xiv. 66). These considerations may serve 
to remove the objections which have been raised by some (e. g. 
Meyer, p. 486) against the accounts of the Evangelists, in this 
portion of the sacred narrative, as if they were at variance with 
each other. 

56. “ISodca x.7.A.] See Matt. xxvi. 69—75. Mark xiv. 66— 
72. Jobn xviii. 17. All the four Evangelists mention the maid, 
raidiokn. 

58. repos] another person saw him and said,—viz. at the 
same time as the za:d{oxn, maid, in Mark xiv. 69, and the an, 


59. &AAos] another. Perhaps the relative of Malchus, John 
xvili. 26 ; but doubtless many spoke at the same time. See Matt 
xxvi. 73. Mark xiv. 70. ‘ 

60. aAéktwp] a cock crew. Elz. has the Article 6 before ard 

Pp ) 5 z. e@ aAEK= 
twp, but the 6 is not in A, B, D, E, G, H, K, L, M,§, U, V, X70 
A, A, Lr.; and it is doubtful whether there is any passage of the 
Gospels where the Article is prefixed to this word, which occurs 
twelve times. The Evangelists seem careful nof to say that it was 
any one cock which crowed thrice. 

62. Kal eEeAPdv] and Peter went out and wept bitterl O 
this text, see Bp. Sanderson, Sermons, iii. p. 353. tee 


Cu. XXIII. 1. Kal dvacrdy] 
xy. ]. Jobn xviii. 28, 

2. pdpous] tribute. See xx. 22. They accuse Him of doi 
what they themselves did, and what He forbade them to do. a 


7. dvra abtévy] Herod Antipas, being th 
bls clade pas, g then at Jerusalem for 


See Matt. xxvii. 1,2. Mark 


LUKE XXIII. 10—27. 


305 \ 10 Ei , Se ey S a \ € a hws A 
(+) LOTHKELTAY OE OL APYLEpEls Kal OL Ypapparels EdTOVWS KaTHyopOdVTES 
> A 306 ? , A a) 
aizov. (=) 1 “E€ovderjoas 8€ abrév 6 “Hpdédns avv tots otpateipacw adtod 
Nee 3! , ‘ 2 \ > lal ‘ > Le > ‘ lal , 
Kal éutrai€as, TrepiBarav autov eo OynTa Lapmpav, averemrpey avtov T@ Tdarw. 
> x / 9 lal An 
12 °Eyévovto S€ pido. 6 te Ithdros Kal 6 ‘Hpwdys év adty TH jpepa per addrj- 
oo lal ‘ 
ov: mpovTpxov yap év €xOpa ovres Tpds EavTovs. 
3807 \ 13 iii yy 4 be , \ > -” ‘ ‘ A \ 
(=) uatos 6€ ovyKaderdpevos TOUS apyLEpEls Kal TOVS ApxoVTas Kal 
X i aA 
tov hadv \ ete pds adtods, IIpoonvéyxaré pou Tov avOpwrov TovTov as azo- 
otpépovta Tov hadv: kai dod eyw evdtiov tudv dvakpivas ovdev ebpov &v TO 
avOporm TovTw altiov, dv Katyyopetre kat’ avtod: (=)  adN obd€ ‘Hpwdns: 
b) 4 & ¢ lal % > ‘\ \ > ‘\ °) \ y vA 3 S la 
aveTeprja yap vas mpos avTov, Kat idod oddev a&ov Oavdrov éoti Tempayyevov 
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> i 16 8 , > > Jee. 3 tt 
avta '° rawWevdcas oty attov atohvow. (7 
2 (al ‘\ XN y 
aUTOls KaTa EopTnY Eva. 


TovToy, amddvoov be Huy TOV BapaBBav 


€v TH Toke Kal Povov BeBAnuevos cis purakyv. 
4 if > A \ ) la DD) 

mpocepavnae Oédwv atodtaa Tov Incovv. 

(=) 7 ‘O 8€ tpirov eize mpds aitods, Ti yap Kaxdv 


7, > f. 
poor, GTAVPWTOY avTOL. — 


809 


) 7 Avdynny S€ eiyev arrohvew ¢ Matt. 27.15, 16, 
310 > ABET | 
(=) B°’Avéxpagav S€ mapmdyfet déyovtes, Aipe Mark 15. 6-8 


Jt) Be 


Ly , 
dots HV Oud OTdoW TWA yevowevny 


(+) 9 ddw ody 6 Idros 
! Oi 8é eredadvour héyovtes, Yrav- 


5) , a 294 » , a 2 A § , > SS 
ETTOLNOEV OuUTOS ; ovoev QULTLOV Bavartov €vupov €V QuT@" TAL0OEUGAS OVVY AUTOV 


3 
amolvow. (=) 
~ \ / e \ > aA »s\ A 
Onvav Kai KaTioxvoy at dwval adtav Kal TOV 


> , , . » 7, A 95 
ETEK PLVE yevér Bar TO ALTY UA AVTwWY’ 


Oi dé éréxewrTo dwvais peydhats aitovpevor avTov oTavpw- 


dpxvepewy. (=*) *%°O de IuAdros 


\ 
dméduoe S€ Tov Sia oTdow Kal Pdvov 


BeBdnpevor eis THY dudaxjy dv HrodvTo: Tov bé “Incoty Twapédwxe TO OeArjpate 


avTov. 


(=) %° Kai as amyyayov airov, émudaBdpevor Siwwvds twos Kupynvaiov 


d Matt. 27. 32. 
Mark 15. 21. 


> id > > > lal > la > Vas) ‘\ ~ /, y+ nw 3 lal 
EPXOMEVOU amr aypov ereOnkav QvUT@ TOV OTQAVpOV pepe oma bev TOU Inoov. 


(=) 7 *Hxodovde d€ avt@ todd mANOos Tod aod Kal yuvaikov, at Kal éKd- 


ll. *Eiovéevhoas] Having set Him at nought. He who had 
murdered the forerunner of Christ now mocks Christ. So one 
sin leads to another and greater. Because our Lord answered 
nothing, and did no miracle to gratify his curiosity, he too with 
his soldiers mocked Him at Jerusalem, the City of God, and 
arrayed Him in a shining robe—Him who will appear in a bright 
robe of glory in the heavenly Jerusalem, with His armies of 
Cherubim and Seraphim, as King of Kings and Judge of Herod 
and Pilate and of the World. 

12. MaAdtos kal 6 “Hpdédns| Herod is reconciled to Pilate; but 
all are against Christ. Cp. Ps. ii. 1~3. Acts iv. 27. Pharisees 
combine with Herodians against Him (Matt. xxii. 16). A pro- 
phetic intimation of the combination of hostile powers, adverse 
to one another, but leagued together in the latter days against 
Him and His Church. See Ps. lxxxiii. 5. Rev. xix. 19. 

15. ovddey Bitoy Oavdrov| and you see that nothing worthy of 
death has been done by Him (rempuypévov ait). Not done to 
Him, but dy Him; otherwise it would have appeared in evidence 
before Herod or before me. 

Pilate and Herod, the two Representatives respectively of the 
Roman and Jewish World, unite in acquitting and in crucifying 
Christ. Both Jew and Gentile pronounce Him innocent, and yet 
both condemn Him as guilty. He is put to death by the World, 
and dies for it. Cp. Barrow’s Sermons, vol. iv. p. 575. Serm. 
xxvi. on the Creed. 

16. modevoos] An euphemism or Airérys for pparyeAAdoas. 
See Thom. Magist. in roAddkis; the LXX in Deut. viii. 5. Cp. 
Matt. xxvii. 26. St John says (xix. 1) éuaortlywoe toy “Iqoodv. 
It appears that Pilate scowrged Jesus in hopes that the Jews 
would be satisfied with this punishment. (See Mark xv. 15, and 
St. Luke here and v. 22, and on John xix. 1.) The Evangelists 
St. Matthew (xxvii. 26) and St. Mark (xv. 15) introduce the word 
dpayeAddoaus just before the mention of our Lord’s delivery to be 
crucified ; not because, as it would seem, the scourging took place 
then, but to intimate that He was punished fwice, first by scourg- 
ing and then by crucifixion; and so His prophecy was fulfilled 
(Matt. xx.19), ropaddcovow aitoy tois eveow cis Tb eumattar Kat 
pactiyaca. kal otavpacat. Cp. Mark x. 34. Luke xviii. 33. 

V7. *Avdyenv eixev x.t-A.} See Matt. xxvii. 15.22. This verse 
is not in A, B, K, L—but it is in the other Uncials, and most 
Versions and Cursive MSS. 


21. Of 5é .7.A.] See Matt, xxvii. 22—26, 
Vor. I. 


26. Siuwvds twos Kupnvatov] a certain Simon, a Cyrenian. 
It is observed by some of the Fathers (e. g. 8. Ambrose) that it 
was not a Jew of Jerusalem, but a Cyrenian stranger, who was 
first chosen to carry Christ’s cross after .Him to Calvary, and that 
in so doing he was a type of the priority of the Gentile world in 
coming to Christ, and in bowing under the yoke of the cross. 
And now eighteen centuries have passed, and the Jews have not 
yet taken up the cross and followed Christ. 

Simon came from the country—a paganus, from Cyrene, the 
land of Ham, to Jerusalem, and took up the cross and followed 
Christ. He had shown his piety and zeal by coming to Jerusalem, 
to the Passover,—even from Cyrene, the most western city of 
Africa that is mentioned in the New Testament (cp. Acts ii. 10), 
a city in the same latitude as the most western point of Greece : 
and he is rewarded for his pains. He is admitted to the privilege 
of being a companion of Christ, and of relieving Him of His 
burden in His way to Calvary to die for the World; and he seems 
to be pointed out as a predecessor of his fellow-countrymen, 
coming to Christ. 

The pagans of Africa have preceded the Jews of the literal 
Jerusalem in coming to Christ, and in taking up the Cross; and 
so have become citizens of the ‘ Jerusalem that is above”’ (Gal. 
iv. 26), while the children of the kingdom have been cast out. 

— épxopévov] coming. Elz. has tod before épxopévov, but 
tov is not found in the Uncial MSS. It seems to have been 
introduced to identify him with the person who was well known 
as such from St. Mark xv. 21. ; 

— eneOnnay atte toy otavpdy] they laid on Him the cross. 
Our Lord bare His own cross (John xix. 17), as Isaac did the 
wood (Gen. xxii. 6); and Simon also bare it. Christ bare one 
portion of the cross and Simon the other; or, when He was op- 
pressed by the weight, He was relieved by Simon. Cp. Aug. de 
Consensu Evang. iii. 10. 

Christ bare the cross on His shoulders as a burden, and also 
as a badge of the ‘‘government on His shoulder” (Isa. ix. 6), 
and a trophy of victory (Phil. ii.9). And it isalso laid on Simon ; 
for Christ’s disciples must take up the cross and follow Him to the 
shame of Calvary, in order that they may reign with Him in the 
glories of the heavenly Jerusalem. See Heb. xiii, 13. Cp. Am- 
brose and Cyril here. 

27. éxédmrovro| See Luke viii. 52. 


2K 


LUKE: XXIII. 28—41. 


mrovro Kat eOpyvouv aitdv. * Srpaets d€ mpos abtas 6 “Incovs ceive, Ovya- 
tépes ‘Iepovoadijp, pr KAraletre én eve, mov ef Eavtas kdatere Kal emt Td 
Téxva dav: 79 ore dod epyovTat Hpepar €v ais €povot, Maxdpuar ai oTELpat, 
Kal xowdlat at od« éyévnoay, Kat pactol ot od« eyhacav. * Tére apgovrar 
héyew ois Sper, Iécere ef’ Huds, Kal tots Bovvois, Kadvipare yuas: *! ore 
eb ev TO vyp@ Edhy TadTa ToLOvEL, év T@ Enp@ ti yévntar; (42) * "Hyovto 


Se Wy 4 a \ Chala S) hes 
€ KQL ETEPOL dvo, KQKOUpYOL, OvVV QAVUTW QVQLPE Val. 


iS) 33° Kal dre ayudOov emi tov Témov Tov Kahovpevov Kpaviov éxet eoTav- 
DN 319 ‘N ‘\ 4 a N > PS) & a a, dé 2€ > a 
pocav avtov, (77) Kal Tovs KaKovpyous, bv pEev EK Celia, OY OE EF apLaTEpwY. 


lal fe » “A 3 ‘ A , lal 
(+) * ‘O Se "Inaots éheye, Hatep, apes aUTOLS’ Ov yap oldact TL ToLovan. 


(2) Acapepilouevor 6€ Ta twdtia adbrod €Badov Kdijpov. 


\ e 
35 Kal elatyker 6 


A 29 r » 
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30. Tére &ptovra: A€yewv Tots dpeot] Then shall they begin to 
say to the mountains, Fall on us. This prophecy had a primary 
and literal fulfilment in the flight of many (ce. g. Josephus and his 
companions) to the caverns and rocks of Palestine for refuge (cp. 
Matt. xxiv. 16; and see Bede’s note here); and for its wider 
application to the World at large in the latter Days, see Isa. ii. 
1). Rev. vi. 16. 

81. <i ev TH Hyp@ EiAw] if such things as these are done with 
the green tree, what shall be done with the tree that is dry? 
Good men are compared in Scripture to green trees, and bsd to 
barren and dry (Ps. i.3. Ezek. xx. 47. Jude 12). And our 
Lord may be supposed to say, If such are the sufferings of One 
who is the Tree of Life, bringing forth all healthful fruits, what 
shall they endure, who inflict these sufferings, and are themselves 
like an unfruitful and barren fig-tree, dry and ready for the fire, 
and who will be withered by Me as such? Cp. on Matt. xxi. 19, 
20. Mark xi. 13—22; and see Greg. Moral. xii. 4 and Cyril 
here, p. 717. Theophyl. and Glass. Philol. pp. 751, 752. Vorst. 
de Hebr. 819. 

83. Kpaviov] A scull. St. Luke alone of the Evangelists does 
not mention its Hebrew name—Golgotha. St. Matthew and St. 
Mark add xpavioy as the interpretation of Golgotha. St. John 
mentions xpavfoy first, and adds ds Aéyerou ‘EBpaior) ToAyoba. 
This may serve as one illustration, among many, of the modifying 
principles which guided the several Evangelists in the composition 
of their respective Gospels ; see above, xx. 22. 

— eoravpwoav] they crucified Him. Our Lord, when He 
gave Himself to die, chose to die by the painful and ignominious 
death of the Cross, and that publicly, at the great feast of the 
Passover. The Cross,—the instrument of shame,—was made 
by Him to be like a triumphal Car, in which He rides ‘“ conquer- 
ing and to conquer,” by His Victory over Satan; and it also was 
like a royal Throne and Tribunal, on which Christ sitsa King and 
Judge, and separates between the good and the wicked—repre- 
sented by the two Malefactors—the one on one hand, the other 
on the other. ‘Crucem trophzum jam vidimus,” says Ambrose. 
“« Currum suum triumphator ascendat ; et patibulo triumphali sus- 
pendat captivade seculo spolia. Unus Dei triumphus fecit omnes 
prope jam homines triumphare, Crux Domini.” 

Cp. Dr. Barrow’s Sermons on the Creed, Serm. xxvi. vol. iv. 
pp. 573—596, and ii. p. 206, and above, on Matt. xxvii. 22, and 
below, on John xix. 17, and on Coloss. ii. 14. Eph. ii. 16. 

34. ‘O 8&Injcots] This prayer of Jesus for His murderers is 
mentioned only by St. Luke. See above, v. 16, and cp. Acts 
iii. 17. This verse is omitted by the Vatican MS. Cp. xxii. 43. 

— ov yap ofSacr] See on 1 Tim. i. 13. 

This prayer of Christ was used also by St. James the first 
Bishop of Jerusalem, for his murderers at his martyrdom at the 


Passover, A.D. 62, 20nke TX yovaTa Aéywv, Tlapaxar@, Kupie, Océ 
warTep, upes adtots, ov yap otdact Tt morovor.. Hegesip. ap. 
Euseb, ii. 23. 

38. emvypaph] superscription. See Matt. xxvii. 37. Mark xv. 
26. Designed as a mark of ignominy. But Pilate’s hand was 
guided from above; and while he crucified Jesus, he wrote His 
true title ; and he, the Representative of Rome the mistress of the 
World, wrote it in the principal languages of the World, in token 
that ‘all kings shall bow down before Him, and all Nations shall 
do Him service.’ (Ps. Ixxii. 11.) 

St. Luke alone and St. John (xix. 20) mention the three lan- 
guages; St. Luke specifies the Greek first; St. John places the 
Hebrew first. St. Luke puts the Hebrew Jast, and the Roman 
second, which St. John puts /ast. 

It is observable, that none of the Evangelists, who mention 
the superscription, put the Roman in the first place ; although it 
is not probable that Pilate, the Roman Governor, who caused the 
Inscription, would have placed his own language,—the language 
of the Imperial Mistress of the World,—after that of the Con- 
quered Greeks and despised Jews. 

St. Luke places the Hebrew after the Roman, though he 
does not give the first place to the Roman, but to the Greek. 
This appears to be in accordance with the general tenour of his 
Gospel, and of St. Paul’s preaching, viz. to show that the first 
should be last, and the last first; and that the Gentiles were to be 
preferred to the Jews; the younger son to the elder. 

Perhaps also the Holy Spirit, by inverting the order, may 
have designed to show, that the language of human majesty and 
of worldly supremacy, is subordinate to that of conquered Nations 
—Hebrew and Greek—which is consecrated by Himself as the 
language of Inspiration in the Old and New Testament. ‘The 
Roman language,—the language of the Imperial Mistress of the 
World,—that language, alone of the three, never holds the first 
place on the Cross. 

As to the varieties in the Evangelical records of the super- 
scription, see on John xix. 19, and Introduction to the Gospels. 

39. eBrachhuer] was blaspheming Him. Some of the Fathers 
(e.g. Origen, Tr. 35 in Matt., S. Jerome, Chrys., Cyril Hierosol. 
Cateches. 13, Theophyl., Euthym. in Matt. xxvii.) are of opinion, 
that at first both the malefactors railed on Jesus. But S. August., 
Epiphan., and others (see Suarez and & Lapide here), say that 
the plural is used by St. Matthew (xxvii. 44), St. Mark (xv. 32), 
for the singular. Cp. Glass. Phil. S. p. 286, and Matt. xxvi. 8, 
where Judas only is meant. See on Matt. xxvii. 44. 

40. Odd poBF] Dost not thou even fear God? If thou hast 
no love and pity for thy fellow-man, in his agony, Dost thou not 
even fear Him, Whose creature man is, and Who is outraged, 
when suffering man is reviled and insulted in his anguish ? 
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42,43. Mvjo%nri pou x.7.A.] Remember me, O Lord, when 
Thou comest into Thy Kingdom. And Jesus said unto him, 
Verily I say unto thee, To-day thou shalt be with Me in Paradise. 
The penitent thief prayed to be remembered at that future time, 
however distant, when Christ should come in His Kingdom. 
Christ rewarded his faith and good confession by a promise of 
immediate happiness. ‘ To-day thou shalt be (i.e. thy human 
soul shall be with My human soul) in Paradise.” 

Paradise is a word of Persian origin, signifying a Park or 
Garden (see Xenophon, Cyr. i. 3. 12. Bcon. iv. 13. Reland de 
Vestig. Ling. Pers. Miscellan. ii. p. 210. Winer, Real-W. i. p. 
244, y. Eden), and is used by the LXX for yqyy3 (Gan-Hden), 
the Garden of Eden or Delight. Gen. ii. 8—10. 15, 16; iii. 1—3, 
&c. Thence it was employed figuratively by the Jewish writers 
(see Joseph. Ant. xviii. 1, and Wetstein here) to designate the 
Place of rest and peace to which the souls of the faithful are con- 
veyed, immediately on their deliverance from the burden of the 
flesh, and in which they enjoy a sweet repose, and a delightful 
foretaste of the full and final fruition of a glorious immortality, 
and in which they will remain till the General Resurrection and 
Day of Judgment, when they will be reunited to their bodies, and 
be admitted to the infinite and everlasting glory of Heaven. 

Paradise is therefore equivalent to Abraham’s bosom. 
above, Luke xvi. 23, and cp. Acts ii. 31. 1 Pet. iii. 18, 19. 

This passage then is a divine declaration that the soul when 
separated from the body by death does not sleep. See on xii. 4. 
It is also a divine Protest against the erroneous doctrine of Pur- 
gatory, and of Prayers to the Saints; as if they were already 
reigning in heaven. See below on Rev. vi. 9. 

Leo M., Bishop of Rome, Serm. Ixxi. de Ascens., says, 
‘“‘ Hodie non solum Paradisi possessores formati sumus, sed etiam 
regni coelorum in Christo superna penetravimus, ampliora adepti 
per ineffabilem Christi gratiam quam per diaboli amiseramus in- 
vidiam.” Cp. Macar. p. 133, and Routh, who says (R. 8. i. 10: 
cp. 15. 55. 66), “ Paradisus distinguitur 4 Celo; et in eo loco, 
qui quidem justis preparatus est, of werarebévres dicuntur manere, 
auspicati incorruptelam.” See also the Sermon of Bp. Bull, ‘On 
the middle state of Happiness and Misery,” vol. i. pp. 49 —82. 

Veteres Christiani diu discernebant Paradisum a Celo; lau- 
davit hanc in rem Wetstenius verba Tertulliani Apologet. si Para- 
disum nominemus, locum divine amenitatis, recipiendis sanctorum 
spiritibus, non coelum intelligimus. Sic et h. 1. per mapddevcov, 
Judzorum cogitandi et loquendi consuetudini convenienter intelligi 
debet locus in quo piorum anime post mortem commorantur, 
usque dum, cum corporibus iterum conjuncte, in futurum seculum 
recipiantur. (Kuin.) 


See 


& 28. 1. 


335 56 < ; 
Gam) U7rO- Mark 16. 1, 2. 


On the case of the Penitent Thief, see S. Aug. Tract. in 
Joann. xlvii., and Serm. xxiii. 3, “‘Latro pendens cum Domino 
credidit in Christum quandé de illo discipuli dubitaverunt. Con- 
tempserunt Judi mortuos suscitantem, non contempsit latro 
secum in cruce pendentem,”’ and Serm. ccxxxiv. 2, “In cruce 
latro vos vocat. . . . Crux illi schola erat. Ibi docuit Magister 
latronem ; lignum pendentis cathedra factum est docentis.’’ 

Hence therefore his case affords no encouragement to any one 
to put off repentance to a death bed. Our faith cannot come up to 
that of this Penitent ; for our condition is very different from his. 
We have seen Christ’s glorious Resurrection and Ascension into 
heaven. We have received the Holy Ghost from heaven. He 
had none of these benefits. He saw Christ deserted by His dis- 
ciples and dying on the cross, and yet he confessed Him as a King, 
and prayed to Him as his Lord. 

44, *Hy 5€ doel dpa extn] It was about the sixth hour. 
Matt. xxvii. 45. Mark xv. 33. 

45. éoxlo6n 7d kataméracua] the inner veil of the sanctuary 
was rent in twain. See Matt. xxvii. 51. Mark xv. 38. 

46. raparlOeuat] I commend. So A, B, C, K, M, P, Q, X, 
and others.—Elz. has mapa@hooua, the reading of some MSS., 
derived perhaps from LXX version of Ps. xxxi. 6. 

On some incidents of our Lord’s death, compared with that 
of the first Martyr, St. Stephen, see St. Luke’s account, Acts 
vii. 59, 60. 

47. Slkaos jv] was righteous. St. Matthew (xxvii. 54) and 
St. Mark (xv. 39) say vids jv cod. Perhaps St. Luke explains 
by Siatos jv the sense in which the centurion used the word 
vids jv @cod. S. Aug. de Consens. Evang. iii. c. 20. A 

53. of ov« iy ovdémw ovdels Kelwevos] where no one had ever 
yet lain. See John xix. 41. 

Our Lord took human nature in the womb of the Blessed 
Virgin; to which the prophecy has been applied, ‘‘ This gate 
shall be shut, it shall not be opened; and no man shall enter in 
by it, because the Lord the God of Israel hath entered in by it” 
(Ezek. xliv. 2). Cp. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iii, And 
from the secret darkness of that bridal chamber, in which He 
espoused our nature, He went forth to redeem the world. 

His human body is now laid in a new Tomb, where none 
other was ever laid ; and thence He comes forth, that all who are 
in the graves may rise by Him. In the former case, Joseph of 
Bethlehem is the guardian of His sacred body; in the latter, 
Joseph of Arimathea; one Joseph, from the city of David, the 
greatest of Kings; the other Joseph from the city of Samuel, the 
greatest of Prophets, who anointed David to be king. Cp. Bede 
here, and see note on Matt. xxvii. 57. 

2K 2 
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56. 7d ev odBBarov] they rested on the Seventh Day or 
Sabbath according to the fourth commandment. They had pre- 
pared some spices before the sunset of the sivth day, and 
brought more after sunset of the seventh day. See on Mark xv. 
46; xvi. lL. 

They rested on the Sabbath; such was their reverence for 
the Law, which was now fulfilled in Christ (Col. ii. 17), resting 
on the Sabbath, in the Grave. He is the true Sabbath in Whom 
the Father rests and is well pleased, and Who is the Rest of the 
Soul and the Body. For He says, ‘‘ Come unto Me—and I will 
give you rest’’ (Matt. xi. 28), and ‘‘ Blessed are the dead that 
die in the Lord, for they rest from their Jabours”’ (Rev. xiv. 13). 

The Seventh-Day Sabbath itself died and was buried with 
Christ, and rose again with Him to new life and beauty on the 
First Day of the week, hence called (Rev. i. 10) kupiaky, ‘ dies 
dominicus,’ or the Lord’s Day ; and the command to rest was 
transferred from the Seventh day of the week to the First Day. 

It is observable, that our Lord, the second Adam, the Author 
of our life, died on the sixth day of the week, the day on which 
the first Adam—the author of our death—was born. 

This was very appropriate ; for we derive our spiritual life 
from His death. He died in order that we might be Jorn anew, 
and live for evermore. 

“Sexta Sabbati,” says §S. Aug. in Joan. Tract. xvii., ‘ in- 
clinato capite, reddidit spiritum, et in sepulchro Sabbato requievit 
de omnibus operibus suis.’ Thus the first Sabbath on which 
God rested from His works was a type of the last Sabbath, on 
which Christ rested from His works in the grave. And yet, be it 
remembered, His Rest was a Rest of Mercy, a Rest of Bene- 
ficence. (See on John v.17.) For on that day ‘‘ He went and 
preached to the Spirits in prison’’ (1 Pet. iii. 18, 19). What a 
Sabbath day’s Journey was that ! 

See further the notes on John v. 17, and on Matt. xxviii. 1. 


Cu. XXIV. 1. Ti wig] Matt. xxviii. 1. The first day of the 
week is the day after the Sabbath, or Seventh Day, and is there- 
fore the Eighth Day ; and therefore it is observed by the Fathers 
that our Lord arose on the Eighth Day. See the passage of 
S. Barnabas, c. 15, quoted below on v. 50 of this Chapter. In- 
deed, as the number Seven is the Sabbatical number, or number 
of Rest, in Holy Scripture, so Hight may be called the Dominical. 
Seven is expressive of res¢ in Christ; Hight is expressive of 
Resurrection to new life and glory in Him. 

In accordance with this principle, the Zighth Day was the 
Day of Cirevmeision (cp. Luke i. 59. Phil. iii. 5),—the type of 
Christian Baptism,—the Sacrament of Resurrection,—-in which 
we rise from the death of sin to newness of Life in Him. 


Our Lord received the name Jesus on the eighth day (Luke 
ji. 21); He as our Jesus, Joshua, Saviour, brings us to the 
heavenly Canaan,—to the glory of the Resurrection. 

The Name Jesus, Saviour, given to Him on the Eighth 
Day, makes in the universal language (IHZOYS) the Number 
eight in hundreds, tens, and units,—888. See Jreneus adv. Heer. 
i. 14. 6, and ii. 24.2. Cp. Rev. xiii. 18. 

The great Day of the Feast of Tabernacles—the type of His 
Incarnation—was the Eighth. See on John vii. 37. And in His 
Sermon on the Mount He pronounces eight Beatitudes describing 
the way that leads to the fruition of heavenly glory. See on 
Matt. v. 3. 

Hence also we find, that the Transfiguration—which was a 
figure and a glimpse of the future glory of the bodies of the 
Saints after the Resurrection—is mentioned as having taken place 
eight days after our Lord had said, ‘‘ There be some standing here 
which shall not taste of death till they see the kingdom of God.”’ 
(Luke ix. 27.) As S. Ambrose says there, ‘‘ Quid est quod ait, 
In diebus octo? Quia is qui verba Christi audit, et credit, Re- 
surrectionis tempore gloriam Christi videbit. Octava enim die 
facta est Resurrectio. Unde et plerique Psalmi in Octavam in- 
scribuntur.”’ 

2. tov Aldov] the stone. St. Luke takes for granted that his 
readers are aware from the other Gospels (see Matt. xxvii. 60. 


Mark xv. 46), that there was a stone on the mouth of the tomb. 
So also St. John xx. 1. 


5. tov (avta] the living one—and the Cause of Life; for He 
said, ‘‘ I am the Resurrection and the Life” (John xi. 25). 

6. uvnoOnte ws eAdAnoev iuiv] remember how He said to you. 
Hence it would seem that Angels of heaven had been invisible 
hearers and spectators of Christ’s intercourse with His disciples 
during His earthly Ministry. 

This Angelical speech therefore opens to us many considera- 
tions of deep and mysterious interest as to the communion be- 
tween the angelic inhabitants of heaven and the dwellers on 
earth. See above on i. 11 and xxii. 43, and on Acts xii. 15. 

10. Mapia 7 *laxéBov] Mary the (mother) of James. The ar- 
ticle 7, omitted by Elz., is prefixed to *laxéGov in A, B, D, K, S, 
V, Z, and so Winer, p. 120. 

— aidrorral] the rest, i.e. the other women, mentioned with 
those in vill. 2, 3; xxiii. 49. 55, who had come up with Him from 
Galilee to the Passover. Cp. Acts i. 14. 

12. mpds éavrdy] to his home. Cp. John xx. 10. 


18. °Eupaovs] Emmaus. According to local tradition, Kubeibeh, 


n.w. of Jerusalem. Cp. Lightfoot, ii. 42. But see Robinson, in. 
65. Winer in v., i. p. 325. 


The true position seems to have been lost before the times of 


LUKE XXIV. 15—29. 
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28 Ney, > \ i Dan. 9. 24, &c. 
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Acts 16. 15. 

Heb. 13. 2. 


Jerome and Eusebius. (See Robinson, iii. 66.) It is called ’Au- 
pavds by Josephus, B. J. vii. 6. 6. 

14. dutrovy] were talking. ‘Outdéw is used in this sense by 
LXX, and in N. T. only by St. Luke. See Acts xx. 11; xxiv. 
26. It is the word now in common use in Greece for Aad@. 
See above, Introduction, p. 166. 

16. of 5¢ dpOadpod aitav expatodyro|] but their eyes were 
holden that they should not know Him. He seems to have 
appeared to them like a stranger. See oh v. 18, and Mark 
xvi. 12. 

18. KAeémras] Cleopas. Supposed by Routh (R. 8. i. p. 281) 
to be the same as the KAwmas of St. John (xix. 25) and the 
Alpheus of St. Matthew and St. Mark, who never mention 
Cleopas, the father of St. James and St. Jude. (See on Matt. x. 
3.) St. John never has AAgaios. Others suppose KAedmas here 
to be a different word altogether, viz. an abbreviation of KAéé- 
matpos. Cp. Mill, pp. 236, 237. Some suppose that the other 
disciple, whose name St. Luke does not mention, was called 
Simon, one of the Seventy Disciples (Origen in Joann. init. and 
Cyril here) ; others, that it was St. Luke himself. (Theophyl.) 

— 3b pédvos mapoixets| Art Thou alone a sojourner at Jeru- 
salem, and dost not know what things have happened there? i.e. 
all others who sojourn there do know. Have we met in thee the 
only person who does not know ? 

The expression is stronger, because mapoxeiv describes the 
persons who were temporary residents for the Passover. The 
LXX use the word wapoixeiy for w13 (gur), peregrinus fuit. Cp. 
Acts vii. 6. 29; xiii. 17. Eph. ii. 19. Heb. xi. 9. There is an 
emphasis, therefore, on mapoixe?s,—‘* Art thou alone a sqjourner, 
or stranger, staying merely for a few days at Jerusalem, and yet 
dost not know?” i.e. so wonderful are they, that not only the 
Jews there resident, but even all the strangers who have flocked 
thither from other lands, do know them. 

The use of xa) here is similar to that of the Hebrew Vau. 
See Schroeder, Synt. Hebr. p. 328. Gesen. ad Is. v. 4: ‘¢ What 
could have been done more to My Vineyard and I have not done 
in it?” And so «at in John ili. 10, od ef 6 SiddcKados Tov 
‘IopahaA, kal radra ob yiwdoness ; vii. 4, ovdels ev KpumT@ TL motel 
Kal (net adrods ev mappnota elva. Cp. Winer, p. 554. 

He who Himself was the principal Agent in these wonderful 
events, is said by them to be the only person who did not know 
these things. He who was Himself the true Passover was taken 
by ther: for a stranger who had come up to be a spectator at the 
Passover. For their eyes were then holden that they should not 
know Him, but they were opened when they received Him as the 
guesc¢ of their hearts in the Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. 


21. ayer] impersonaliter : ‘ tertia dies est hodie.’? (Vulg.) Cp. 
Acts xix. 38, dydpavor (sc. Nuéput) &yovTat 

22. dpOpivat| early. On this form in -ivds, authorized here 
by A, B, D, K*, L, A, see Lodeck, Phryn. p. 51.—Eilz. has 
bpOpras. 

25, 26.] On these verses see Jren. iii. 16. 5, Athanas. (adv. 
Arian.) ii. 15, p. 381, and below on Acts ii. 36. 

27. Mwioéws x.7.A.] Moses and the Prophets, i.e. the Scrip- 
tures of the Old Testament. See above, xvi. 19, and on John 
x. 34. 

28. mpoceroretto] He Himself was making overtures to go 
JSurther. He was like one going further. The Evangelist does 
not use the aorist mpooeroijoaro, but imperfect mpocemoieiro. 
The Vulgate finxit is liable to a double objection,—first as to 
sense, next as to tense. Finwit suggests the idea of pretending 
to do what is not intended to be done; and the aorist intimates 
a single act. 

Probably He acted thus, as well as appeared “in another 
form’? (Mark xvi. 12), in order to try the faith of the disciples ; 
and to teach, by their example, that if we desire to have Christ 
with us, we must use some effort for that purpose; and that 7/ we 
endeavour to detain Him with us, He will abide with us and sup 
with us. (Rev. iii. 20.) 

This trial of the disciples was similar to that of the woman 
of Canaan (Matt. xv. 22). At first He treated her with seeming 
indifference and severity ; but it was to bring out more clearly 
her faith and love, and to teach the world by her example, that 
patience and perseverance in prayer are necessary, and that He is 
prevailed upon by holy violence and untiring importunity. 

There was nothing but truth in this. He was making as if 
He would have gone further ; and doubtless He would have gone 
JSurther, if the disciples had not detained Him. Cp. the similar 
phrase Mark vi. 48. 

God, Who sees and hears all things, often seems to us not to 
see us, and not to hear us; and, doubtless, He will hide His face 
from us, and be deaf to our prayers, unless we look stedfastly and 
cry earnestly to Him. God ¢ries our strength by seeming to par- 
take in our weakness. He exercises our faith in His knowledge 
and love, by seeming to be ignorant and unmerciful. So Christ 
tested and proved the desire of the disciples to keep Him, by 
showing an intention to leave them. 

All the acts of this period of our Lord’s sojourn on earth 
appear to have had a profound spiritual meaning. It was now 
Evening. He was making as though He would go further. He 
was like one about to go further. But at their desire He con- 
sented to abide with them. He was made manifest to them in 
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11 Cor. 15.5. 


LUKE XXIV. 30—45. 
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the breaking of bread. Our Lord had said on the cross, ‘‘ It is 
finished” (John xix. 30). The day of His earthly ministry was 
now over. The Evening was come. He was no longer to be with 
His disciples in bodily presence on earth; He was going further 
—to heaven. Every thing now betokened this departure. And 
yet, at their prayer He would not leave them; He would remain 
with them even to the end (Matt. xxviii. 20), and He would spe- 
cially manifest Himself to the eyes of the faithful in the breaking 
of bread (v. 35), by which they communicate with Him, and “show 
the Lord’s death till He come.”” (1 Cor. xi. 26.) 

See the interesting discussion of S. Aug. Serm. lxxxix. 4, 
and de Consensu Evang. ii. 51; iii. 25 (which has suggested in 
part what is said above), and ad Consentium vi. p. 779, where he 
says, “‘ Longius namque postea profectus super coelos, non tamen 
deseruit discipulos suos,’’ and compare our Lord’s questions, Who 
touched me? (Luke viii. 45.) Where have ye laid him? (John 
xi. 34.) “Sic quippe interrogavit, quasi nesciens quod utique 
sciebat.’’ Augustine is here refuting the Priscillianists, who from 
these actions of our Lord derived a plea for mental reserve and 
equivocation. 

80. AaBav roy ¥ptov—xat Kradcas]| He took the bread. Hence, 
and from v. 35, some would justify the celebration of the Holy 
Eucharist in one kind only. But by saying that He blessed and 
brake the Bread, the Holy Spirit does not say, that He did not 
also bless and deliver the Cup. Rather we may say, that the 
Evangelist, having so lately recorded the institution of the Holy 
Eucharist by Christ with the words “in like manner the Cup 
also’’ (xxii. 20), could hardly suppose it necessary to speak of 
the Cup here as well as the Bread, or imagine it possible that any 
one should believe that our Lord had forgotten His own words, 
and was inconsistent with Himself. 

It may be remembered also, that bread, &pros, om (lehem), 
was to the Jews a general name for food, including drink as well 
as meat; and that &prov écOtev, to eat bread, and Kado prov, 
distribuere cibum, are general terms for taking refreshment. 
Thus Bread became spiritually an expressive term for all the 
blessings received from communion in Christ’s body and blood; 
and the kAdovs &prov, or ‘ breaking of bread,’ was suggestive of 
the source from which those blessings flow, (viz.) Christ’s body, 
kAdmevov, or broken. (1 Cor. xi. 24.) Hence kAdois &prov, in 
Acts ii. 42, is a general term for the Holy Eucharist. 

They who derive the inference above specified from this pas- 
sage, prove the weakness of that inference by their own practice. 
For, even suppose it were probable (which it is not), that our 
Lord on this occasion did no¢ administer the cup; yet the most 
that could be thence inferred is, that in certain cases it may not 


be necessary for the people to receive it; whereas the Church of 
Rome in her practice makes it necessary not to receive it in all 
cases ; which is a very different thing. 

Let her listen to the words of one of the greatest Bishops 
of Rome, who thus speaks of Half-Communion (Leo M. Serm. 
xli.): “ Resiliunt 4 sacramento salutis humane, et Christum Do- 
minum nostrum in vera nature nostre carne veré natum, veré 
passum, veré sepultum, et veré suscitatum esse non credunt. 
Cumque ad tegendum infidelitatem suam nostris audeant interesse 
mysteriis, ita in sacramentorum communione se temperant, ut in- 
terdum, ne penitus latere non possint, ore indigno Christi Corpus 
accipiant, Sanguinem autem redemptionis nostre haurire omnind 
declinent. Quod ideo vestre notum facimus sanctitati, ut vobis 
hujuscemodi homines et his manifestentur indiciis, et quorum de- 
prehensa fuerit sacrilega simulatio 4 Sanctorum societate Sacer- 
dotali autoritate pellantur.”’ 

On the subject of Half-Communion see further on 1 Cor. x. 
UG Extn 2 fe 

81. &pavtos eyévero] He became invisible, and yet He had a 
real body. ‘‘ Quod ab oculis repenté evanuit, virtus Dei est, non 
umbre et phantasmatis. Ante Resurrectionem, quum eduxissent 
Kum de Nazareth ut preecipitarent de supercilio montis, transivit 
per medios et elapsus est.” See the excellent remarks of S. Je- 
rome, on the risen bodies of the Saints (‘ adversus errores Johannis 
Hierosolym.’ . 329), who observes, that Our Lord before His 
Passion walked on the water, and even enabled Peter also to do 
so, and yet no one would say that Peter had not a real human 
body. See also below, on John xx. 19. 

33. cuvnbpo.cuevous] assembled together; probably in the 
upper room where the Passover had been instituted. See on 
Acts i. 13, and Mede’s Discourse, i. book ii., on Churches in the 
first century. 

35. KAdre TOD &pTov] in the breaking of bread in the Holy 
Communion. See above, on v. 30. 

39, 40.] See John xx. 20—29, and S. Jgnat. ad Smyrn. 3. 

48. payey] He ate. See John xxi. 10—12. Acts x. 40, 41. 
Not because He had need of food for the body, but because they 
had need of faith for the soul. Mark xvi. 14. Our Lord gives 
evidence here of His own Resurrection, and of the nature of the 
bodies of the Saints after the Resurrection. See S. Ambrose here, 
and S. Gregory (Moral. in Evang. xvi. c. 55). 

44. év 73 vdum M. kal Mpophras nal Vadpots] in the Law and 
the Prophets and the Psalms; i.e. in the entire Canon of the 
Holy Scriptures of the Old Testament, which was divided into the 
three classes here mentioned :— 

1. The Law min (Torah). 


Sujvorser QUT@V TOV VOUY TOD GvVLEVaL TAS ypaas, 46.9 Kat eirev avtots, “Ore Gere, 
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2. The Prophets oxw1 (Nebiym), greater and lesser. 

3. The Hagiographa onz1n3a (Kethubim), or Writings, of 
which last class ‘‘ the Psalms ”’ standing first in order, is here the 
representative. See By. Cousin on the Canon, ch. ii., and Wet- 
stein here, p. 829, and the authorities cited in the Editor’s Lec- 
tures on that subject (Lect. ii. and Appendix, pp. 389. 398. 403, 2nd 
ed.), where the importance of this passage is shown in reference 
to the Integrity and Inspiration of the Canonical Books of the 
Old Testament, as received by the ancient people of God and by 
Curisr Himself, and through Him by the primitive Church Uni- 
versal, and by the Church of England. (Art. VI.) 

46. madeiy thy Xpiordv] that Christ should suffer. On the 
legal and prophetical foreshadowings of Christ’s suffering and 
Resurrection on the third day, see on Acts xxvi. 23, and Mede, 
Discourses, Book i. Disc. xiii. Works, p. 49. 

47. apiduevov] beginning. The participle is in the neuter 
gender put absolutely, and refers to the substance of the things 
preached, viz. weTdvoway Kal &peri. See Kuhner, § 670. Winer, 
p- 550, and Meyer, p. 512. This is the reading of A, C***, F, 
Hi, M; U,V, Ty A; A; Ts. 

50. *Einyaryev avtots]| He led them out of the city and crossed 
over the brook Kedron, by Gethsemane, to the Mount of Olives. 
He had suffered in the city. But He was glorified in a seques- 
tered spot, and thus taught a lesson of meekness. Besides, 
He would not display the glory of His Ascension to the City of 
Jerusalem, whose time of probation was past; He would not 
show it openly “to all the people, but to chosen witnesses, who 
did eat and drink with Him after He rose from the dead.” (Acts 
x. 41.) 

He led them out at the end of forty days (see Acts i. 3). 
Here is another instance of St. Luke’s manner; passing over 
some things as well known, in order to bring out others in bolder 
relief. Cp. iii. 19. 

He thus also affords a refutation of the allegation, that St. 
Mark did not know that our Lord was forty days on earth after 
His Resurrection ; or, as the objection is now sometimes framed 
(e. g. by Meyer here, p. 516), that the sojourn for forty days was 
a later tradition! See on Mark xvi. 19. 

St. Luke certainly did know that our Blessed Lord was forty 
days on earth after His resurrection; for he himself relates the 
fact in the second part of his work, viz. in Acts i. 3. And yet, in 
his Gospel, the transition from the Resurrection to the Ascension, 
—without any mention of the intervening Forty Days,—is quite 
as rapid as in St. Mark. 

No argument can be drawn from the silence of any single 
Evangelist, as to his knowledge of events. St. John was present 
at the Ascension of Christ, yet he does not describe it. But in 
two other places of his Gospel he alludes to it. See John vi. 22; 
xx. 17. He supposes the reader to know it from the other Gos- 
pels. (See on Mark xvi. 19. Luke xxiv. 51.) It cannot be too 


| carefully borne in mind,—that Ali the Four Gospels make One 


Gospel. 

There is a passage in the Epistle of Barnabas (c. 15), which 
has been cited in modern times as an argument that Our Lord’s 
Ascension did not take place after an interval of forty days from 
His Resurrection, but on a Sunday. “Ayouey Thy ijuéepay Thy 
byddnv cis edppoctyyy, ev H Kal 6 *Inoods avéorn ex veKpay, Kal 
pavepwhels avéBn eis Tovs odpavods. But there PavepwOels is to 
be construed with éy 7, and not with dyéBy. See the notes in 
the edition of Cotelerius, i. p. 48. The Author of this Epistle 
passes immediately, in this passage, from the Resurrection to the 
Ascension. And so do all the Creeds of all Churches of Christen- 
dom, with the Acts of the Apostles (i. 3) in their hands. Barna- 
bas was present at, and concerned in, a speech, in which it is said 
that our Lord remained on earth many days after His Resurrec- 
tion. (Acts xiii. 31.) 

— éws cis BnOaviay] as far as Bethany ; viz. as far as the dis- 
trict so called; which touched the district of Bethphage, near the 
summit of the Mount of Olives, whence our Lord ascended into 
heaven, as S. Cyril of Jerusalem says, Cateches. 14, p. 217, éx 
Tod bpous TGV EAat@y Eis ovpayovs averHAveey. See note below 
on Acts i, 12. 

St. Luke ends his Gospel with this brief notice of the 
Ascension; and he degins his second treatise, the Acts of the 
Apostles, with a description of it. (Acts i. 1—12.) Thus he con- 
nects the one—the Acts of the Apostles—with his Gospel; and 
prepares us for the main scope of the other treatise, in which he 
displays CuristT reigning in heavenly glory, and guiding, govern- 
ing, and protecting His Church on earth by His Spirit and His 
Power,—and, as her great High Priest, in the heavenly sanctuary, 
“ever living to make intercession”’ for her. (Heb. vii. 25.) On 
this characteristic of S¢. Luke’s Gospel see above on Mark xvi. 
19, and Introduction, pp. 163, 164. 

51. ev 7G ebAoyety] in the act of blessing them. As Elias left 
his mantle with Elisha, by whom he was seen when taken up, so 
Christ at His Ascension left a blessing with His Apostles and His 
Church. See 2 Kings ii. 9—11]. 

52. mpookuyvhaaytes| having worshipped Him. The Adora- 
tion of Christ no longer visible, began at His Ascension, and will 
continue till His Second Coming. ‘Prayer shall be made ever 
unto Him, and daily shall He be praised.”’ Ps. lxxii. 15. 

53. diaravtds] continually. See above, mdyrore (xviii. 1). 
John xviii. 20. Acts x. 2. Glass. Phil. S. p. 444. “ Semper 
orat,’’ says Aug. Epist. 130, ‘‘ qui per intervalla certa temporum 
orat.’? Cp. Dr. Barrow’s Sermon on 1 Thess. v. 17, ‘‘ Pray 
without ceasing.” 

— duhy] Amen. This word is found in A, B, C**, F, K, M, 
8, U, V, X, T, A, A, and is not to be cancelled; it is a solemn 
acclamation at the close of the Gospel, in which the writer and 
the hearers all unite together with one heart and voice, Amen. 
Cp. John xxi. 24, 25. 
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ST. JOHN’S GOSPEL, 


1. Axsour half a century, it is probable, intervened between the publication of St. Luke’s Gospel’ 
and that of St. John. 

In this interval of time, the Apostles had gone forth into all the world preaching the Gospel, and 
they had all fallen asleep except St. John. Jerusalem had been taken by the armies of Rome; the 
Jewish Polity had been overthrown; the Jewish Temple had been destroyed, its Sacrifices and its 
Sacred Ritual had been abolished. The Church of Christ had risen in its room, and was extending 
itself into all lands. 


In passing from the Gospel of St. Luke to that of St. John, we must bear in mind these 
circumstances. 


2. It must also be remembered, that St. John in writing his Gospel enjoyed the advantage of 
addressing a generation of Christians who had been baptized, at an early age, into the Name of the 
Blessed Trinity, and had been familiarized with the historical truths of the Gospel recorded by the 
former Evangelists; and had been schooled by the doctrinal teaching of the Apostolic Epistles of 
St. Paul, St. Peter, St. James, St. Jude, and perhaps also of St. John’s own Epistles and Apocalypse. 
They had in their hands the Books of the Old and New Testament, now nearly completed, and 
heard them read on the Lord’s Day in Christian Assemblies, and partook habitually of the Holy 
Sacrament of the Lord's Supper. 

Thus the Holy Evangelist St. John stood on the vantage-ground of Evangelical and Apostolical 
Teaching, and Christian Worship, of nearly seventy years. He wrote for men who had come to the 
measure of the stature of the fulness of Christ’. 

He was therefore enabled to speak in a loftier tone than his predecessors: he could justly take 
for granted, that with minds exercised and hearts spiritualized by long familiarity with holy things, 
and sanctified by the Holy Ghost, they, to whom he wrote, would readily discern and understand 
things which could not have been addressed with the same propriety to an earlier age of believers. 
He could speak to them of incidents in the Evangelical History, and of Christian Doctrines, as 
already well known to them from the other writings of the New Testament, and from the Christian 
Creeds, in which they had professed their Faith at their Baptism, and which they heard expounded 
in Homilies; and he could be sure that allusions to the Christian Sacraments would readily be 
apprehended by those who had been nourished with them as their daily bread from their earliest 
years. 

The Evangelist St. John stood on another vantage-ground—that of events. He alone of the 
Evangelists and Apostles wrote after the destruction of Jerusalem*®. He wrote to a generation 
strengthened in the Faith, by seeing the punctual fulfilment of Christ’s prophecies foretelling that 
awful catastrophe in the former Gospels. He wrote to those who had learnt to look up to Christ 
reigning in Heaven, and had seen Him coming in the armies of the Caesars to execute the righteous 
retribution which He had denounced on the guilty City which rejected Him. He wrote to those 
who beheld Christ triumphing over them that crucified Him. He wrote to those who saw with 


1 Compare above, p. 168, and below, p. 267. 2 Eph. iv. 13. * See below, pp. 267, 268, 
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their own eyes the accomplishment of those prophetic warnings which had been uttered by Christ, 
and had been reiterated by St. James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, in his Epistle’, and by St. Paul in 
his Epistle to the Hebrews’. He wrote to those who were no longer fascinated, as their fathers had 
been, by the dazzling splendour of the Levitical Ritual, celebrated with the august pomp and 
mysterious glory of ancient traditions in the magnificent Temple of Mount Moriah, but had heard 
the voice of God pronouncing Ichabod upon it; and saw that sentence executed in the scattering of 
the Jewish people to the four winds of heaven; and had learnt to recognize in the Gospel the 
substantial realities prefigured by the typical shadows of the Levitical Law, such as the Ark, the 
Mercy-seat, and the Passover; and had rejoiced in beholding the Church of God no longer riveted 
in a local centre at Jerusalem, but fulfilling the predictions of Christ and of the old Prophets, and 
expanding itself with living energy, breathed into it by the Holy Ghost, and covering the earth 
with the glory of the Lord as the waters cover the sea’*. 


“Thou hast kept the good wine until now.” So said the Master of the entertainment to the 
Bridegroom at Cana of Galilee, at the end of the Marriage Feast*; and the same words may be 
addressed to the Divine Bridegroom Jesus Christ, refreshing His friends with the good wine in the 
last Gospel by the ministry of St. John. 


3. We may here recognize with thankfulness, clear evidence of divine forethought and provi- 
dential love. We may perceive signs of the work of the Holy Ghost operating on the minds of 
the preceding Evangelists, not only in what He inspired them to write, but also in what they were 
restrained by Him from writing. We may see proofs of superhuman design in what the Divine 
Author of Holy Scripture directed them to reserve as a sacred deposit and precious inherit- 
ance for St. John. We may sce Inspiration in their silence, which left free room for his 
eloquence. 

Some persons in modern times have ventured to call in question the veracity of St. John’s 
narrative, in which he describes the raising of Lazarus. It is not possible, they allege, that if such 
a wonderful work as this had been wrought by Christ, it should have been left unnoticed by the 
other Evangelists; and, as far as we know, should not have been recorded till the publication of St. 
John’s Gospel, about seventy years after the death of Christ *. 

But, if such a theory as this be admitted, we must also consent to abandon the history of our 
Lord’s first miracle; which is not mentioned in any Gospel but that of St. John. 

Such criticism as this, too common in our age, will however find no acceptance with those who 
receive the Gospels as “ given by inspiration of God°.” They will remember, that He does every 
thing in its proper season, and that His ways are not as our ways; and they will see proofs of 
Divine Wisdom in what He hides, no less than in what He reveals. 

Bethsaida and Chorazin are specified in the Gospels as the places in which most of Christ’s 
mighty works were wrought’, And yet none of the Evangelists has described a single miracle of 
Christ wrought at Chorazin; and we only know of one miracle, perhaps, done in Bethsaida*. But 
no description, however ample, of Christ’s miracles, could have impressed the reflecting mind with a 
stronger sense of the prodigious abundance of these marvellous manifestations than this Evangelical 
silence. And in like manner we are filled with the largest sense of Christ’s Omnipotence, when we 
remember that two such Miracles, as the changing of Water into Wine at Cana, and the Raising of 
Lazarus at Bethany, were not recorded in any Gospel for threescore years; and were first 
described by the pen of the last Evangelist. 

We recognize here a striking proof of the truth of St. John’s own declaration, that “many 
other signs did Jesus in the presence of His disciples, which are not written in this book ; the which, 
if they should be written every one, I suppose that even the world itself could not contain the 
books that should be written °.” 


4, A similar remark may be applied in some degree to the method in which the doctrines of 
the Gospel are taught in the New Testament. 

When we read the Epistles of St. Paul in their proper chronological order, we perceive that 
the Holy Apostle proceeds in a gradual course of systematic instruction, from “the first principles 


1 James v. 1—9. 4 John ii. 10. 7 Matt. xi. 20, 21. 
- Keb. iii. 7—19; iv. 1—I16. 5 See below on xi. 1. 8 Mark vili. 22—-26. 
3 Isa. xi. 9. Hab. ii. 14. 6 2 Tim. ii. 16. 9 John xx. 30; xxi. 25, 
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of the doctrine of Christ,” as laid down in his earlier Epistles’, till he arrives at the loftiest elevation 
and fullest consummation of Evangelical teaching, concerning the Divine Pre-existence of Christ, 
the Mystery of the Incarnation, and on the instrumental means of our Incorporation in Christ, and 
the mutual indwelling of His members knit together and compacted in His Mystical Body, and His 
love to His Spouse the Church, and her Marriage Union with Him. 

St. Paul loves to dwell on these high Mysteries in his latest Epistles, especially in those to the 
Asiatic Churches’, particularly in his Epistles to the Ephesians’, and to Timothy, the Bishop of 
Ephesus—the Church which the Apostle himself had edified during a longer period than any other 
by his personal presence and ministry. 

Blessed be God, these glorious revelations are not peculiar to St. Paul. Had this been the case, 
it might perhaps have been alleged by some, that these sublime Verities are not a part of the 
unadulterated doctrine preached by Christ Himself; that they were private imaginations of St. 
Paul, who had not seen the Lord upon earth; and that they could not be received with confidence 
as genuine emanations from the pure well-spring of Evangelical Truth. 

Happily for the Church of Christ, the life of Sr. Joun was prolonged to the end of the first 
century. Christ at His death committed His Mother to St. John’s care, and He consigned His 
Spouse the Church to the guardianship of the same Beloved Disciple. St. John had been with our 
Lord Himself from the beginning of His Ministry to the end. He was admitted by Him to His 
most secret retirements, at the Transfiguration, at the Agony: He leaned on His breast at Supper ; 
he alone stood by Him at the Cross. He was the Disciple whom Jesus loved. Therefore, it was a 
signal proof of Christ’s love to the Church, that He lengthened St. John’s life, and preserved him 
in the freshness of bodily and intellectual vigour to the age of an hundred years: and then com- 
missioned him to write his Gospel, and to seal up the Volume of Holy Writ. 

Why do we say this? Because in the Gospel of the Beloved Disciple we have a complete 
confirmation of all that had been related by the other Evangelists in their Gospels, and of all that 
had been taught by the other Apostles in their Epistles, especially by St. Paul, concerning those 
highest Mysteries of the Christian Faith, to which we have referred, the Eternal Godhead of 
Christ; His Incarnation, and Humanity; our mystical Union with Him; our consequent reception 
of His fulness by the operation of the Holy Ghost; our reconciliation to God, and our filial adoption 
in Christ; the exaltation of our Nature in Him to the Right Hand of God; our hopes of a glorious 
Resurrection to eternal life, and of a blessed Immortality in body and soul through Him. 

In the last Gospel, the Gospel of the Beloved Disciple, Curisr Himself, the Incarnate Worp, sets 
His divine seal on these heavenly truths, and avouches them with His own testimony. Christ in His 
own discourses, which St. John recites, assures us of them. He, the Everlasting God, the Light of 
the World, the Alpha and Omega, the Beginning and the End of all Revelation, bears witness to 
them. He does this in the Gospel of the Beloved Disciple, who leaned on His bosom at Supper, and 
drank in heavenly wisdom from His mouth. He does this in the Gospel written at Ephesus *, the 
Capital of Asia. He does it by St. John, who governed the Churches of Asia, and who lived and 
died at Ephesus, and who has given to Ephesus the name it bears to this day*®. He does it in this 
Gospel written there, as if to mark in a significant manner His own divine approval of that doctrine 
which His faithful Apostle St. Paul has taught in his Epistles to the Asiatic Churches, and especially 
in his Epistles to the Church and to the Bishop of Ephesus. 

We have in this Gospel a declaration of those truths expounded in a systematic order. 


5. Let us open the Gospel and examine the evidence of this statement. 

One preliminary remark seems to be requisite ;— 

It is not possible to understand the Gospel of St. John aright, unless, in reading it, we 
habitually bear in mind when it was written, and that it abounds, from the beginning to the end, 
with prophetical sayings of Christ, which could not be fully understood by those to whom they were 
first spoken; but were afterwards explained by events familiar to those persons who lived at the 
time when this Gospel was written, and well known to the Christian Church from that age to 
this. As has been well said°, ‘Christ’s speeches are expounded by Christ’s deeds.” They are 
expounded by all that the Church is commanded to do in Christ’s name. 


1 See below, the Introduction to the first of his Epistles—those 274—277, and 1 Tim. iii. 16. 

to the Thessalonians. + See below, p. 267. 
2 See Col. i. 19; ii. 9, 10. 5 Ayo-soluk, from &y10s Ocordyos, the title of St. John. 
3 See below, Jutroduction to the Hpistle to the Ephesians, pp. 6 By Hooker, V. lix. 5. 


ST. JOHN’S GOSPEL. 259 


“In the beginning was the Worp.” In this and the following sentences, the Holy Ghost 
asserts the Eternal Godhead of Christ; the Creator, the Life, and Light of the World. 

This is the first proposition. It is next followed by another statement; that He who is the 
Creator of all things has given power to us men, to become children of God by heavenly generation, 
namely, to those who believe in His Name. And how has He done this? By His Incarnation. 
“The Word became flesh, and dwelt in us;” that is, He pitched His tabernacle in our Nature. 
And He who is full of Grace and Truth, “manifested His Glory, the Glory as of the only-begotten 
of the Father. And of His fulness have we all received, and grace for grace.” 

6. But by what means are these divine blessings dispensed and applied personally to us? 
How is that supernatural life, which consists in our union with God, communicated to us ? 

This question is answered by the Baptist, who was preannounced by the Prophet Isaiah, and 
who is the Voice crying in the wilderness, and preparing the Way of the Word. He points to 
Christ as ‘the Lamb of God who taketh away the sins of the world ;’’ He salutes Him as the Lamb 
—and thus he delivers a prophecy which was explained by the event. He foretells that Christ by 
His own sacrifice would be the True Passover, and pay the penalty of the world’s sin, and the price 
ef the world’s ransom, and reconcile Mankind to God. The Baptist also declares, that the Holy 
Ghost has come upon Him, and abideth in Him, and that Christ, and He alone, is able to give the 
Holy Ghost. 

The Baptist then utters another prophecy, which was also explained by the sequel ; He declares 
that Christ would give the Holy Ghost by means of the Sacrament of Baptism, “He it is who 
baptizeth with the Holy Gthost’.” 

The Jews, it would seem, were disposed to receive the Baptist as the Christ, and would have 
tempted him to become a rival of Jesus; but the Baptist proclaims himself His servant, and sends 
his own disciples to be taught by Jesus; and they being sent by the Baptist, say, “We have found 
the Messias,” “we have found Him of whom Moses and the Prophets wrote ’,”’ and the Evangelist 
records the saying of Jesus with which He refuted by anticipation the notions of some in later days, 
and declared that the Angels are His Ministers. ‘‘ Henceforth ye shall see heaven opened, and the 
Angels of God descending upon the Son of Man *.” 

7. The Evangelist next proceeds in regular order to describe the Manifestation of Christ’s 
Divinity in His first Miracle at Cana of Galilee. He, the Divine Bridegroom, who has espoused 
our Nature, and joined it in holy wedlock to the Nature of God, comes to a Marriage Feast, in 
Galilee of the Gentiles. He works His first miracle there, intimating thereby that it concerns al/ 
Nations. He displays more clearly the present glory of His Divinity, by contrasting it with the 
future sufferings of His Humanity. “ Woman, what have I to do with thee? Mine hour is not yet 
come*.” The wine fails. By His command the six waterpots of stone are first filled with water 
up to the brim, and then by the silent fiat of His will, all that Water is changed into Wine. Here 
He displayed a representation of His own Divine operations. 

“ By Him all things had been made.” “By the Word of the Lord were the Heavens made, and 
all the Host of them by the breath of His mouth’.” And He who had made all things at the 
beginning, now made all things nmew®. This He did by His Incarnation. He who by His Word 
had filled the waterpots with Water, has, as it were, changed it into Wine by the infusion of His 
Spirit. He who made us by Creation has changed us by Regeneration. This He has done in the 
last days. Thus the Divine Bridegroom has kept the best wine until now’. 

8. By what means is this change in our Nature wrought? This question again presents 
itself. And it receives its solution in the conversation which now arises with the ruler of the Jews, 
Nicodemus. 

He, the teacher of Israel, is taught by Christ, “Except a man be born again, and from above, 
he cannot see the Kingdom of God °.” 

This is the first proposition; a declaration of the absolute and universal need of a new and 
heavenly Birth. And by what instrumentality is this New Birth effected? The answer follows 
immediately, “ Except a man be born of Water and the Spirit, he cannot enter the Kingdom of 
God.” 

This saying, like that in the same conversation concerning the “lifting up of the Son of 
Man°,” was doubtless obscure to Nicodemus at the first, but was made plain by the event. He 


Sn ys ta 4 See on ii. 4. 7 See on ii. 11. 
2 4. 41. 45. 5 Ps. xxxiii. 6, Soylisrae 
3 See on i. 52. 6 Rey. xxi. 5. 9 iii, 14. 
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“came at the first to Jesus by night,” as it were, in a spiritual sense. But, in course of time, the 
darkness of night was cleared away, and he afterwards saw the meaning of Christ’s words revealed 
in the light of day. 

Those words had already received some illumination from the prophetic announcement of the 
Baptist concerning Christ and Christ’s Baptism. “This is He Who baptiseth with the Holy Ghost.” 
They were soon afterwards made more clear by the fact which the Evangelist next proceeds to 
relate—“ Jesus was baptizing®: howbeit Jesus Himself was not baptizing, but His disciples were *.” 
And the words spoken to Nicodemus were further explained by the conversation concerning the 
difference of John’s baptism, administered only by his own hands, and Christ’s Baptism, not 
administered by His own hands, but by the hands of His disciples; and by the explicit avowal of 
the Baptist himself, deterring his disciples from any feelings of jealousy on his own behalf; “Ye 
yourselves bear me witness that I said, I am not the Christ, but I am sent before Him. He that 
hath the Bride is the Bridegroom.” Christ is the Divine Bridegroom, and He is now espousing to 
Himself His Bride, the Church. He is espousing her to Himself by that Baptism which He is now 
administering by the hands of His disciples*. And I, who am the friend of the Bridegroom, rejoice 
to hear His Voice. “Now my joy is fulfilled. He who is from above is above all;” and is giving 
the new birth from above®. For “the Father hath given all things into His hand.” And those 
sayings of our Lord to Nicodemus, in which He connects the efficacy of Baptism with His own 
lifting up on the Cross® as the object of faith to the world, for the attainment of everlasting 
salvation, were made still more clear by the events of Calvary, and by the issuing forth of Water 
and Blood from the pierced side’, and by the Commission given by Christ to His Apostles, “Go 
and make disciples of all Nations, baptizing them’ ;’’ and by the teaching and practice of the Apostles ; 
and by the administration of Baptism in the Church; so that every reader of St. John’s Gospel, 
when it was first published, would immediately recognize our Lord’s meaning, and would see in His 
conversation with Nicodemus a signal proof of His divine prescience, and a prophetic intimation of 
the future; and a Divine Sermon on the necessity and efficacy of the Sacrament of Holy Baptism ’, 
as the appointed instrument in the hands of the Holy Spirit for the espousal of the soul to Christ in 
spiritual wedlock, and for communicating to it the blessings of the new heavenly birth flowing from 
the Father of all by the Eternal Generation of the Son, condescending in His infinite love to join 
the Divine Nature to ours, by becoming our Emmanuel, God manifest in the Flesh, and to be lifted 
up on the Cross, and to shed from His precious side Water and Blood” to create us anew, and. to © 
wash us from sin, and to pay the price of our Redemption, and to give us a pledge of a glorious 
Resurrection by the raising up of the Temple of His Body, and to purchase an eternal inheritance 
for us, who are incorporated in His Mystical body, and cleave to Him as living members by faith 
and. love. 


9. The announcement of these supernatural truths is made to Nicodemus, a ruler of the Jews. 
The Gospel was to be preached first to the Jewish Nation". But it was to be revealed in course of 
time ¢o ali. And the first step of this gradual process of Evangelical revelation was to be by its 
extension to the Samaritans”. They held a middle place spiritually between the Jews and the 
Gentile World ; just as locally they dwelt in the region between Judea and Galilee of the Gentiles. 

Accordingly, as we proceed in the course of St. John’s narrative we find that our Lord comes 
to Samaria. He is weary with His journey, and thus shows the reality of His human Nature. He 
sits at Jacob’s Well, and takes occasion from the place to speak of the living water which He 
Himself will give. He reveals Himself as the Messiah ’* to the woman of Samaria, the type of the 
Church**. This He does at Sychar, the very same place as that in which Almighty God had first 
revealed Himself in Canaan to Abraham, the Father of the Faithful’; He declares that the hour is 


2 See iii. 22. 12 See the words of our Lord to his disciples in Acts i. 8, “‘ Ye 


shall be witnesses unto me both in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, 
and in Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of the earth,’’ 
where He preannounces the steps of the gradual progression of the 


1 i, 33. 
BUiVer2> 
* Compare Eph. v. 26. Tit. ili. 5. 
> Compare &vwGev in iii, 3. 6 with ex Tov odpavod y. 27, and 


see v. 31, &ywhev, erdvw. 

CO el Avelion 

7 xix. 34. 

8 Matt. xxviii 19. 

9 See Hooker, V. lix. and V. lxvii., and the note below at the 
end of the third chapter of St. John’s Gospel. 

10 See note on xix. 34 and on 1 John v. 6, ‘This is He that 
came by Water and Blood,”’ 

1: Rom. i. 16, 


Gospel; and compare the facts as recorded in the Acts; first the 
preaching of the Gospel, and administration of Baptism at Jeru- 
salem, ii. 1—47; iii. 12—26; iv. 8—12; v. 29—32; vii. 2—60; 
then the extension of this Gospel to Samaria, vii. 5—17. 25; 
then to Proselytes, viii. 26—38; then to Gentiles resident in 
Judea by Peter, x. 34—48, and by St. Paul in the sequel to 
Gentile nations in Asia, Greece, and Italy. 
13) v.26; 


14 iy, 18 15 See on iv. 5. 
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coming when the true worship of God will be extended to all the World’; and that the season of 
this spiritual harvest, for which the ancient Prophets had laboured, is now near at hand’. He 
makes many disciples at Samaria, and thence He proceeds to Galilee, typifying the extension of the 
Gospel; and the Galileans receive Him; and the Nobleman of Capernaum believes, “and his whole 


house *.” 


10. At the well of Sychar in Samaria, Christ had contrasted the living water of the Spirit which 
He Himself gives, with the natural element of water*. We next find Him at the Pool of Bethesda, 
at Jerusalem. He shows that He can heal the impotent folk without the instrumentality of the 
water. “Arise,” He says to the infirm man there, “take up thy bed and walk®.” Thus, although 
He had said, ‘Except a man be born again of water and the Spirit, he cannot enter into the 
Kingdom of God,” yet He guards us against the notion, that there is any inherent virtue in the 
element of water itself for the conveyance of supernatural grace. Sacraments are not sources, but 
channels of grace, which we receive through them, and from Him who is their Author; and the 
grace which is given by Him is derived through them unto every member of His Church; but it 
flows down from the one fountain of His fulness. The regenerative virtue is not in the water, but 
in Him Who is pleased to act by the water, and Who gives the Spirit thereby; and “it is the 
Spirit which quickeneth”’ in the work of regeneration. In that act Christ vouchsafes to work by 
Water, and we are bound to use the means which He appoints for our Regeneration. He thus tries 
our faith and obedience. He sends us to the pool of Siloam to wash*; and if we believe and obey, 
we who are “born blind” receive our sight: and, unless we believe, and obey, and wash, we have 
no promise of spiritual illumination. But the light which we receive by “the laver of Regenera- 
tion’”’ is not from any supernatural quality inherent in the means, but from the Divine Power of 
Him Who instituted them, and Who gives them the force they possess. It is not from the Siloam 
itself, but from Him who is the Christ, “the Sent’”—the anointed of God, who has taken our 
Nature, and has anointed its clay by the effusion of His grace, and illuminates us by His own 
unction, and Who sends us to Siloam, and imparts to the spiritual Siloam the virtue of Regenera- 
tion, and makes it effectual to perform that work for which He appointed it. 


Thus, at the former Pool, that of Bethesda, Christ has taught us that He is the source of all 
spiritual health in the spiritual Jerusalem, which is the Church of God; and that He can work with- 
out means, by the independent agency of His Omnipotence. And at the other Pool of Jerusalem—the 
Pool of Stloam—we learn that He is able to endwe water with supernatural power, and that, if He 
appoints it as the instrument of Regeneration, it is not for us to stand and parley with Him, and 
ask Christ—what hast thou done? but thankfully to use the means which He has appointed, and 
religiously to fear the evil that will ensue from the neglect thereof. 

In His outward visible acts on the bodies of the impotent man at Bethesda, and on the blind 
man at Siloam, He gave visible tokens of His inner work on the souls of all Mankind, which by 
Nature is infirm and blind. 


11. The sick man at Bethesda had been thirty-eight years in his infirmity, and Christ raised him 
in a moment, by a word, and enabled him to carry the couch on which he had lain’. “ And that 
day was the Sabbath.” Let us observe that it was also a Sabbath when Jesus “made the clay” 
and sent the man who was born blind to the Pool of Siloam to wash, and gave him sight’. The 
« Jews therefore sought to kill Him, because,” as they imagined, “ He had broken the Sabbath "°.” 

But Curist is the true Sabbath. In Him the weary find rest. After His Passion, His human 
body rested on the seventh-day Sabbath in the Grave, and He thus fulfilled the type of the 
seventh-day Sabbath ”’. 

He who is our Head raised Himself, and in raising Himself He raised His members. “ Christ 
is risen from the dead, the firstfruits of them that slept’’,” and “has brought life and immortality 
to light in the Gospel **.” 

Christ, the Second Adam, Who is to us “a quickening Spirit *,” raises us from the death of sin, 
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and enlightens the inner eye, which is naturally blind; and He also will raise our mortal bodies 
from the Grave to everlasting life and glory’. 

Well, therefore, might He take occasion from the two works of mercy done by Him on the 
Sabbath-day, to speak of the two Reswrrections of Mankind, wrought by His Spirit ; 

“We are buried with Christ in Baptism? ;” and are raised by a spiritual Resurrection from the 
death of sin to newness of life, through faith in the operation of God. We, like the impotent man 
at Bethesda, were once bedridden in sin, but we have been raised by Christ, and have been enabled 
to carry that on which we once lay. This is our first Resurrection. 

We are also like the blind man at Siloam, we are of the earth earthy; but Christ has taken 
our flesh, He has made clay, and anointed us therewith, and by virtue of that divine unction we 
shall be hereafter quickened in our mortal bodies, and emerge from the darkness of the Grave to 
heavenly light and everlasting glory. This will be our second Resurrection. 

Both these works of mercy are done for us by Him who died and was buried for us. 

Fitly, therefore, on that Sabbath when He raised the impotent man at Bethesda did He 
proclaim this twofold Resurrection, “ Verily, verily, I say unto you, that the hour is coming, and 
now is, when the dead’”’—they who are dead in sin—‘ shall hear the voice of the Son of God, and 
they that hear shall live’.” This is the first Resurrection’. And then He adds; ‘“ Marvel not at 
this ; for the hour is coming in which a// who are in their graves shall hear His voice, and shall come 
forth, they that have done good unto the Resurrection of life, and they that have done evil unto 
the Resurrection of damnation’.” This is the second Resurrection. Both these Resurrections are 
wrought by Him who is “the Resurrection and the Life °.” 

Well also might He take occasion from that other work done on the Sabbath, the illumination 
of the man born blind, to say that He came “for judgment into the world, that they who see not 
may see, and they who see may become blind ‘.” 

The Church, taught by St. John, rightly celebrates the Great Sabbath, on which Christ lay in 
the grave, by joining together the mention of these two Resurrections in her prayer on that day’. 
“Grant, O Lord, that as we are baptized into the death of Thy blessed Son, our Saviour Jesus Christ, 
so by continually mortifying our corrupt affections, we may be buried with Him, and that through 
the grave and gate of death we may pass to our joyful Resurrection.” 


12. After the miracle at Bethesda, our Lord went again into Galilee, and crossed over to the 
Eastern side of the Lake. On a mountain there He multiplied the five barley loaves, and fed the five 
thousand men by the ministry of His disciples, a little before the Passover preceding that at which 
He instituted the Holy Eucharist, and suffered death upon the Cross. 

In this miracle He gave a prophetic and symbolical representation of what He has ever since 
been doing, and will continue unto the end to do, by the dispensation of the Word and Sacraments, 
especially in the Holy Eucharist, ministered by an Apostolic Priesthood to His People, even to the 
end of the world. 

It was surely not without significance, in relation to this subject, that when He had wrought 
this miracle, He came to His Apostles in a mysterious manner, walking on the sea, in the darkness 
of the night and the storm; at first they imagined that they saw a spirit and cried out for fear; but 
being re-assured by His well-known voice they gladly “received Him into the Ship, and imme- 
diately the Ship was at the land whither they went ’.”” 

Christ comes to the faithful, in the Christian Sacraments, in a marvellous and inscrutable 
way, and they who are truly His, do not inguire with vain and irreverent curiosity as to the 
mode of His coming, but they thankfully receive Him into their hearts’. 

These events aptly prepared the way for Christ’s discourse on the morrow in the Synagogue at 
Capernaum, concerning the need of heavenly food, and the source from which it comes, and on the 
means by which it is applied. 

He had spoken to Nicodemus on the need of the new birth, and of its actual communication by 
the Holy Spirit in the Sacrament of Baptism deriving its virtue from God, by the Incarnation and 
Passion of His dear Son, “ Verily, Verily, I say unto thee, Except a man be born of Water and of the 
Spirit he cannot enter into the kingdom of God".” 
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He had spoken first of Baptism, because that Sacrament is the Door of admission into the 
Church ; and because we there receive Christ once for all, the Beginner of our life, Who gives 
Himself often to us afterward in the other Sacrament to nourish the life begun in Baptism. 

And now prefacing His declaration concerning this other Sacrament with the same solemn 
preamble as that which He had used in speaking of Baptism (“ Verily, Verily, I say unto you, 
Except”’—), He connects the two Sacraments together by a common announcement. 

It is also worthy of observation, that when He had been speaking of the initiatory Sacrament 
of Baptism, He had addressed His discourse to a single individual, Nicodemus, “ Verily, Verily, 
I say unto thee ;” but when He delivers His Divine Doctrine concerning the Holy Eucharist, He 
speaks to a congregation, “ Verily, Verily, I say unto you.” In the former Sacrament every one 
severally is engrafted into Christ’s body; the latter Sacrament is administered to His members 
collectively joined together and united in Him. 

Let us contemplate Him, therefore, now speaking at Capernaum in a prophetic strain concern- 
ing the need of spiritual food for the growth and sustenance of that new life, which, as He had 
declared to Nicodemus, is first given in the Sacrament of Regeneration. He now proclaims that 
this heavenly food is communicated in the other Sacrament, the Communion of His own most 
blessed Body and Blood. “ Verily, Verily, I say unto you, Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of 
Man and drink His Blood, ye have no life in you. He that eateth My flesh and drinketh My blood, 
hath eternal life; and I will raise him up at the last day. For My flesh is meat indeed, and My 
blood is drink indeed; He that eateth My flesh and drinketh My blood dwelleth in Me, and I in 
him. As the living Father sent Me, and I live by the Father, so he that eateth Me, even he shall 
live by Me’.” 

13. The instrument in our hands by which we lay hold on these inestimable benefits, is Fuith. 
“To them that believe on Him He gave power to become Sons of God’. Whosoever believeth on 
Him shall not perish, but have everlasting life*. He that believeth on the Son hath everlasting life, 
and he that believeth not the Son, shall not see life*. He that heareth my word and believeth on Him 
that sent Me hath everlasting life, and shall not come into condemnation, but is passed from death 
unto life’. He that cometh to Me shall never hunger, and he that believeth on Me shall never 
thirst *. Every one that seeth the Son and believeth on Him hath everlasting life, and I will raise 
him up at the last day’. He that believeth on Me, though he were dead, yet shall he live, and 
-whosoever liveth and believeth on Me shall never die *.” 


14. More will be said in the course of the following notes on this Gospel ° to justify the assertion 
already made, that the Gospel of St. John is to be regarded as a systematic summary of the truths 
of Christianity, addressed to persons who are presumed to be already familiar with the facts of the 
Gospel History, and with the principles of Christian Doctrine and Discipline, and with the 
ministrations of the Christian Church. It bears the same relation to the other books of Holy 
Scripture that St. Paul’s later Epistles (especially those to the Ephesians, and Colossians, and 
Timothy) do to his other writings. It is the seal of the Evangelical Canon ; the crown and colophon 
of the Gospel. 

15. By it our eyes are raised to heaven, and we look up to the Father as the Fountain of Light, 
and see Life flowing from Him everlastingly in the eternal generation of His Only Begotten Son, 
Who is never separated from the Father. And that Light and Life is derived to us and to our 
Nature in the Evangelical Dispensation by the Incarnation of the Eternal Word, “in Whom 
dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead bodily,” and by the mystical conjunction of our Nature 
with the Nature of God in the Person of Christ; and is actually exhibited, dispensed, and applied, 
severally and individually, to every one who believes, by the agency of the Holy Ghost, the 
Comforter, Regenerator, and Sanctifier, in the Holy Sacrament of Baptism, by which we who were 
children of wrath, dead in trespasses and sins, are made children of grace and of the Second Adam, 
and are quickened with heavenly life, and are engrafted as branches in the True Vine, and drink in 
the heavenly sap of spiritual grace which flows in exhaustless abundance from Him, Who by the 
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meritorious death of His flesh removed the curse derived from the stock of the old Adam, which was 
a root of death in us, and hindered our life; and Who became a source of incorruption and immor- 
tality to us. 

He who has regenerated us in Baptism affords new degrees and augmentations of vital and 
saving grace in the Holy Eucharist, wherein the life first begun in Baptism receives continual 
nourishment of heavenly food; and wherein the faithful members of Christ derive divine strength 
and refreshment from the communion of His Body and Blood; and wherein the diminutions and 
decays in the spiritual life commenced at Baptism are repaired; and wherein they have mystical 
fellowship with the whole Person of Christ, both God and Man, and participate in all the benefits 
purchased by the meritorious sacrifice of His Body broken and His Blood shed once for all upon the 
Cross, and imbibe fresh effusions of His Spirit; and are enabled to glorify God by bearing fruit unto 
holiness, and are knit together in love, and dwell together in unity, and are sanctified and cleansed 
in soul and spirit, and are assured of a blessed Resurrection, in a body made like unto His glorious 
Body; and have a foretaste and earnest of the perfect fruition of everlasting bliss in body, soul, and 
spirit, in His heavenly kingdom’. Such being the case, we may well expect to find in this Gospel, 
divine declarations concerning the work of the Holy Ghost, poured forth in copious effusions, like 
those of the water from Siloam at the Feast of Tabernacles; a Festival which seems to have been 
symbolical of the Incarnation of the Eternal Word, pitching His tent in our Nature’; and of the 
gracious outpouring of the Holy Ghost consequent upon the Incarnation and the Unction of Christ 
our Divine Head, and flowing down from Him on all His members. 

In this Gospel we see and adore the love, and wisdom, and power, of the Faruer, as the 
fountain and well-spring of all the blessings we receive through the Son by the Hoty Guosr; and 
we contemplate the mutual love of the Father and the Son*®; and of God in Christ dwelling in us 
for our everlasting salvation. ‘God hath deified our Nature, not by turning it into Himself, but by 
making it His own inseparable habitation.” ‘God in Christ is the medicine which doth cure the 
world; and Christ in us is that receipt of the same medicine whereby we are every one particularly 
cured ; and Christ’s Incarnation and Passion can be available to no man’s good who is not partaker 
of Christ; and we cannot participate Him without His presence; and therefore we are well to 
consider how Christ is present ; to the end it may appear how we are made partakers of Christ *.” 

The Gospel of St. John imparts divine instruction on these solemn truths. 

Here we behold ourselves represented as sheep of His flock, and we adore His love shown in 
laying down His life* for the sheep; and His power, asserted by His saying that “no one can 
pluck them out of His hand*; and that He gives them everlasting life.” The consequent practical 
duties of unity and love are here represented in the divine discourse, “I am the true Vine, and My 
Father is the Husbandman. I am the Vine, ye are the branches’.”” The proof of our love is to be 
shown in fruitfulness*. It is to be shown in obedience and charity. “If ye Love Me’, keep My 
commandments. If ye keep My commandments ye shall abide in My love. Ye are My friends if 
ye do whatsoever I command you. And this is My commandment, that ye love one another as I 
have loved you.” It is to be shown by following the example of Christ in His love, and humility, 
as manifested by the act with which He prefaced this divine discourse, the washing His disciples’ 
feet ‘'; and above all, in that act which followed it, His Passion and Death for us’’. And the reward 
of this mutual indwelling in Christ is that our prayers offered in unity in Christ are heard of God. 
“Tf ye abide in Me, and My words abide in you, ye shall ask what ye will, and it shall be done unto 
you Boe? * 

The spiritual power to bring forth the fruits of Peace and Love will never be wanting to us; 
for Christ has prayed for us that we all may be one as He and the Father are One, and He inspires 
us with a love of this Divine Unity by assurance of participation in the Divine Glory’, And He 
promises to send the Holy Ghost, the Comforter, the Spirit of Love, and Peace, and Joy, to abide 
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with us for ever’. ‘He shall teach you all things,” says Christ to His Apostles, “and bring all 
things to your remembrance, whatsoever I have said unto you.” He is the Spirit of Truth, and 
“will lead you into all Truth, and will declare to you the things to come’.” It is therefore 
“expedient for you that I go away from you,” that is, remove from you My bodily presence—“ for 
if I go not away the Comforter will not come unto you, but if I go away I will send Him unto 
ou Cy 

The gift of the Holy Ghost, the Comforter, was reserved to be the gracious and glorious 
evidence of Christ’s Ascension, Coronation, and Enthronization in our Nature at the Right Hand 
of God; and to be the proof of His love and power working greater things* by the Spirit sent by 
Him from Heayen, to comfort, guide, and animate His Church, than He had ever done upon earth 
before the glorification * of His Humanity by His Ascension into heaven. 


16. Some persons have expressed surprise, as has been already observed, that the Resurrection 
of Lazarus from the dead should not have been mentioned by any other Evangelist. But if we duly 
consider what has now been said, we may recognize a peculiar fitness in the reservation of the 
record of this miracle for the Gospel of St. John. 

St. John’s Gospel is the Gospel of the Resurrection. “I am the Resurrection and the Lirs,” 
is the burden of this Gospel. Christ is here the divine Eagle, casting off the plumage of old age, 
and bearing us on EHagle’s wings to heaven*, and therefore the symbol of the Eagle is rightly 
assigned to this Evangelist’. 

The Everlasting Word, Coequal and Coeternal with the Father, the I am, the JEHovaH, is here 
revealed taking our Nature, and quickening us thereby, and raising us, first, as we have seen, from 
the death of sin by the spiritual Resurrection ®, which takes place in Baptism; and next as raising 
our bodies hereafter to a glorious Immortality, by the Spirit with which He has quickened us who 
believe, and who continue living branches of the True Vine. He has vivified us by engrafting us in 
Himself; and the divine life imparted to us in our new birth is continually nourished with the 
heavenly food of the Body and Blood of Him who is the Life’, and He will animate our mortal 
bodies through the Spirit which dwelleth in us. 

Since these divine truths are most fully displayed in this Gospel, well therefore does the 
practical proof of Christ’s Divine Power in raising the dead, shown in the resurrection of Lazarus, 
find its place here. It is enshrined here as in its proper niche. Fitly was the history of this 
stupendous Miracle kept back by the Holy Spirit for insertion in this Gospel ; just as the history of: 
the first Miracle, by which Christ manifested the first beams of His Godhead at the Wedding feast, 
was reserved for the same Gospel, where we have the fullest declarations of His Divinity and His 
love to us in His Incarnation, whereby He came forth as a Bridegroom and united our Nature to 
the Divine. 

For a like reason, we may reverently say, it was reserved for St. John to recite in his Gospel the 
commission and authority, which was given by Christ to His Apostles on the day of His Resurrec- 
tion, to raise others by the power of the Holy Ghost from the death of sin. On that first Lord’s Day 
He who had just raised Himself said, “Peace be unto you. As My Father hath sent me, so send I 
you; and He breathed on them and said, Receive ye the Holy Ghost. Whosesoever sins ye remit 
they are remitted unto them, and whosesoever sins ye retain they are retained ".” 

With similar propriety the evidences of our Lord’s Resurrection from the dead are recorded 
with special fulness and clearness in this Gospel; particularly in His manifestation to St. Thomas, 
on the next Lord’s Day after the Resurrection”. And by the miraculous draught of fishes at the 
third manifestation to His disciples after His Resurrection, He proved to them that though the 
Fishers of men might toil all night without Him and catch nothing, yet in the morning they would 
be enabled by His Divine Power to draw the Apostolic net of the Gospel unbroken, and full of great 
fishes, to the land of everlasting life ”. 

“These things are written,” says the Evangelist, “that ye might believe that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God, and that believing ye might have life through His name *.” 


Thus the Gospel of the beloved disciple remains an imperishable record of the operations of the 


1 xiv. 16. 26, 27. 6 Deut. xxxil. 11. See on Luke xvii. 37. 10 xx: 2], 22. 

2 xvi. 13. Cp. ] John ii. 20. 27. 7 See above, Introduction to the Four GosPELs. 11 xx, 27—29. 

3 xvi. 7. 8 vy, 25, 26. 12 See on xxi. 3-—-ll. 
4 xiv. 12. 9 See vi. 39, 40. 44. 54. ISEXX Olle 


* xii. 16, Acts iii. 13. 
2M 


266 INTRODUCTION TO 


Three Persons of the Ever Blessed Trinity in the work of our salvation. The Love of God the 
Farner is therein revealed as the source of all blessings to us; and every good thing that we receive 
from Him is conveyed to us by God the Son becoming Man, and joining Man to God, and making 
us partakers of the Life which is in God; and all spiritual benefits are applied effectually and 
severally to us by God the Hony Guosr, who unites us to Christ, and regenerates and renews us by 
His vivifying and refreshing grace in the Ministry of the Word and Sacraments, which Christ has 
instituted in His Church, and has made to be effectual instruments of salvation and glory in soul 
and body to all who believe and abide in living and healthful union with the mystical body of 
Christ unto the end. 


17. Lastly, let us add, when we say that these gracious and glorious Truths are displayed with 
special fulness by St. John, we are not to be supposed to disparage the work of any of the other Apos- 
tles and Evangelists. No, Heaven forbid! They all were moved by the Holy Ghost. Their speech 
was from Him, and their silence was from Him; but, “ Herein is that saying true, One soweth and 
another reapeth: that both he that soweth, and he that reapeth, may rejoice together 1 aS 
preaching of the other Evangelists and Apostles had prepared the way for the last surviving Apostle 
and Evangelist, St. John. He wrote when “their sound had gone out into all lands, and their words 
unto the ends of the world?.” He had the benefit of their labours, he reaped where they had sown. 
Their Gospels being read publicly in Christian Churches had fully instructed the Church in the 
history of the Birth and Sufferings of Christ. The Epistles of St. Paul, and St. Peter, and St. 
James—perhaps also St. John’s own Epistles and Apocalypse—had now been published, and were 
also read openly in her assemblies, and had trained her in Christian doctrine. It was due to the 
previous labours of the other Evangelists and Apostles, that the Church was enabled to receive with 
intelligent faith, and to welcome with rapturous joy, the Gospel of St. John, when at the end of the 
first century of the Christian era he came forth, full of the Holy Ghost, and opened his mouth, and 
proclaimed in clear and solemn tones the sublimest mysteries that have ever been revealed to the 
world. “In the beginning was the Worp, and the Worp was with Gop, and the Worp was Gop. 
In Him was Life, and the Life was the Light of Men. And the Worp was made Fizsu, and dwelt 
among us: and we beheld His Glory, the Glory of the Only Begotten of the Father, full of grace 
and truth. And of His fulness have all we received, and grace for grace *.” 


On St. John’s Personal History, and on the Style and Date of his Gospel. 


The following particulars concerning St. John’s personal history are collected from Holy 
Scripture and Ancient Authors. 

St. John was the Son of Zebedee, a Galilean fisherman of some worldly wealth *, and of Salome §, 
and perhaps originally a disciple of John the Baptist ®; when young, he was called by Jesus Christ’, 
and he and his brother James, and Peter were admitted by our Lord into the closest intimacy with 
Himself*. He was the disciple whom Jesus loved, and who leaned on His breast at the Paschal 
Supper, and to whose care our Lord committed His mother when He was on the Cross °. 

At the close of the Gospel History, St. John is seen united in fraternal fellowship with St. 
Peter”. For some time after the Ascension St. John was the constant companion of that Apostle”, 
and they are sent together by the Apostles, from Jerusalem, to confirm the baptized converts at 
Samaria ’, and they are mentioned as present together at Jerusalem, on the occasion of St. Paul’s 
visit * at the Council of Jerusalem, a.p. 50, fourteen years after the conversion of St. Paul. 

St. John resided for some time in Asia Minor, and died at Ephesus’®. But his residence in 
Asia does not appear to have commenced until some years after our Lord’s Ascension. St. Paul, 
whose rule it was to preach where the Gospel was not known”, appears to have been the founder of 
the Ephesian Church ; and St. Paul makes no mention of St. John in his address to the elders of 
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Ephesus’, or in his Epistles to the Ephesians, or in his Epistles to Timothy, whom St. Paul 
appointed to be Bishop of Ephesus . 

Some ancient writers* affirm that St. John was a martyr in will, at Rome, in the persecutions 
of the Christians under the Emperor Domitian, who reigned from a. p. 92 to a.p. 96, and that he 
was then cast into a caldron of boiling oil; and having been preserved from death, was banished by 
that Emperor’ to the island of Patmos, where, as St. John himself relates, he saw the Revelation *, 
which he describes in the book bearing that name; and that he afterwards returned to Ephesus, and 
there wrote his Gospel’. 

St. John makes less use of the LXX Version than his predecessors. He employs it sometimes, 
see 1. 23; ii. 17; vi. 45; x. 34; xii. 14, 15; xv. 25; xix. 24. 36; but deserts it sometimes, as 
xii. 40; xiii. 18; xix. 37; a remarkable passage, to be compared with Rev. i. 7. Thus while 
he shows his respect for the LXX Version, he also indicates that the final standard of appeal is the 
Hebrew Original. He writes not only for those who used the LXX, but for all. 

He is careful to describe places in Judza, and to explain the manners and customs of the Jews, 
and to interpret Hebrew words (sce i. 89. 43; ii. 6. 18; iv. 5. 9; v. 1, 2; vi. 4); thus showing that 
he wrote for persons unacquainted with the country, customs, and language of Palestine. 

St. John knew and received the other Gospels as dictated by the Holy Ghost, and was inspired 
to write his own Gospel as a sequel to them, and as the consummation of the evangelical canon °. 

In modern times, this uniform consent of Antiquity concerning the design of St. John’s Gospel 
in relation to the other three, has been controverted by some critics. Their objections to it are thus 
drawn out and propounded by one of the most celebrated among them, Dr. Friedrich Liicke, Com- 
mentar. tiber das Evang. d. Johannes i. pp. 197, 198. 

Olyection 1.—Allowing that the three other Gospels were, as is most likely, anterior to St. 
John’s, we do not know that they were generally circulated, or even known to St. John. 

This, like most of the other objections to the witness of Christian Antiquity on the composition 
of St. John’s Gospel, is grounded on disbelief of the Inspiration of the Gospels. If the Gospels are 
the work of the Holy Ghost writing for the edification of the Christian Church, it is morally certain 
that they were very early communicated to the Churches of Europe and Asia, according to the 
divine purpose of Him who wrote them, and in conformity with the commission of Christ to His 
Apostles to proclaim the Gospel to all nations. And it is incredible that St. John, who had 
received this charge, and was inspired by the Holy Ghost, should not have known what the Holy 
Spirit had effected for the execution of the Divine will and command in this respect, by the 
instrumentality of his brother Apostle St. Matthew, and by the Evangelists St. Mark and St. Luke, 
who were inspired by the Holy Ghost. 
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ady. Jovinian. c. 14: Refert Tertullianus, quod 4 Nerone missus 
in ferventis olei dolium, purior et vegetior exierit, quam intraverit. 
Eusebius in Demonstr. Evang. 1. 3, c. 5: kad Mérpos 8 én) 
Poduns kara Kepadjs oravpodram, MataAds re amor éuverat, lwdvyns 
Te vhow mapadldora. Cp. Origen in Matth. tom. xvi. 6; Vic- 
torinus Pictav. (in Apoc. ), and Eusebius in Chronico ad a. 14 
Domitiani : “Todyyny 70v Oeoddyov dmdatodoy év Tarp TH vow 
mepid purer, év0a Thy amokdhupey Edpakey, ws 6 Grytos Eipnyvatos 
onot. Cp. Euseb. iii. 18.20. Hieronymus de Script. Eccles. c. 
10 scribit: Quarto decimo anno secundam post Neronem perse- 
cutionem movente Domitiano in Patmum insulam relegatus 
scripsit Apocalypsin. Id. ib.: interfecto Domitiano et actis ejus 
ob nimiam crudelitatem a senatu rescissis, sub Nerva principe 
redit Ephesum. Swicerus in Thes. Eccl. p. 1470. Lampius in 
Prolegg. t. i. p. Jl sqq. Lardner, ii. p. 218—221. 

* Rev. i. 9 

5 Treneus adv. Her. iii. 1: @reira ‘Todyns 6 pabntys Tod 
Kuplov, 6 Kal ém TO or ij8os avToD avaTecov, ad bois ef Swre 
70 ebayyéAtov ev "Edéow Tis “Actas Siar p(Boov (hens 22's) iii 23). 
Euseb. H. Bi. iii. 24: Hd 5 Mdpkov Kal Aovka Tav Kat? avrobs 
EiayyeAlav thy tkdoow memompevov “lwdvyny pact roy mdvTa 


xpdvov dypddw Kexpnuevov Knpvywatt, TeAoS Kal em) Thy ypadhy 
eAbety K.T.A. Clemens Alex. ap. Euseb. H. H. vi. 15. Hierony- 
mus, Catal. Script. Eccles. c. 9: Johannes novissimus omnium 
scripsit Evangelium. Epiphanius, Heres. li. 12. 

De exilio Johannes revocatus, per longam annorum seriem, 
Ephesinam aliasque Asize ecclesias gubernavit, et in re Christiana 
tuenda atque adaugenda omne reliquum vite tempus consumpsit, 
v. Clemens Alex. ap. Euseb. H. E. iii. 23. Mortuus est Johannes 
Ephesi, ut Ovigenes ap. Eusebium H. H,. iii. 1, c. 31, v. 24, et 
Hieronymus de Script. Eccl. 9, testantur. Quonam autem etatis 
anno discesserit, dissentiunt scriptores veteres. Ommnes feré, ex- 
cepto uno Isidoro Hispalensi (qui anno etatis Lxxxix. Johannem 
mortuum esse tradit), eum nonagenario majorem, imperante Tra- 
jano, placida morte obiisse credunt, sed in decernendo Trajani 
anno, Johannis emortuali, non conveniunt. Sententias varias 
congesserunt Lampius l. c. p. 93 sqq. Wegscheiderus |. c. p. 59 
sqq. (Kuin.) 

Hieronymus, Prefat. in Matth.: Johannes cum esset in 
Asia, etiam tum heereticorum semina pullularent—coactus est ab 
omnibus peené tunc Asize episcopis et multarum ecclesiarum lega- 
tionibus de divinitate Salvatoris altius scribere. After the death 
of Domitian he returned from Patmos to Ephesus, where he lived 
to the reign of Trajan, and died at eee in the sixty-eighth 
year after our Lord’s crucifixion. (Jren. ii. 22, 5; iii. 3, 4. 
Euseb. iii. 23. Theophylact, ex Sophroniolt 

8 Fused. H. H. iii. 24; vi. 14. Jerome, Cat. Scr. Eccl. 9. 
Epiphan. Her. ii. 51, as well as for other reasons of a doctrinal 
nature. Cp. Aug. de Cons. Ev. ii. 17. 

“ Liquet, ” says Dr. Routh, R. Sacr. i. 407, “Luce Evan- 
gelium, una cum duobus alteris Evangeliis, 4 Joanne Apostolo 
fuisse comprobatum.’’ Cp. the Editor’s Lectures on the Canon 
of Scripture, Lect. vi. p. 169, 2nd ed.; and see the authorities 
cited and the remarks made by Lee on Inspiration, pp. 317, 388. 
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Obj. 2. If St. John had desired to authorize and complete the narrative of the three former 
Evangelists, he would have mentioned them by name, and would have declared his purpose of 
doing so. 

He would have been unlike other inspired writers, and unlike himself, if he had done so. 

The later Prophets of the Old Testament enlarge upon, and complete the prophecies of the 
earlier, but they do not mention their names, or declare their own purpose to do what they do’. 
St. John’s Apocalypse is a sequel and completion of the prophecies of Ezekiel, Daniel, and Zechariah ; 
but he never says that it is so, and never mentions their names. 

Obj. 8. If St. John had intended to complete the other Gospels, he would not have repeated any 
thing that they relate, as he does in chaps. vi. and xii. 

This also is a groundless allegation. By repeating some portions of the other Gospels, St. John 
has shown his knowledge of them; and that he adopts, confirms, and authenticates as true and as 
divinely inspired that history, which he, the beloved disciple, the last surviving Apostle, was (as 
Christian antiquity affirms) employed by the Holy Ghost, Who inspired him, to complete. By 
taking up some threads of the synoptical Gospels, as they are called, and by weaving them into his 
own, he shows that they are all of one texture and tissue, and form one divine work. In his Gospel 
he does the same thing with the three other Gospels, as he had done in his Apocalypse with 
the prophecies of Ezekiel, Daniel, and Zechariah. He adopts some of their substance, and confirms 
it, and adds to it. 

Thus he declares the unity and divine authority of the whole. If they are inspired, he who 
completes their work, claims to be inspired also; if he is inspired, that which he adopts into his own 
work is not of less authority than that into which it is adopted. 

St. John presupposes many things which had been recorded by the former Evangelists, and 
were perfectly well known at the time when St. John wrote; for example, every thing that 
preceded Christ’s Baptism, particularly the place of His birth and of His bringing up: and the name 
of His Mother’s husband ; the circumstances of His Baptism, and Temptation in the wilderness; His 
residence at Capernaum ; the names of the Apostles; the name of St. John himself, and his brother’s 
name; the cause of the Baptist’s imprisonment and death. The Transfiguration, the Institution of 
Baptism and of the Holy Eucharist, the Agony, and particularly the Ascension, at each of which 
St. John himself was present. Although our Lord on the cross commended His Mother to St. John, 
yet St. John never mentions His Mother’s name. 

St. John is distinguished from the other Evangelists by commenting on the facts which he 
relates. See ii. 21; v. 18; vi. 64. 71; vil. 39; xi. 51; xii. 38. 37. 43; xiii. 11; xxi. 19. St. John’s 
Gospel is not only an inspired History of Christ, but also an inspired Commentary on that History. 
This also is an indication of later composition. Another evidence that his Gospel is subsequent to 
that of the other three, may be seen in the remarkable use which he makes of the term of 
Tovdatot, the Jews. Throughout this Gospel, the Jews, represented by their leaders, the Priests and 
Pharisees, are contemplated ab extra, and are spoken of in the third person as a separate body; such 
as they had become after the fall of Jerusalem, when those who adhered to Judaism were distin- 
guished by bitter hostility to the Church. St. John, therefore, and the Christians generally, even 
those like him of Hebrew extraction, had detached themselves from the Jews, and spake of them as 
a separate body. For this use of ot “Iovdaiou see John ii. 18. 20; v. 10. 15, 16.18; vi. 41; vii. 1. 
Dipeyiine?, 07; ix. 18.22; x. 24. 31; x1.8. 

Obj. 4. If St. John desired to complete the other Gospels, he would not have differed from their 
narratives in sundry particulars; and he would not have done this without stating the points of 
difference and the reasons for it. 

This objection asswmes what has not been proved, viz. that St. John differs in certain substantial 
respects, and not merely in circumstantial additions and the like, from his predecessors. The points 
in which it is alleged that he differs from them will be considered in the notes in the following 
pages. 

Oly. 5. If St. John had designed to complete the other Gospels, his own Gospel would not be 
so complete in itself as itis. It would have been like a supplement, and not a whole. 

To this it may be replied, that the ancient Christian writers, in saying that St. John’s Gospel is 
supplementary to the other three, never meant to say that it is on/y a supplement. Nor do they, 
who adopt their testimony, mean this. They regard St. John’s Gospel as perfect in itself, as well as 


1 See Townson’s Works, pp. cxxxiv—cxlvii. 
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supplementary to the rest, and conducing to their perfection. To adopt the figure by which 
Christian Antiquity describes the Gospels ',—each of the Evangelical Cherubim, or Living Creatures’, 
is perfect in itself; and each lends its aid in supporting the rest, and in forming the heavenly car on 
which the Spirit rides. The Eagle, the symbol of St. John, is perfect in himself, and he lends his 
aid to complete the evangelic quaternion, and to bear the Living Gospel, in which the Spirit moves, 
through all ages and into all quarters of the world. 


It is well said by Augustine, that “although each of the Four Evangelists appears to have 
observed a peculiar order of his own, yet none of them designed to write as if he were ignorant of 
_what had been written by his predecessor, nor did any pass over through ignorance what his 
predecessor had written. But each, according to the Inspiration which he received, added the 
co-operation of his own work*.” (Aug. de Consens. Evang. lib. i. ep. Lardner, iii. p. 227.) 

“St. John excels in the depth of divine mysteries. For sixty years after the Ascension he 
preached orally, till the end of Domitian’s reign; and after the death of Domitian, having returned 
to Ephesus, he was induced to write (his Gospel) concerning the divinity of Christ, coeternal with 
the Father; in which he refutes those heretics, Cerinthus and the Nicolaitans (Iren. ii. 11.1; ep. 
Euseb. iv. 14) and the Ebionites, who denied that Christ had existed before Mary” (Hieron. Cat. 9). 

“The three former Evangelists had narrated our Lord’s temporal acts and the sayings that were of 
most avail for regulating the conduct of this present life, and which specially concerned the inculca- 
tion of active duties. St. John relates fewer acts of Christ, but is more full and minute in recording 
His sayings, particularly concerning the Unity of the Ever Blessed Trinity and the felicity of life 
everlasting, and applies himself to the commendation of contemplative virtue. Hence the three other 
Living Creatures, by which the three other Evangelists are symbolized in the book of Ezekiel and 
in the Apocalypse‘, the Lion, the Man, and the Calf, walk on the earth, because the three other 
Evangelists were principally occupied in relating those things which Christ wrought in the flesh, 
and. the practical precepts which He delivered to those who are in the flesh ; but St. John soars, like 
the Eagle, above the clouds of human infirmity, and contemplates the light of never-waning truth 
with the keen and stedfast eye of faith ; he gazes at the Divinity of Christ, by which He is equal to 
the Father, and endeavours to present it in his Gospel.” (Augustine de Consens. Evang. i. cap. 5, 6, 
ad Joann. Tract. xxxvi.) 

“Let us listen, therefore, with attention to his Gospel; for he who now presents himself before 
us is the Son of Thunder’, the beloved Disciple of Christ, the Pillar of the Universal Church; he 
who holds the keys of heaven; he who drank of Christ’s cup, and was baptized with His baptism, 
and leaned on His breast at supper.” (Chrysostom, Hom. in 8. Joann.) 


The principal ancient commentaries on this Gospel are to be found in Origen, vols. i. and ii. ed 
Lommatzsch. 8S. Cyril Alew., vol. iv. ed. Aubert. Lutet. 1638. 8. Chrysostom, vol. ii. ed. Savil. 
Eton, 1612. 8S. Augustine, vol. iii. ed. Bened. Paris, 1837. 


1 See above, the Introduction to the Four GospEts. the other Evangelists, and what is peculiar to his Gospel. 
2 Hzek. i. 10; x. 14. Rev. iv. 7. 4 Bzek. i. 5—10; x. 14. Rev. iv. 6—8. 
+ The Table of Eusebian Canons and Ammonian Sections pre- 5 Mark iii. 17. 

fixed will show at one glance what St. John has in common with 


EYATTEAION KATA IQANNHEHN. 


1 3 5) an c , Ne , io SS > 
a 1 John 1 1,2 I. (4)! *’EN dpyn qv 6 Adyos, Kat 6 Aoyos Hv mpos Tov Ocor, Kal Ocds Hv 
ev. . . 
h. 10. 33, 36. © K 205 Cree es ce » ‘ s 3 , 3, tl ee a 
Piers. 6 Adyos. ” Obros Hv ev apyn Tpos TOV Oeor. IIdvra dv abrod éyévero, Kat 
Col. 1.17. Heb. 1.2. ch. 5. 26. & 8.12. & 9.5. & 12.46. 1John 5.11. Ps, 33. 6. 


Cu. I. 1. Ev dpxi] In the beginning, musa (breshith). The 
Evangelist thus connects the Gospel with the Book of Genesis, 
and shows that the Author of the New Creation is one with the 
Author of the Old Creation. Christus tam in ipsa fronte Gene- 
seos, que caput librorum omnium est, non minus quam in prin- 
cipio Joannis Evangeliste coeli et terre Conditor approbatur. 
(Jerome ii. 507.) St. John’s Gospel is the Genesis of the New 
Testament. 

The preceding Evangelists, Matthew and Luke, had traced 
the Genealogy of Christ to Abraham, and to Adam—St. John 
declares Him from Everlasting. Epiphan. Her. 69. 

“Tt is alleged by some,” says Chrysostom, ‘“ that the words 
‘In the beginning’ do not intimate Eternity ; for we read (Gen. i. 
1), ‘In the beginning God created heaven and earth.’ But what 
is there in common between created and wus? God created the 
world in time: but the Word was from eternity. St. John goes 
back beyond Moses, and speaks not only of the Creation, but of 
the Creator.”’ Chrys. Hom. 2; Hom. 5. Hilary, de Trin. ii. 
Origen, Hom. 2. 

Moses begins with the Works made; St. John begins with 
the Maker of the Works. The other Evangelists begin with 
Christ’s Incarnation in time; St. John with His eternal genera- 
tion. (Chrys.) 

To be in the beginning signifies to exist before all things. 
(Aug. de Trin. vi. 2.) The Holy Spirit foresaw that some 
heretics would argue, that, if Christ was begotten, therefore there 
was a time when He did not exist, and He therefore says, ‘‘ In 
the beginning was the Word.” (Basil, Hom. in princ. Joann. ii. 
pp- 134—137.) 

The Arian assertion on this subject may be seen in the words 
of Arius himself, cited by~S. Athanas. (Orat. 1, contr. Arian. 
§ 5, pp. 322—326.) An answer to the principal objections of the 
Arians, derived from ¢his interpretation of Holy Scripture, may 
be seen in Greg. Nazian. Orat. xxx. pp. 540—556, and in S. 
Basil in Eunomiun, i. pp. 249—252. 281. 292—294. 301. 

The sense of these words, and the final cause of the Incarna- 
tion, is well expressed by reneus (iii. 18.1), the scholar of Poly- 
carp, the disciple of St. John. ‘‘It has been clearly shown, that 
the Worp existed in the beginning with God; and that by Him 
all things were made; and that He who had been always present 
with mankind, was, in the last days, according to the time pre- 
ordained by the Father, united with His Creature, and became 
Man, and capable of suffering; and thus all contradictions of 
Heresies are excluded, which say, If Christ was then born, there- 
fore He did not exist before. For it has been shown, that the 
Son of God did not then begin to be, but was always existing 
with the Father, and that when He was Incarnate and made Man, 
He summed up Humanity in Himself, bestowing salvation on us 
all, in order that what we had lost in the first Adam—namely, 
our Creation in the Image and Likeness of God,—we might re- 
cover in Christ.’”’ See also Jren. v. 14. 

This Procem. of St. John’s Gospel (1—14) was known and 
admired by ancient Heathen Philosophers—especially Platonists, 
see Euseb. P. E. xi. 18. Cyril c. Julian. viii. p. 282. Aug. de Civ. 
Dei x. 29. Wetstein. On the admiration expressed by later Pla- 
tonists for this Prologue, see Bentley on Freethinking, xlvi. 


— 6 Adyos} the Word v2 (mimra), by which the Chaldee 
Paraphrases, which were read in the Jewish synagogues, render 
the name of God (see Bp. Bull on the Nicene Creed, i. 1. 19); 
e.g. Ps. cx. 1, ‘the Lord said 70.0 unto His Word,” i.e. to 
Christ. And thus, as Bp. Bull has shown, the LXX had used 
the term Adyos for Shaddai, the Omnipotent God, Ezek. i. 24. 

Besides—the term Aédyos had been previously applied by 
other Christian Writers to Curist, particularly by St. Paul, in 
his addresses to the Churches of Asia (afterwards governed by St. 
John) and to the Hebrew Christians. See notes below on Acts 
xx. 32. Introduction to the Epistle to the Ephesians, p. 277. 
Tit. i. 3. Heb. iv. 12. 

Perhaps also the title ‘‘the Word,” had been made more 
familiar by the previous publication of St. John’s own Epistles 
and Apocalypse. See 1 John i. 1. Rev. xix. 13. Hence the 
name “‘ Word’’ had been prepared for the designation of Christ, 
who has declared God (einyhoaro @edy, v. 18) in the Gospel, and 
in the Book of Revelation, xix. 11—16. See Bp. Pearson on 
the Creed, Art. ii. p. 219 and notes; and Schoettgen, Hor. p. 321, 
and the remarks of Dr. Jackson on the Creed, vii. 26; xi. 12 
and 47, or vols. vii. 224; x. 219; xi. 402. 

Christ is called Adyos by Justin M. Apol. i. 32; ii. 6. Tryph. 
105, and Athenagoras, Legat. c. 10: ori 6 vids tod @cov 6 
Adyos Tod matpds ev idéa Kad evepyela: mpds adrod yop Kar 3° 
abTov mara eyévero, évds byTos TOU maTpds Kal Tod viod, dyTos 
de rod viod év warp, kal marpds ev vid Evdryte Kad Suvduer 
mvevuatos, voos Kal Adyos Tod marpds, 6 vids Tod @cod. For the 
passages of Justin, see below on v. 14. Cp. Theophil. Ant. ad 
Autolyc, ii. 22. The Word, i.e. the Son; the Word, the Living 
Word, never separated from the Father. (Origen, in Joann. 
tom. i.) Cp. S. Hippolyt. Philosophum. pp. 334, 335. Clement 
Alex. Strom. i. 29; ii. 15, Potter. Greg. Naz. p- 554. 

For an English exposition of this term Adyos (whether éy- 
5idBeros, or mpoopikds), with application to the misapprehensions 
of it by Sabellians, Arians, and Socinians, see Waterland 
Sermon i. vol. ii. p. 1—-23. : 

— 6 Adyos iv mpds Ty @cdy] the Word was with God. He 
says mpos, not év, with God, not in; showing the Word’s Eter- 
nity, and that the Son was not circumscribed by any limits of 
space ; and that He was without time, but never without God. 
(Chrys. Hom. 3. Basil, Hom. in prince. Joann. Hilary, de Trin. 
ii.) Hence we may refute Sabellius, who said that the Father 
Son, and Holy Ghost are merely one Person, who showed Him. 
self in various modes; for the Evangelist clearly distinguishes 
between the Person of God the Father and the Person of God the 
Son. le mpds is the Hebrew 5. See Schroeder, Syn- 
tax. Hebr. p. 292. Cp. the use si . xi. 56; i 
yen 4 ne a of mpds in Matt. xiii. 56; xxvi. 

— cds jv 5 Adyos] The Word was God. Being wi 
sda eg ee word was a different Person from the Puke He 

eing God, He is coequal with the Father. ) 
21, 22; x. 38; xiv. 9. ee as Se 

2. Odtos jv év &. mw. T. @cdv] He was always God wi 
(Theophyl. Cp. Aug. Serm. 117—120 and 197.) pNcae 

8. Tdyvra 80 abrov] all things, even $An, or matter itself, were 
made by Him ;—against the Peripatetic theory, and the later 
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‘\ > A t'9. , Hoe A aA 4 °E 3 A G \ iD XN e (G \ i Q 
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Katé\aBev. 


\ N nan 9 A , , Neve , aN > 
Kat TO pas €V ™ OKOTLO pater, KQL 7] OKOTLA QUTO OV cch. 3.19. 


(air) cae Eyévero avOparros dmeotahpévos Tapa Ocov, ovop.a. avT@ Teds d Matt. 3. 1. 


Mark 1. 2, &c. 


7 obtos bev eis plaptuptay, iva paptupioy mept TOU Pards, & Wa TAVTES TLOTEV- agp as 


Cwot Ov avrov. 


8 Ovx Hv exetvos TS has, add wa paprupyon mept TOU putes. 


ne ao 24, 


(ar) 9°*Hv 7d has Td ada Pwov 0 3 poriler Toto dvOpwrov epxopevov els TOY ech. 3.19. &8.12. 


Koopov, 30%? 


eN 3 4 
QUTOV OUVK EVYVW" 


& 9.5. & 12. 46. 


Ev 7® Koopo 7, Kal 6 Koopos Ov avTov eyevero, Kal O KOGHOS £ Hed. 1. 2. 
oF Neis ra tdia MAGE, Kal ob LOi0L adTdv ov TapédaBovr. 


g Rom. 8. 15. 
Gal. 3. 26 


M4 We LN x a / / lal Tay 
2 8’Ogou dé €haBov avrov, €SwKev avrots efovolay Texva Ocov Yever Gait TOUS 


ia > A + > A“ 13 h 
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aapkos, ovd€e xk Hehyjparos avdpds, aN Ex Ocov éyervyOncav. 


ot ovK €€ alparov, ovoe €K PehHmaros jen. 3. 


1 John "3 HE 


Hae "48. 
1 Pet. 1. 23. 


heresy of Hermogenes. Against also the Valentinians and other 


Gnostics, who said that the world was made by the agency of 


faons. (Iren. i. 8. 5.) 

Therefore, also, He Himself was from Eternity; and since 
all things are from Him, Time itself was made by Him. Hilary 
(de Trin. ii.). And S. Ignatius, the disciple of St. John (ad 
Magnesian. 8), speaks of Him thus: eis cds éoriv, 6 pavepooas 
éauToy 31 “Inood Xpiorov Tod viod adrod, bs éorw adtod Adyos 
&tdi0s. Cp. Bp. Pearson, Vind. Ignat. P. ii. cap. iv. pp. 384— 
415, ed. Churton. 

Since all things were created by Him, He cannot be a crea- 
ture. Athanas. de Decret. Nicen. s. 13, who quotes (p. 327), in 
evidence of Christ’s Divinity, Rev. i. 4. Rom. ix. 5. 

The Word could not have been made, since al/ things were 
made by Him; and if the Word was not made, He is not a crea- 
ture; and if not a creature, He is of one substance with the 
Father. He did not make the world as an dmovpyds, but as 
duoovoos TSG OH. (S. Cyril, who refers to Gen. i. 26. Jobn v. 
17; x. 38.) The Arians, indeed, say that the World was made 
by the Word as by an Instrument, as a door is made by a saw; 
but this is heretical. Why then did the Evangelist use the pre- 
position 5:4, per? In order that we may not suppose Him to be 
unbegotten. (Lheophyl.) And if you are disturbed by the pre- 
position 8:4, remember the words of the Psalmist, ‘‘ Thou, Lord, 
in the beginning hast laid the foundation of the earth”’ (Ps. cii. 
25), and that the Apostle applies that Scripture to Christ. (Heb. 
i. 10.) (Origen.) 

Since all things, even Angels, Archangels, Dominions, Prin- 
cipalities and Powers, were made by Christ, we may infer how 
great He is, Who made them. (Aug.) 

On the creative and administrative agency of the Locos, see 
Athanas. ad Gentes, 41, 42, pp. 32, 33, who (p. 36) applies the 
words of the Psalmist (xxxiii. 6. 9, ‘‘ By the Worp of the Lord 
were the Heavens made”) to Christ ; and cp. Athanas. de Decret. 
Nic. Syn. § 16, p. 175, and so Hippolytus, adv. Noet. § 12. See 
also Waterland’s Exposition of this Prowm., with special refer- 
ence to the Gnostic Heresies confuted by it. (On the Trinity, 
chap. vi. vol. v. p. 180—185.) Its antignostic character is un- 
folded by Ireneus, iii. 11. 1. 

3, 4. 0 yéyovev. "Ev ai’tg (wh jv] This may be pointed thus, 
with a stop after ove €y-—whatever was made in Him, was life 
(Origen); and S. Cyril interprets it, whatsoever was made, its 
life was in Him. But this interpretation might lead to the error 
of the Manicheans, who say that life is in all things. It is better 
to put a stop after ‘that was made,’ and then to say ‘In Him was 
life.’ (Aug.) 

On the dogmatic and practical uses of these three verses see 
Dr. H. Mill’s Sermons at Cambridge, 1848, pp. 1—28. 

4. °Ev ait@ (wh] In Him was life, (wh = mn (chayah), ‘ vita,’ 
and therefore He is no other than mim (Yehovah), Jehovah, and 
is so called Jer. xxiii. 6; xxxiii. 16. “Cp. Luke ii. 9. 

5. rd pas ev TH on. $., Kad 7 oK. aiTd ov Kar.] The Light 
shineth in the Darkness; and the Darkness comprehendeth it 
not. Quoted by Tatian adv. Grec. 13. It is supposed by Dr. 
Waterland (on the Trinity, ch. v. p. 183) that in the words ov 
katéAaBev, there is a protest against the Magian theory of two 
co-ordinate principles, Good and Evil, Light and Darkness: cp. 
Isa. xlv. 7. 

6. ’Eyévero] Observe the contrast: John éyévero; but Christ 
jv, v. 1, 2. 4, and see éyévero in v. 4. 

— hiboenos) aman. To distinguish him from Christ, who is 
God. (Cyril.) 


— byoua abt@ lwdvyns| his name was John, i.e. the Grace of 
God. See Luke i. 13; and as to the construction, see below, 
iii. 1. 

8. Ovx« jv] John was a light enlightened, but had not the 
enlightening light in himself. (Aug.) 

9. 7d pas Td dAnOwdv] He was the true Light: the Light not 
only of Apostles and Prophets, but also of Angels. (Ovigen.) 

The true Light is that light which kindles other lights. Our 
eyes may be called lights, but in vain are they opened unless 
there is something to illumine them. He is the true Light, which 
makes us see itself and every thing else. (Aug.) 

— 8 gwrifer] which enlightens all men, and therefore en- 
lightened John, in order that he might enlighten others to see 
Christ. (Aug.) Hence we may explain what John says below, éya 
(1, of myself) ob« dew abrdv (vv. 31. 33). 

No man has any being of himself, and no man has any 
knowledge by himself, and no man is really enlightened, who is 
not enlightened by Christ. (Aug.) 

— épxduevov] Some render this—“ the true Light coming into 
the world, enlightens all.” 

And it is true, that 6 épyduevos is specially said of Christ. 
Matt. xi. 3. Luke vii. 19. See below, iii. 31; iv. 25; vi. 14; 
vii. 27. But it seems rather to mean that the Word is “the 
Light which enlightens every man coming into the world.” 

The position of the words in the sentence appears to require 
this rendering ; and S. Cyril, and others of the Fathers, rightly 
observe that é€pxduevoy construed with &v@pwmroy (to which it 
stands next in the sentence) unfolds an important truth, viz. that 
no one but Christ had any light before coming into the world, 
and that al receive light from Him who is the Light of the world. 
See also Vorst. de Hebraism. p. 713, who shows that ‘to come 
into the world’ is a common Hebrew idiom for ‘to be born.’ 

10. °Ey 76 ndoum jv] He was in the world, but prior to it, for 
the world was made by Him. He was here as God, and came 
hither as man. (Awg., Chrys.) 

— 6 Kdbcopos 80 aitod| the world was made by Him. The 
term World is used in Scripture in two senses; first, for the 
universe made by Christ; next, for those who love the world and 
worldly things, and have not their heart in heaven (Ang.); but 
those who were not of the world knew Christ even before His In- 
carnation. Thus Abraham saw his day and was glad. (John viii. 
56.) David in spirit called Him Lord. (Matt. xxii. 43. Cp. 
Acts xiii. 22. Chrys. Hom. 7. See also Awg. Serm. 121.) 

11. cis 7a %31a] to His own, i.e. to the world made by Him, 
and specially to the Jews. His own veculiar people. (Cyril, 
Chrys., Aug.) 

Observe the change from the neuter Zd1a to the masculine 
78101: all the world is His own (Ydi0v); and His own people (oi 
75.01) rejected Him. 

12. “Ooo: 5¢ %ZaBov] but as many as received Him, to them 
gave He power to become children of God, even to them that 
believe in His name. Much vigilance is therefore necessary to 
preserve the divine image formed in us by adoption in Baptism ; 
and no one can take it from us unless we forfeit it by sin; and 
God gives grace to those who desire it, and endeavour earnestly 
after it; and by the concurrence of divine grace with human free- 
will we are sons of God. (Chrys. Hom. x.) 

18. of obi e& aiudrwy] which were born not of blood ; literally 
of bloods; i.e. of human commixtures. Man, as distinguished 
from God or Angels, is called DI) wa (basar vedam), flesh and 
blood. (Cp. Matt. xvi. 17. Gal. i. 16.) He thus contrasts our 
old natural birth, with our new spiritual birth, and reminds us of 
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the care with which we ought to cherish the heavenly gift of 
divine grace. (Chrys.) 

14. Kal 6 Adyos capt eyévero] The Word became flesh; not 
changed into flesh. But éyévero is here used as by the LXX in 
Gen. ii. 7, éyévero 6 &vOpwmos eis Wuxhy (@cav,—not that he 
was changed into a living soul, but was endued with it. : 

Hence in the Apocalypse (xix. ]1—16) the Worp of Go 
Who is the Faithful and True, is represented as clad in a vesture 
dipped in blood,—that is, with a robe of flesh red with His own 
Blood which He shed for us. (Origen, tom. ii.) 

A reference seems to be made to these words by Justin M. 
c. Tryph. 63. Cp. Justin M. Apol. i. 32,6 Aédyos capxomon- 
Gels BvOpwmos yéyovev. Apol. ii. 6, 6 vids Tod @eod, 5 pdvos 
Aeydmevos kuplws vids, 6 Adyos mpd THY Tonudtwy Kab cuver 
kal yevvduevos, Ste THY apxhy BC adbrTod wavTa exTLCE 
kal exdopunoe. 

The Word became flesh; that is, He was not a mere 
phantasm, as some Heretics (the Docetez and others) imagine. 
By this union the Word and the Flesh became one Person; but 
the two Natures were not confounded, nor was the Word 
changed into Flesh. As our words become voice, by making 
themselves to be audible, but our words are not changed into 
voice; and as the human soul is united to the body, but is not 
changed into the body; so the eternal Word took our flesh, and 
was united to it, and made Himself manifest in it, but was not 
changed into it, or confused with it. (dwg. de Trin. xv. 11. 
Chrys.) 

For a beautiful summary on the manifestations of Christ’s 
Humanity, and also of His Divinity in One Person, see S. Hip- 
polyt. adv. Noet. § 18, vol. ii. pp. 19, 20. Cp. 8. Cyril Alexan- 
drin. (Bpist. p. 137), op@uev bt dd0 ptcets cuvqAAOoy GAANAMLS 
Kal evwow adidomactoy, dovyxUTws Ka aTpémTws yap apt 
odpé eort, kad ov Odrys, ci Kal yéyove Ocod odpt. 

The Word dwells in us as in a temple, which He occupies 
from us and for us, that He may reconcile us in one body to the 
Father. (Cyril.) 

Apollinarius perverted these words into an occasion of 
heresy, — affirming that the Word took human flesh only, and not 
also a human soul, but that the Divine Intelligence was to Him 
instead of a human soul. But flesh is often used in Scripture for 
man, consisting of body and soul. (Ps. lxv. 2. Matt. xxiv. 22. 
Acts ii. 17. Rom. iii. 20. 1 Cor. i. 29. Gal. ii. 16. Theophyl. 
Aug. c. Arian. cap. 9. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 124.) 

Nestorius is also refuted by this Scripture, who said that the 
Blessed Virgin brought forth a Man endued with every virtue, 
and that the Man so born had the Incarnate Word joined to 
Himself. And thus Nestorius made two Sons,—one Jesus, the 
Son of the Virgin, another the Son of God; whereas the Evan- 
gelist does not say that the Word of God found a holy person, 
and united Himself to that person, but that the Word became 
Flesh and dwelt in us. (Theophyl.) See the following note. 

— eoxhvwoey ev nuiv] pilched His Tent or Tabernacle in us : 
i.e.inournature. éc«qvwce is Hebr. ox (ahal), or jw (shachan). 
And since the Tabernacle, cinv}, in which God dwelt in the 
wilderness, is 27% (oel), therefore the sense is, the Word made 


our nature to be the Tabernacle, in which the divine She- 
chinah écxhywcoe, rested, and showed itself in wonderful and gra- 
cious works. See Buxtorf, Lex. Talm. p. 2394, in v. xyrw (She- 
china), ‘‘habitatio, in specie dicitur de preesentia, gloria, et 
majestate divinad aut divinitate, quando dicitur hominibus esse 
preesens, aut cum eis conversari, gratia et salutari presentia 
adesse.”” 

And this is the more appropriate, because the course of the 
Church through this present world is often compared to the pil- 
grimage of the ancient people of God through the wilderness of 
Sina to Canaan, the type of heaven. The Tabernacle of our 
Humanity became the Shechinah of Deity. We saw His glory, 
the Shechinah of the Divinity, resting on the Tabernacle of His 
Humanity; as the Cloud of the Divine Presence rested on the 
Tabernacle in the wilderness. 

As the Feast of the Passover was a type of Christ’s Passion, 
and the Feast of Pentecost was a figure of the sending of the 


Holy Ghost, so the Feast of Tabernacles (cxnvornyla) seems to 
have been typical of Christ’s Incarnation, that mysterious oxnvo- 
anya in which He oxnviy erntev, pitched his tent in our flesh, 
eokhvocey ey Hiv. 

Perhaps some confirmation may thence arise to the opinion 
that our Lord’s Birth took place in the autumn, at the Feast of 
Tabernacles. See Mede’s Works, i. Dis. 48, p. 266, and above 
on Luke ii. 8, and below, vii. 2. 

Christ pitched not His tent in any particular person already 
existing; but in ws, i.e. in our nature; and became our Em- 
manuel, God with us (Matt. i. 23); God manifest in our flesh 
(see on 1 Tim. iii. 16). He éoxjywoer in us, as in a Tabernacle. 
See Amos ix. 11. The Tabernacle of our Nature, which was 
broken down, Christ alone could raise up, and did raise up by 
dwelling in it. (Chrys.) And thus we see the two Natures, our 
Nature and the Nature of the Word, joined in one Person. 
Hence the Virgin is called @cordxos. 

As the reasonable soul and flesh is one man, so God and man 
is one Christ. Thus Christ is God, and is reasonable soul and 
flesh. We confess Christ in each one of these. By whom was 
the world made? By Christ in the form of God. Who was 
crucified? Christ in the form of a servant. Who was not left in 
hell? Christ in His human soul. Who rose again to life? 
Christ, but in His human flesh only. In all these acts we 
acknowledge one Christ. (Aug. Tract. lxxxiii.) God was made 
man; what may not then man become, for whom God was made 
man? Let this hope comfort us in our tribulations. If you 
regard Christ as only God, you refuse the medicine by which you 
are healed; if you regard Him as only Man, you deny the divine 
power by which you were made. Receive Him then as both God 
and Man; God equal with the Father, one with the Father; 
and Man born of a Virgin, deriving from our nature mortality 
without sin. (Aug. ad loc. and Tract. xxxvi.) 

See Hooker, H. P. v. lii. for an exposition of the doctrine 
of this verse, and for a refutation of the various heresies opposed 
to it, and Dr. Barrow on the Creed, Serm. xxi. and xxiii. Ser- 
mons, vol. iv. p. 4862—565. 

— thy ddtav] His glory: 712 (cabod), Majesty, Divinity, all 
the attributes of God, especially power and mercy. Col. i. 15. 
(See Rosenmiiller here.) 

— ws] as, does not here signify comparison, but reality, i.e. 
what was consonant to, and might be expected from. Chrys. 
Hom. 11, in Joh. Glass. Phil. Sacra, p. 476. We saw this glory, — 
specially at the Trausfiguration, cp. 2 Pet. i. 17. The Israelites 
were not able to look on the face of Moses, but we saw the glory 
of the Only-begotien Son. 1 Johni.1l. (Theoph., who quotes 
Ps. xliv. 3; cp. below, on 2 Cor. iii. 7—18.) 

— xdpitos Kal aAndelas] TOM and nox (chesed and emeth), 
which, as Rosenmiiller observes, describe the greatest love, cha- 
racteristic of God alone; cp. Rom. vi. 18. Col. i. 6. 1 Pet. v. 12. 

15. "Iwdvyns| John is witnessing concerning them, ond hath 
cried, saying. Such is the literal interpretation of the words. 
The divine Evangelist, full of the Holy Ghost, is, as it were, 
suddenly transported back in the Spirit to the time of John’s 
preaching, and seems to behold the Baptist preaching in the 
wilderness, and to have once more the sound of that solemn cry 
ringing in his ears, at the presence of Christ. 3 

— Kéxpaye] is Hebr. nq? (kara), Angl. ery, specially said of a 
Prophet, or of the voice of an Angel, or of God. Isa. vi. 3. Zech. 
vii. 13. Cf. Matt. iii. 3. 

These words of the Evangelist are referred to by Justin M. c. 
Tryph. c. 66, describing John’s address to the people, mpds obs 
kal adrds €Bda, od« eiul 6 Xpiords, GAAS wv Boavros. 

— mpatés wov] before Me, and first of all. See Col. i. 15, 
and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. pp. 180—200. mparos 
avi Tod del. (Cyril.) Hence we may refute the Arian, who says 
that Christ was made; and Paul of Samosata, asserting that He 
took His beginning from the blessed Virgin. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

16. ék Tov mAnpduaros] out of His fulness we all received. 
The Everlasting Word, in whom dwelleth all the Fulness of the 
Godhead, took onr Nature; and by virtue of His Incarnation, 
and of our Incorporation in Him, we received of His fulness; we 
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became partakers of the Divine Nature. 2 Pet. i. 4. See below, 
on Col. i. 19; ii. 9, and ii. 10. See also Jren. iii. 11. 1, who re- 
cognizes here a refutation of the Gnostic Theories which would 
make Christ only an ASon or emanation from their ideal Pleroma, 
and see Waterland on the Trinity, vol. v. p. 185. 

— xdpw ay) xdpitos] grace for grace, yn by yr (chen al chen), 
one grace, or blessing, in the place of, or upon and after, another : 
e.g. the grace of the new covenant for that of the old (Origen, 
Cyril, Chrys., who quotes Phil. iii. 6. 2 Cor. iii. 11), and the 
grace or free gift of eternal life for the grace and free gift of faith. 
This we had no¢ under the Law (see v. 17. Rom. vi. 14), but 
we all have it under the Gospel; for the Law threatened, but did 
not assist; it gave a commandment, but not strength to do it. It 
showed our diseases, but did not heal them; and yet it prepared 
the way for the Physician Who was to come with grace and truth, 
and Who gives us the grace or free gift of immortality. Hence, 
therefore, we are not to imagine that we deserve any thing from 
God as a due. In giving us the prize of immortal life, He crowns 
His own gifts. (Aug.) Therefore, xdpiw avr) xdpitos means 
grace, in succession to and addition ta grace; ever growing sup- 
plies of grace: and so Bengel, Liicke, Tholuck, Olshausen, 
Meyer. 

John’s name means the Grace of God, and he was a fit pre- 
cursor of Him Who gives grace for grace, see Luke i. 14. 

17. 6 véuos] The Law was given by the servant (Heb. iii. 5), 
and made men guilty. The Grace came by the King and freed 
them from guilt. (Aug.) The Law was given, but Grace came, 
because the one was sent by a servant, the other was brought by 
the Son. 

18. @cdy ovddels Edpaxe] No man hath seen God at any time. 
Cp. 1 Tim. vi. 16. The Patriarchs and Prophets saw Angels who 
revealed the will of God, but never saw God. (Chrys.) 

— 6 by] the Being, or Existing One, is the peculiar name of 
Jehovah in the Old Testament, as written in the Septuagint, and 
therefore familiar to the Jews, and to St. John; so that, “it may 
very well be doubted whether the phrase, ‘which is in the bosom 
of the Father,’ gives it its full force, and whether the ever ex- 
istent in the bosom of the Father, is not the idea meant to be 
conveyed. See Coleridge’s Remains, vol. iv. p. 234.” Blunt, 
Lectures on the Duties of a Parish Priest, p. 52. 

— «eis tov KéAmov] The accusative case with eis here is more 
expressive than “‘in the bosom” (év 7G xdAT@). It means to be 
at, near, consubstantial with. Cp. pbs Toy @edy (i. 2). 

To be ‘‘in the bosom” is much more than ‘ fo see;’’ it is to 
know all the secret thoughts, and participate in all His power 
and substance. (Chrys. Hom. 15, who quotes John x. 15. Aug. 
Tract. iii.) 

Tt was reserved for the beloved Disciple St. John, who leaned 
on the bosom of Jesus at supper (John xiii. 23; xxi. 20), to 
declare the mystery of Him Who is in the bosom of the Father. 
(Origen, tom. 32, who quotes Luke xvi. 22.) 

— é&yhoaro] declared. One who interpreted mysteries, pro- 
digies, ceremonies, was called an é&ynrhs by ancient writers. 
See Weist., p. 841. 

19—28.] On these verses, see the excellent Homily of Greg. 
M. Moral. in Evang. i. 7, p. 1458. 

19. of Iovdaio:] the Jews. St. John writes concerning ‘the 
Jews,’ as it were ab extra. See ii. 6. 13. 20; iii. 1. 25; v. 1. 10. 
15, 16, and in numerous other places; and thus he differs widely 
from St. Matthew and St. Mark; and this circumstance affords 
another proof that his Gospel was written after theirs, and at a 
time when the distinction between the Christian Church and the 
Jews had taken a definite form. See above, p. 208; below, ii. 18. 

— fepets} Priests. More honour was paid by the Jews to 
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John than to Christ, in the persons sent, and in the place from 
which they were sent. They esteemed John for his sacerdotal 
lineage, and sanctity of life. But they despised Christ, saying, 
“Ts not this the carpenter’s son?”? Matt. xiii. 55. (Origen, 
Chrys., Theoph.) 

The Evangelist thus intimates the Baptist’s firmness and dis- 
interestedness. The Jews, who were expecting the Messiah, and 
mused in their hearts whether John was the Christ (Luke iii. 15), 
sent to him, from the capital City, Priests and Levites, of the 
Pharisees (v. 24), i.e. the chief of the people. Thus they paid 
homage to John; and tempted him to declare himself the Christ. 
But he resisted their solicitations, and used them as occasions for 
preaching to them Jesus. A noble example of faithfulness, dis- 
interestedness, and zeal. 

Here, also, is an indirect confirmation of the Evangelical 
history (recently called in question by Strauss and others) concern- 
ing the conception and birth of John the Baptist, and the Angelic 
appearance to his father, Zacharias the Priest, ministering in the 
Temple, as recorded by St. Luke, chap. i. The deference here 
paid to the Baptist by the Rulers of the people, and their readi- 
ness to accept Aim as the Messiah, are accounted for by those 
circumstances, which doubtless were well known to the Priests 
and Levites ministering in the Temple at Jerusalem. 

— Aeviras] Levites; a rare word in the Gospels; occurring 
only here and Luke x. 32, and serving to show the transitory, 
subordinate, and manuductory character of the Levitical office to 
that of Christ; cp. Acts iv. 36,37. Indeed it was now full time 
that He should appear Who was to purify the Sons of Levi (Mal. 
iii. 3), for they who were appointed to keep knowledge and teach 
others, were now split into sects, see v. 24. Acts xxiii. 6, 7. 

20. auordynoe] he confessed ; contrary to their expectations ; 
but like a loyal servant he would not usurp the honour of his 
Master, and declined it when offered to him. The multitude 
through ignorance might imagine John to be the Christ: the 
Scribes, Pharisees, Priests, and Levites, flattered John, with a 
view of drawing him, who belonged to their order, to their own 
interest ; and that they might derive from him a plea for rejecting 
Jesus of Nazareth. (Chrys., Theoph.) 1 

21. ’HAlas ef ot;] Art thou Elias? whom they expected 
then. Cp. Matt. xi. 11—14; xvii. 10—13. 

— ‘O mpopjrns ei ob;] Art thou the Prophet, of whom Moses 
spake (Deut. xviii. 15), and who at this time was not identified 
by these inquirers with the Messiah? Cp. Theoph., who notes 
the use of the definitive article. See also Acts iii. 22, where the 
identity of the Prophet with Christ is shown. The Jews errone- 
ously made a distinction between the Christ and that Prophet ; 
but to us that Prophet is our Christ and God. (Theoph.) 

23. "Eye pwvn] I am the Voice, of which Msaias spake. (Isa. 
xl. 3.) 

Jobn is the Voice, Christ the eternal Word. John prepares 
the way for the manifestation of Christ, as the Voice precedes the 
Word. (Origen. Greg. Hom. vii.) I am his servant, and am 
sent to prepare His way in your hearts: the Voice is inarticulate 
without the Word. (Theoph.) John humbled himself, and so 
became a burning and shining light. John v. 35. (Auwg.) 

25. Tl oty Bawrifes] Why then baptizest thou? They ex- 
pected the Messiah and his attendants, Elias and Jeremias, to 
baptize; for Baptism involved a new obligation, such as that 
which was undertaken by Proselytes. (Rosenmiiller.) They had 
first tried to win the Baptist by flattery, and by prompting him to 
assume a high title; they would now constrain him to it, by alle- 
gations of inconsistency. (Chrys.) But John resists them in both 
attempts, and preaches not himself, but Christ. 
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26. "Eva Banti(w ev %Sat1] I baptize with water; but not 
with the Spirit : for John was not able to remit sins ; he cleansed 
the body only, not the soul. Why then did he baptize? In 
order that by his baptism he might prepare the way for the bap- 
tism of Christ, as by his preaching he prepared the way for the 
preaching of Christ. (Greg. Hom. vii.) If my baptism (he says) 
were not imperfect, another would not arise to baptize after me. 
(Chrys.) 

27. a Avow avdtod Ty iudvta] to loose His shoe-latchet. I 
am not worthy to do the most menial office to Him. (Ovigen.) 
See above on Matt. ili. 11. If this is the case. with John, than 
whom none is greater of those born of women, what is the case 
with us? (Chrys.) There may be a reference to the practice de- 
scribed Ruth iv. 7, 8, whereby a kinsman plucked off the shoe of 
a kinsman who would not espouse as a bride one to whom he had 
a right by nearness of kin. Thus the Baptist may be supposed to 
say, He that hath the Bride is the Bridegroom, John iii. 29. The 
Church is His Spouse, I do not dare to dispute His claim. (Greg. 
Hom. vii.) 

28. év BynOavia] at Bethany. The reading of A, B, C*, E, F, 
G, H, K, L, M, S, V, X, A, and numerous Cursives and Ver- 
sions. ma (Bethaniah), Domus navis, the place of the Ferry. 
Another etymology may be seen in the note on Matt. xxvi. 36. 
The other reading, ByéaBapa, is not older than Origen. This 
Bethany is distinguished by the Evangelist here from the other 
Bethany, of Martha, Mary, and Lazarus, by the adjunct ‘ beyond 
Jordan.’ On this Bethany, see Patri. ii. p. 445. Cp. above, 
Matt. iv. 15; below, iii. 26; x. 40, 41. 

29. “Ide 5 auvds Tot Ocod] Behold the Lamb of God. The 
true Paschal Lamb (see xix. 36. 1 Cor. v. 7), who is described 
by St. John, in the Apocalypse, as the Lamb slain (v. 6). He is 
the “Lamb of God,” because He was appointed as a Piacular 
Victim by God; and is accepted as an all-sufficient Satisfaction 
by God. 

St. John never calls our Lord 6 éuyds in the Apocalypse, 
but always 7d dpviov, and he never calls Him dpyiov in the 
Gospel, but always éuvds. The reason of this is considered in the 
Editor’s Lectures on the Apocalypse, p. 380, 2nd edit. 

The rest of the people came to John confessing their sins. 
(Matt. iii. 6.) In order that no one might be mistaken as to our 
Lord’s nature, and might imagine, that, because He had been 
baptized, He had any sins to confess, John declares that He is 
the Lamb of God, pure and spotless, and not only sinless in Him- 
self, but that He taketh away the sins of the whole world. (Chrys. 
Hom. 17.) 

Christ alone came without sin. He took our flesh without sin, 
in order to take away our sin. (Aug.) Why, then, was He bap- 
tized? He submitted to be baptized by His servant, in order that 
thou mightest not disdain to be baptized by thy Lord: for what- 
ever may be a man’s knowledge, and self-denial, and charity, his 
sins are upon him, unless he comes to the healing waters of bap- 
tism, without which he cannot enter into the kingdom of heaven, 
John iii. 5. (Aug.) 

Jesus was baptized by John for three reasons; first, that, 
being born as a man, He might fulfil all the law; next, that He 
might authorize John’s baptism; next, that by sanctifying the 
water of Jordan, He might show, by the descent of the Dove, the 
advent of the Holy Ghost in the baptism of believers. (8. Jerome 
in Matt. iii.) Christ had no need to be baptized; but we needed 
that water should be sanctified for our baptism. St. John testifies 
that Christ needs not to be baptized, but Christ by His example 
consummates the Mysteries of our salvation, sanctifying us by 
His Incarnation and Baptism. (S. Hilary in Matt. iii.) See 
above on Matt. iii. 13. 

— 6 alpwy thy Guaptiay] which taketh away the sin of the 
world. Cf. 1 John iii. 5, tas Guaprtas judy &pn, and | Pet. ii. 
24, ds Tas AuapTtias suayv aitds aynveyKev ev TH chmatr 
avtTov éml +d EdAov. 

He does not say that will take, but that He does take. Not 
that Christ is always being crucified, for He offered one oblation 


once for all, but He is ever taking away the sins of the world by 
that one sacrifice. (Chrys. Hom. 18. Theoph.) 6 atpwy means 
supporting the burden, something more than taking away ; it 
means also, bearing the weight of. Accordingly, it is used in 
about 200 places by the LXX for the Hebr. xiv2 (nasa), to carry, 
to lift, bear a weight. See S. Cyril here, who well expounds if, 
katapyav Odvarov, irtp mavrav arobavdy, cis yap brép mavTwv 
anéOavey duyds, as a vicarious offering for sin. See Isa. lili. 4—6. 
1 Pet. ii. 24, and Grotius, de Satisfactione Christi, c. i. p. 24, 
against the Socinians, and Archbp. Magee on the Atonement, i. 
p. 216. 419, and ii. 335, ed. 1816, and see note on Matt. viii. 17, 
and Bloomf. here, who says: ‘ Jesus is characterized by the de- 
signation of a Lamb, with allusion to the paschal lamb typifying 
Him, and the lamb daily offered up at the evening sacrifice, repre- 
senting Him. Moreover, He is designated as the Lamb of God, 
with reference to His being appointed and approved dy God as 
the all-sufficient sacrifice for the sins of men. In this view John 
the Baptist must have considered Jesus, when he called Him 
Lamb,—namely, as suffering and dying like a victim; for it is 
clear that he meant to represent our Lord as one dying, and that 
in the place of others, by his subjoining the words 6 alpwy rhy 
Gpaptiay Tod Kéopov by way of explication. Now the phrase 
alpew Thy Guaptiay answers to the Hebr. py Nw? or NOT NW), 
which never signifies to remove sins, i. e. extirpate iniquity from 
the earth (as many recent Interpreters suppose), but to pay the 
penalties of sin, either one’s own, or others’, as in Exod. xxviii. 
30. Lev. v. 1; x. 17, where are conjoined, as synonymous, the 
formulas to bear the sin of the people, and eapiate the sins of, 
and to atone for, the people with God. Therefore the formula 
‘to bear sins,’ must denote ‘to be punished because of sins,’ ‘ to 
undergo the punishment due to sins.’ Again, as ‘ to bear one’s 
own sins’ denotes ‘to be punished for one’s own sins,’ so ‘ to 
bear the sins of others’ must mean ‘to be punished for the sins 
of others,’ ‘to undergo the punishment which the sins of others 
have deserved.’ Moreover, Christ is said ‘to bear the sin of the 
whole world ;’ and therefore the interpretation above mentioned 
can have no place. There is, besides, in these formulas a mani- 
fest allusion to, and comparison with, a piacular victim. For 
such a victim was brought to the altar, and the Priest put his 
hands over and upon the head, a symbolical action, signifying 
that the sins committed by the persons were laid on the victim, 
and when it was slaughtered it was said to bear or carry away 
the sins of the expiated, by which it was denoted that the victim 
paid the penalty of the sins committed, was punished with death 
in their place, and for the purpose of freeing them from the 
penalty of sin, Therefore when Christ is called the Lamb bearing 
the sins of the world, we must understand one who should take 
upon himself the sins of men, so as to pay the penalties of their 
sins, and in their stead, for the purpose of freeing them from 
those penalties. In short, aipwv denotes, in its full sense, ‘ taking 
away by bearing;’ and thus it is well adapted to express the 
atoning sacrifice of Christ for the sins of the world.” 

It has been alleged by some, that it is improbable that John 
the Baptist should have foreseen that Jesus would die by a violent 
death like a lamb, as a victim and a sacrifice for sin. And there- 
fore some have rejected the primitive and orthodox interpretation 
of this passage. And, indeed, if John the Baptist had been a 
mere ordinary man, it was impossible that he should then have 
contemplated Christ as such. But John was inspired from his 
mother’s womb; he was the greatest of prophets. (Matt. xi. 9. 
Luke vii. 26.) Hence when he saw Jesus coming to his baptism, 
he was enavled to proclaim Him as the future Judge of the 
world (Matt. iii. 12. Luke iii. 17), and now he is empowered by 
the Holy Ghost to discern and to declare Him to be the One sin- 
less, expiatory Sacrifice, and Propitiatory Satisfaction for the sins 
of the world. 

John the Baptist preached the Doctrine of the Atonement 
before the Sacrifice was offered; and yet some are found to deny 
the doctrine, now that the Sacrifice has been offered ! 

On this doctrine see further below, on Rom. iii. 21—26. 
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30. pxera: dviip| cometh a man; avhp (not &vOpwios). Christ 
is the Husband of the Church and of every soul, as St. Paul says, 
‘‘T have espoused you to one man (éy) aydp)), Christ.’”’ (2 Cor, 
xi. 2.) I am the friend of the Bridegroom, He is the Bride- 
groom. 

31. va pavepwOf] in order that He might be manifested. 1 
come not with my baptism to give the Spirit, or to remit sins, but 
to prepare the way for Him and His manifestation. Hence, it is 
clear that the histories which are related by some concerning 
miracles, as if wrought by Christ in His childhood, are fabulous ; 
for if He had wrought miracles, He could not have been unknown 
in Israel, and have needed manifestation from John. (Chrys., 
Theoph.) The baptism of John lasted but a short time, being 
designed to manifest Christ, who submitted to receive the bap- 
tism of His servant, in order to encourage us to receive the bap- 
tism of our Master, whose baptism was necessary for those who had 
been baptized with the baptism of His servant. (Aug. Tract. v.) 

32. reAdauor 7d Tvedua] I have seen the Spirit. John’s own 
witness was to be confirmed by the witness of God the Holy 
Ghost, Whose work it is to declare Christ. (Chrys.) Cp. on 
Matt. xi. 2. 

— ws repiorepdy] as a Dove. The Holy Ghost then manifested 
Himself as a Dove,—and, at the day of Pentecost, in Tongues of 
Fire ; in order that we may learn to unite fervour with simplicity, 
and to seek for both from the Holy Ghost. (Ang.) 

— ér airdyv] upon Him. The preposition implies motion Zo, 
the verd expresses immanence on. Cp. v. 33. 

83. Kye ove dew aitdyv] and I knew Him not. It has been 
objected by some, that it is not possible that John should have 
been ignorant of Jesus, the son of his mother’s kinswoman, and 
probably intimate with him in his infancy. 

But this objection is grounded on a misunderstanding of 
these words, which mean, ‘‘ Even I, intimate with Him as I am, 
did not as yet know Him as He is, and as I now preach Him to 
you.” 

“Lest it should be supposed, that, from his mother’s near 
connexion with Mary the mother of Jesus, the Baptist might be 
biassed, either by favour or interest, to bear witness to Christ, he 
refutes this suspicion by saying, ‘‘ I knew Him not.” (Lheoph.) 
It is not, therefore, from my own personal knowledge, as you 
may imagine, that I now declare Him to be what He is; for my 
own knowledge of Him is only earthly and human. But I proclaim 
Him, because I have received from heaven a revelation concern- 
ing Him. Cp. our Lord’s saying to St. Peter, Matt. xvi. 17. 
The Baptist, therefore, shows by these words, that he utters his 
testimony concerning Christ not from any considerations of human 
intercourse and personal affection, but from divine revelation. 
John declared Christ to the people, not from human attachment, 
but in obedience to the divine will. (Cyri/.) As son of the cousin 


of our Lord’s Mother, he knew Jesus according to the flesh; but 
it was only by revelation from above that he knew and declared 
Him as He is, viz. the Lamb of God, the Judge of Quick and 
Dead, the Bridegroom of the Church, the Son of God, the Saviour 
of the world. 

37. dUo puabyntal] two disciples. The Baptist, as the friend of 
the Bridegroom, gives away the Bride to Christ, by presenting 
the souls of his own disciples to Christ, and espousing them to 
Him. (Chrys.) See above on Matt. xi. 2 as to John’s conduct 
in this respect when he was in prison, and on the eve of death. 
His practice is consistent to the last: ‘“ servatur ad imum Qualis 
ab incepto processerat, et sibi constat.”’ 

39. 0 Aéyerar Epunvevduevoy] which is to say, being inter- 
preted. A common expression with St. John, who is careful to 
interpret Hebrew words (cp. i. 42; iv. 25; ix. 7), and is also 
accustomed to specify original Hebrew names. The word ‘EBpa- 
to7) occurs seven times in his Gospel and Apocalypse (John v. 2; 
xix. 13. 17. 20. Rev. ix. 11; xvi. 16), and no where else in 
N. T. 

40. “Epxeobe nab YSere] Come ye, and see. A phrase used by 
the Holy Spirit, particularly when speaking by St. John, to call 
attention to some notable thing. Sée i. 47. Rev. vi. 1. 5. 7. Cp. 
Rey. xxii. 17. 20. 

— dpa iv ws Sexarn] it was about the tenth hour, ten in the 
morning. On St. John’s mode of reckoning the hours, see below, 
iv. 6. 52; xi. 9; xix. 14. Townson on the Gospels, Disc. viii. 
pt. 1. 

41. Sluwvos Mérpov] of Simon Peter, not yet mentioned by 
St. John, but supposed to be known to the reader from the other 
Gospels. See above, Introduction, p. 268. 

42. Evpioxe: otros mpatos Toy adeApdy] He first findeth his 
own brother Simon, and saith to him, We have found the Mes- 
sias. The proof of our having really found Christ, is seen in our 
finding our brother and bringing him to Christ. We find Christ 
by caring for the souls of our brethren. (Bede, Hom. in Vig. St. 
Andr.) 

— Evphkayev toy Meootay] We have found the Messiah. 
mw (Mashiah). Messias in Hebrew, and Christ in Greek, the 
Anointed. See above, Matt. i.1. Christos signifies unction, and 
Jesus is specially the Christ, through Whom all Christians derive 
their unction, and Who is anointed with the oil of gladness above 
His fellows. Ps. xlv. 8. (Aug. ‘Tract. 7.) 

43. Knoas] Cephas. He is called Petrus, ‘a stone;’ from 
Petra, ‘the Rock.’ (Aug.) Petrus (or Peter) has the same 
meaning in Greek as Cephas (x3) in Syriac; and the Apostle 
was called Peter from the firmness of his faith, by which he clave 
to that Petra, or Rock, of Whom the Apostle Paul speaks,— 
“ That Rock was Christ’”’(1 Cor. x. 4). (Bede, Hom. i. in Vig. 
St. Andr.) See notes above on Matt. xvi. 18. 
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45. °Hy d€ $iAiwmos] But Philip was of Bethsaida, the city 
of Andrew. St. John, also of Galilee, makes other mention of 
Philip in connexion with Andrew his fellow-townsman. See 
below, vi. 6; xii. 21. 

46. NadavanaA] Nathanael. 
God.’ 

48. “I5<] Behold an Israelite indeed, in whom there is no 
guile. All men knew Nathanael to be an Israelite. But our 
Saviour, piercing deeper, giveth further testimony of him than 
men could have done; ‘‘ Behold an Israelite indeed, in whom is 
no guile.’? He declared that Nathanael belonged not only to the 
Church Visible (i. e. the Church as seen by man), but to the 
Church Invisible, i.e. to the Church as seen by God. Hooker, 
iii. 1. 

Since Nathanael received such a testimony from Christ, why 
is he not found among the Aposéles? Perhaps he was a learned 
man, skilled in the Law; and Christ would choose unlearned men 
to convert and confound the world. He would not convert fisher- 
men by orators, but orators by fishermen. (Awg.) Reasons have 
been adduced by some, for believing Nathanael to be no other 
than Bartholomew the Apostle; e.g. by Robert Nelson on the 
Feast of St. Bartholomew, and Meyer here. Cp. John xxi. 2, 
where Nathanael is placed before of tod ZeBedalov. But as the 
writer himself was one of the sons of Zebedee, no argument can 
thence be drawn that Nathanael was an Apostle. Rather, it 
would seem, ¢hat passage shows that he was not an Apostle, and 
therefore not the same as Bartholomew ; for Nathanael is there 
placed after Thomas (6 Acyduevos Aidvuos),—whereas, on the 
contrary, in all the Apostolic Catalogues (Matt. x. 3. Mark iii. 
18. Luke vi. 14, 15), except Acts i. 13, Bartholomew is placed 
before Thomas. 

49. I1d0ev we yivdones ;] Whence knowest thou me ? 
obscure a person. 

— bvta bind thy suxjv] Something more than 6rd 7H curs. 
The accusative intimates retirement under the shade of the jig- 
tree, as well as concealment there, perhaps for purposes of Prayer 
and Meditation, 

The foliage of the fig-tree produces a thick shade; and the 
Jewish rabbis were accustomed to rise early and to study beneath 
it. See Wetstein, p. 845, and Winer, R. W. B. p. 366. 

This mention of the fig-tree, under whose shade Nathanael 
seems to have sought for religious seclusion, indicates that the 
incident here recorded took place when the fig-tree was in full 
foliage, and therefore not in the winter or early spring. See 
Matt. xxiv. 32. Jahn, § 72. 

Perhaps this circumstance may throw some light on the 
question concerning the time of year of our Lord’s Birth. Our 
Lord was baptized at about the same season of the year as that 
in which He was born (see Luke iii. 23), and the incidents here 
mentioned appear to have occurred in the autumn, about the 
time of the Feast of Tabernacles, when the boughs of trees were 
in full leaf. (See Levit. xxiii. 40; and above, i. 14; below, vii. 2, 
and note at the end of the Seventh Chapter.) They must, how- 
ever, have occurred more than forty days after our Lord’s bap- 
tism ; for the Temptation took place between it and them. 

Nathanael inquires as man, Christ replies as God, ‘I saw 
thee; thou wast then seen by Me as God,’’—that is, from afar, 
and when no other eye was upon thee. I saw thee under the 
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fig-tree, before Philip called thee ; and I saw thy heart, and pro- 
nounce thee to be an Israelite indeed, in whom there is no guile,— 
that is, who arf not indeed free from taint of sin, but who art 
ready to confess thyself a sinner, and to embrace the truth. 
(Chrys. Aug. Tract. vii. et de Verb. Dom. Serm. 40.) 

We read, in the beginning of the Old Testament, that the 
Eye of God discovered Adam hiding himself among the trees of 
the garden (Gen. iii. 8); and thence he was brought forth to re- 
ceive his sentence of condemnation. But in the beginning of the 
Gospel, the Eye of Christ discovers Nathanael under the fig-tree, 
and proclaims him an Israelite indeed. Inthe former case we 
see the Omniscience of Judgment, in the latter of Love. Adam 
sewed leaves of the fig-tree together to hide his shame. (Gen. iii. 
7.) Christ saw Nathanael in his retirement undcr the fig-tree, 
and proclaimed him ‘an Israelite indeed, in whom was no 

uile.”’ 
: At the end of our Lord’s Ministry, He discovered Zacchzeus 
amid the leaves of the sycamore-tree, and called him by his name, 
and abode with him at his house. See Luke xix. 5. 

Christ’s Eye pierces through the thick leaves of our secret 
thoughts. We are never less alone than when alone. He sees us 
in our solitude; let our eye be also on Him, for we must all one 
day be made manifest before His judgment-seat (see 2 Cor. v. 10) ; 
for ‘all things are naked and open to the eyes of Him with whom 
we have to do.” See on Heb. iv. 13. 

50. ‘PaBBl, od ef 6 Lids Tod Ocod] Rabbi, thou art the Son of 
God. How is it that Peter, for his confession afterwards, received 
such excellent gifts (Matt. xvi. 16), and that those gifts were not 
now bestowed on Nathanael for his confession of Christ? and 
that our Lord said, that He would build His Church on Peter’s 
confession as being complete ; and that He promised to lead Na- 
thanael to a higher elevation, as if his confession was not perfect ? 
The reason seems to be, that Nathanael did not as yet confess 
Christ to be the true living God, the Lord of angels ; and there- 
fore Christ promises that hereafter he shall see heaven opened, 
and the angels of God ascending and descending to minister to 
the Son of Man as their King. (Chrys.) Nathanael would not 
have addressed Christ as Rabdi (see Matt. xix. 16, 17) if he had 
then known Him to be God. But Peter, although he had seen 
Him in His humiliation as Son of Man, yet was not staggered by 
what he saw, and owned Him as the Christ, the Son of the living 
God. 

52. ’Auhy dunv] Verily, verily. duhy, amen, or verily (see 
Matt. v. 18), occurs twenty five times in St. John’s Gospel ; 
always doubled, never used by any one but Christ, and always at 
the beginning of a sentence. It is never doubled in the other 
Gospels. It is found at the end of sentences, especially doxo- 
logies in the Apocalypse, i. 6, 7; v. 14; vii. 12; xix. 4, in which 
book Curist is called 6’Aunhy. Rev. iii. 14. 

The utterance of the word ’Anyy, Amen, especially when 
doubled, was. supposed by the Jews to have the solemnity of an 
adj ae See the authorities from the Talmud in Wetst. 
p. 85 

God is called by Isaiah (Ixv. 16) the God of Amen, or Truth; 
and Amen is doubled in St. John’s Gospel, in which the Word of 
Truth is solemnly sealed for ever. 

— an apt henceforth,—now that I am come and have begun 
My course as the Messiah. 
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— ovpavoy avewydra] the heaven, shut by the sin of the first 
Adam, opened by the obedience of the second Adam. 

— Tovs eyyéAous Tov Ocod] the Angels of God, in the Gar- 
den at the Agony, at the Resurrection, and at the Ascension. 
(Lheoph.) 

— én roy Tidy Tod avOpdrov] on the Son of Man, and minis- 
tering to Him. Thus ye shall learn the Mystery of the two Na- 
tures, of God and Man, united in the Person of Christ. This 
mention of homage paid by Angels to Christ in His Human Na- 
ture is appropriately introduced by St. John, as a refutation of 
the Gnostic error, prevalent in Asia, paying worship to Angels, 
and so disparaging the dignity of Christ. See below on Coloss. 
ii. 18. 

The same truth is suggested by the mention of the Angel 
coming down from time to time, and troubling the water of 
Bethesda, in order to heal one patient on each occasion (v. 4). 
Christ heals by a word (v. 8); and He has come down from 
heaven once for all, and healed the whole human race. 


Cu. II. 1. tH tyepa tH tpitn yduos] on the third day after 
His return to Galilee (i. 43). Doubtless something is designed 
by this precise and exact indication of time; 

On the first day, John declared Jesus to the Priests and 
Levites (John i. 19—28), who came from Jerusalem to him at 
Bethany and in Perea. It is probable that this took place soon 
after our Lord’s Temptation, which is not described in this 
Gospel. 

On the second day, John proclaimed Jesus as the Lamb of 
God, and referred to his former testimony concerning Him (John 
i. 29, 30), and to the descent of the Holy Ghost on our Lord at 
His baptism ; which is no where mentioned in ¢his Gospel. 

On the ¢hird day, John revealed Jesus especially to Andrew 
and another of his disciples, who accordingly follow Jesus, and 
speak of Him as the Christ; and He abides with them that day 
(i. 40), and calls Simon by the name Cephas. 

On the fourth day, Jesus returns to Galilee, and finds Philip 
of Bethsaida in Galilee, who finds Nathanael of Cana in Ga- 
lilee. 

On the third day after this event, the Marriage of Cana 
takes place, at which was wrought the first Miracle, the Mani- 
festation of His Godhead. 

As the Book of Genesis begins with the history of a period 
of Six Days, so, it would seem, does the Gospel of St. John—the 
Genesis of the New Testament. (Cp. Burgon. p. 38.) In Ge- 
nesis, the consummation is in the Institution of Marriage in Para- 
dise (see Gen. i. 26 28), where Adam is united to Eve,—a figure 
of the Mystical Union and Marriage betwixt Christ and His 
Church. (Eph. v. 22—32.) The consummation is here in the 
Marriage of Cana, where Christ manifests the Union of the two 
Natures, that of God and Man, in Himself. See on wv. 2, 3. 

— yduos| a Marriage Feast (see Matt. xxii. 2. Luke xii. 36), 
lasting for seven or eight days. See Gen xxix. 27. Judg. xiv. 15, 
and Lightfoot here. 

— Kavg rijs ToAtAatas] Perhaps Kana-el-Jelil, or Kirbet 
Kana, about seven miles north of Nazareth, and about ten s.w. 
of Capernaum. See Rodinson’s Palestine, iii. p. 204. Later Re- 
searches, p. 108. Wainer, Real-Lex. i. p. 648. 

2,3. exrAnOn 6 “Inceds nat of wabnral—h phtnp] Jesus was 
bidden, and His diseiples, to the marriage; and His Mother 
was there. Joseph, it would seem, was now dead. 

He Who is the Son of God and also the Son of Mary came to 
the Marriage. He Who, when He was with the Father, had in- 
stituted Marriage; He Who came into the world to a Marriage, 
for He has espoused the Church, which He has redeemed with 
His own blood, and to which He has given the Holy Spirit as a 
pledge, and which He first united to Himself in the Virgin’s 
Womb, from which He came forth as a Bridegroom from His 
chamber, rejoicing to run His course (Ps. xix. 5), when He, the 
Word of God, married our flesh, and so the Son of God and the 
Son of Man joined both in one. (Aug.) Hence we may learn to 
reject the heresies of Tatian and Marcion, who disparage Matri- 
mony. (Bede, Hom. dom. 1, post Epiph.) 


On the honour thus paid by Christ to Holy Matrimony, see 
the Marriage Office in the Book of Common Prayer. 

3. botephoavtos otvov] when the wine failed; perhaps at the 
close of the feast-week. 

— juhrnp t.°1.] the mother of Jesus ; never called Mary by 
St. John. 

4. Ti éuol rad col] Woman, what have I to do with thee? 
The Hebr. 7) 322 1 (mah lanu valak), Quid nobis et tibi? 
(Josh. xxii. 24. 2 Sam. xvi. 10. Matt. viii. 29; xxvii. 9. Mark 
i, 24, and Wetstein’s note.) 

The word ytvat, woman, is not necessarily to be under- 
stood as a rebuke. Cp. xix. 26; xx. 15; and see Auin. here, 
who quotes Soph. Trachin. 370, and the words of Augustus to 
Cleopatra, Dio Cass. li. p. 305, @dpoer, yivat, kal Ovudy exe 
ayabdy. But yet, as the Fathers observe. it is significantly em- 
ployed to remind Mary of her womanhood, and of her subjection 
to her Son, as God. He does not say wArep, but yevat. 

The sense is, What have I, as God, to do with thee, a 
woman? Dost thou suppose that the divine power by which I 
work miracles can be set in motion by thee, because thou art the 
mother of My humanity ? 8. Ireneus says (iii. 16. 7), ‘‘ Dominus 
repellens intempestivam ejus festinationem dixit, Quid mihi et 
tibi, mulier ?’? Thus He condemns those who pray to the Virgin 
to command Christ, ‘‘ Monstra te esse matrem, Jure matris tm- 
pera Filio.”’ 

Hence Christ, Who loved and revered His earthly Mother 
(see Luke ii. 51. John xix. 26), teaches us to begin with love and 
reverence to our heavenly Father; and He here rebukes His 
Mother. He had great regard for her, but more for the salvation 
of souls. (Matt. xii. 48. Luke xi. 27.) He therefore corrects 
her, and prepares the way for the working of His first miracle 
with due dignity. (CArys.) 

Christ is the Son of Mary, and the Lord of Mary ; He was 
made of Mary and created Mary ; for He is the Son of David and 
the Lord of David. (Ps. cx. 1.) He is both man and God. 
(Aug.) 

The miracle which He was now about to work, He was about 
to work to God. As God He has no mother. And now that He 
was about to perform a divine work, He ignores, as it were, the 
human womb, and asks, ‘‘ Woman, What have I to do with 
thee ?’” As much as to say, Thou art not the Mother of that in 
Me which works miracles; thou art not the Mother of My God- 
head. What then have I now to do with thee? (Aug., see also 
his Serm. 218.) 

Our Lord here and elsewhere displays His Divinity more 
clearly, by bringing it out in contrast with His relationship to 
His human Mother. Cp. Mark iii. 32. Luke ii. 48. 

— otrw ihre: 7 Spa wov| Mine hour is not yet come; the hour 
of My weakness derived from thee is not yet come; but it will 
come, and then I will acknowledge thee. 

Mine hour is not yet come, but it will come hereafter. When 
the hour of my human infirmity arrives, and when that infirmity, 
of which thou art the Mother, hangs on the Cross, then I will 
own thee as My Mother. Accordingly He owned her, when that 
which was born of her was about to die; then He commended 
her to His Disciple, and said to him, ‘ Behold thy mother.” 
(Aug.) See John xix. 26, 27, the best comment on this text. 

As man He had His hour (cp. vii. 30; viii. 20; xii. 27; 
xvii. 1). But as God He has no hour. He is the Everlasting 
Jehovah. He is the Author of all Time. And it was as God that 
He was now about to work, and to manifest His Godhead ; and 
He calls His hour of suffering ‘‘ Mine hour,” because He chose 
the hour of His own death ; He had the power of laying down 
His life when and as He pleased. (John x. 18.) 

6. €&] six; the number of the days in which God created the 
world. All things are made new by the Incarnation of Christ. 
See v. hl, and above, Introduction, p. 259. 

— kata Thy Kabapioudy] according to the purifying, for 
ablution before dinner, and for washing of the vessels. (Matt. xv. 
2. Luke xi. 39.) It would appear from ». 7 that these six water- 
pots had been exhausted of part of their contents before the 
miracle was wrought. 
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— xwpotoa ava wetpytds] containing two or three firkins 
apiece. See Matt. xx.9. Mark vi. 40. jertpnths is the Hebr. 
na (bath). 2 Chron. iv. 5. See on Luke xvi. 6. Joseph. Ant. 
vill. 2. 9, and Weést. and Kuinoel here. 

Since the petpntys held seventy-two sextarii (Joseph. Ant. 
viii. 2), about nine gallons,—and since these water-pots held fwo 
or three werpyra) apiece, the quantity of water changed into wine 
was very great—about 135 gallons. 

This large quantity has been perverted by some into an 
argument against the veracity of St. John’s account, and even 
against the reality of the miracle itself. What use, it is asked, 
could there be in the supply of so much wine for a single feast ? 
And is it consistent with the divine character of Christ to produce 
what would only be wasted, and was so disproportionaté to the 
occasion ? 

To this it has been replied by some (Semler and Kuwin.) that 
it is probable that only a portion of the water in the water-pots 
was changed. This is against the text. Others reply, that it 
was an act of divine benevolence to supply a large quantity of 
wine for the future use of the newly married pair and their 
friends. (Meyer.) 

This may be so. But the true reason of the large surplus 
beyond the present need, seems to be of a higher spiritual kind, — 
namely, in order that there might be in this residue,—as in the 
twelve baskets remaining over and above the barley loaves after 
the miraculous feeding (Matt. xiv. 20; xvi. 9. John vi. 13),—a 
visible and abiding proof and record of this mighty work of 
Christ ; and that, whenever the newly married pair brought forth 
any of this wine, from time to time, to welcome and regale any 
of their friends, they themselves might be reminded, and they 
might speak to others, of the divine power and love of Him Who 
produced it; and so the effects of the Miracle might extend far 
beyond the time, and place, and other circumstances of its first 
operation ; and that the water, thus made wine, might diffuse the 
knowledge of the Gospel, and become a well-spring and fountain 
of living water for the salvation of souls. The dread of the barley 
loaves could not be kept long; and therefore, in that case, the 
surplus produced by our Lord was less. But the ‘‘ good wine” 
of Cana might be preserved for many years. How many persons 
may it have afterwards refreshed in body and soul! Perhaps it 
may have served for many holy Eucharistic celebrations in the 
infant Church of Galilee. 

7. Teuloare tas ddptas] fill ye the water-pots. He uses the 
elements of which the world consists, to show that the world was 
not made by any power alien from Himself, as some heretics 
assert. (Chrys.) 

— éws tyw] up to the brim. So that any one might first see 
the water, and then the wine into which it was changed. 

8. dpxitpucAtvm] to the ruler of the feast, or cupmocidpxns, 
cp. Ecclus. xxxii. 1, where he is called jyovmevos. ‘ Convivii 
Magister, Modimperator.” (Varro.) ‘“ Arbiter bibendi.” (Horat. 
I. iv. 18.) ‘ Dictator.” (Plaut.) It has been supposed by some, 
that the dpyirplkAiwos was the tpame(oroids; cf. Julius Pollux 
(Onom. iii. 41),—a chief servant or butler, whose duty it was to 
provide wine and food for the guests. But no authority has been 
quoted for this sense, and the etymology of the word seems to be 
against it. Besides, his language to the bridegroom (v. 10) shows 
that he regarded the bridegroom as the purveyor of the feast ; and 
his words to the bridegroom are not those of a servant to a mas- 
ter, but of an equal. He was one of the guests, chosen to taste 
the wine, and to regulate the order of its consumption. 

10. Tv addy oivoy] the good wine; that is, the best wine,—a 


saying which may be applied spiritually by the Church, and ad- 
dressed to the Divine Bridegroom Christ, Who has. kept the best 
wine for us until now, and gives it to us here, in this the last 
Gospel, by His beloved servant St. John. See above, p. 257. 

lL. Tadrny erotnce thy dpxhv] The beginning which He made 
was this,—He laid this first stone, or foundation, of the mira- 
culous fabric. Observe, ty apxhy and érolnoe. rhy is omitted 
by A, B, L, and some Hditors, but without reason. 

He Who changed the water into wine in the water-pots, at 
Cana in Galilee, works the same change every year in the rain 
which descends from the clouds of heaven into the vines. But 
this gradual operation of change in all the Vineyards of this 
world attracts no admiration, on account of its continuity. There- 
fore, the same God sometimes makes, as here, unusual demon- 
strations of His power, in order to awaken men from their slum- 
ber, to a sense of His Omnipotence, and to excite them to worship 
Him as God. See Aug. and Ireneus, iii. 12. 5,—‘‘ He Who 
changed water into wine thus proved Himself their Creator. He 
walked on the sea as on dry land, and fed thousands with a few 
loaves,—in order that He might show us that He is the Lord of 
the Universe.” (Athanasius, de Incarn. 18, p. 51.) 

The whole of the passage, pp. 50, 51, is well worthy of 
perusal, and very seasonable in an age like the present, when a 
disposition manifests itself to separate the study of Physics from 
that of Religion, and to detach the operations and phenomena of 
the World of Nature from the control and government of Him 
Who is Supreme in the World of Grace. If we would philoso- 
phize aright, let us regard Curist as Creator and Lord of the 
Elements, and as acting in them and by them. Cp. the remarks 
on Matt. xiv. 20. As we admire the works wrought by the Man 
Christ Jesus, so let us admire those done by Jesus our God. Let 
us not turn our faces to the works of creation, and our backs to 
Him Who made them. (Awg.) 

This change of Water into Wine presents a lively figure of 
the change wrought in our Nature by that great Event, which is 
the principal theme of this Gospel—the Incarnation of the Son 
of God. Christ’s first Miracle was not an act of Creation, but 
it was an act of Change of an element from a lower to a better 
condition. Water is mellowed into Wine by the Sun. Water 
was changed into Wine by Christ. Christ, the Sun of Righteous- 
ness, Who now cometh forth from His chamber, and rejoiceth as 
a Bridegroom to run His course, has transfigured our Nature by 
its union with the Divine in Himself. See above, Introduction, 
pp. 259, 260. - 

On the change wrought in our Nature by the Incarnation, 
see Hooker, V. liv. 5. : 

— éniorevoay] they believed. They had already some faith 
(i. 41; see also ii. 23), which was increased by His miracles, but 
yet was not a clear and firm faith (see vii. 5). And thus we learn 
that faith, like other graces, is gradual in its growth, and needs 
continual education and cultivation by those means which God 
provides for its increase. 

12. xatéByn] He went down. The lake of Galilee—on the n.w. 
shore of which was the great city of Capernaum—is very much 
lower than the level of the hills of Galilee. Hackett, Illustr. p. 
135, cp. ix. 49. 51. 

— aderpot] brethren, ‘ cousins.’ Abraham was the uncle of 
Lot, and Laban of Jacob, yet Scripture calls them brethren. All 
the relatives of Mary are called brethren of Christ. (Aug.) See 
above on Matt. xii. 46; xiii. 55. 

18. 7d mdoxa] the Passover of the Jews. St. John mentions 
the Passover ¢hree times, and always with this addition, ‘“ of the 
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Jews’”’ (cp. vi. 4; xi. 55); because he wrote at a time when it 
was requisite to distinguish it from the Christian Passover, and 
because he wrote for many who were not conversant with Jewish 
customs. See v. 6, and v. 1, and above, p. 206, and cp. the in- 
stances in which St. John translates Hebrew words, i. 38. 42, and 
cp. iv. 9 and 25; and Dr. Townson on the Gospels, Disc. vii. 
sect. 2, and above, p. 268. 

This seems to have been the first Passover of our Lord’s 
ministry. If the Feast in ch. v. 1 is the second, or a feast of Pen- 
tecost, then that at vi. 4 is the third Passover. And so, with the 
Passover at which He suffered, there are four Passovers in St. 
John’s Gospel; which was the opinion of Eusebius, i. 10. Theo- 
doret, ad Dan. ix. tom. ii. p. 1250, ed. Hal. 1770. 

On the Passovers in our Lord’s Ministry see below, v. 1. 

14. cipev ev Te icp@ x.7.r.] He found in the Temple. Not év 
TG vag, the Sanctuary, but ev T@ ieps, in the outer courts. See 
Matt. xxi. 12. 

— Bdas—mnpdéBata—repiorepds | oxen—sheep—doves, for sacri- 
fices inthe Temple; in order that persons who came from far, and 
could not bring victims with them, might purchase them on the 
spot. The money-changers were there to facilitate the purchases 
of the sacrifices. See Matt. xxi. 12. Perhaps, also, to change 
money, for the payment of the Temple-Rate, due now. See on 
Matt. xvii. 24. 

It might not have seemed to be a great sin to sell in the 
Temple what was purchased in order to be offered in the Temple. 
Yet our Lord drave them out. (Aug. and Bede.) 

15. mavras e&€Badey] He drave them all out. A fulfilment of 
the prophecy (Mal. iii. 1—3). Our Lord did this twice, as is 
evident from the other Gospels. (See Matt. xxi. 12. Mark xi. 15. 
Luke xix. 45.) The former instance is that described here by St. 
John. (Aug. de Cons. Evang. ii. 67.) 

And yet, against the clear testimony of the Gospels, and the 
concurrent interpretation of antiquity, it has been recently denied 
by many (Liicke, De Wette, Strauss), that there was more than 
one Cleansing of the Temple by Christ. 

Origen (in Joan. tom. x.) dwells on this act as a wonderful 
proof of Christ’s Divinity felt by men,—even by the large multi- 
tudes who profaned the Temple. See above, S. Jerome on Matt. 
xxi. 12. 16. 

16. uh moeire] make ye not My Father’s house a house of 
merchandise. Sellers in the Temple are they who seek their own 
things, not those of Jesus Christ. (Phil. ii. 21.) Simon Magus 
desired to purchase the gift of the Holy Spirit, that he might sell 
it again. He was among the Sellers of Doves. Divine Grace is 
so called, because it is given gratuitously. (Aug., Origen.) See on 
Matt. xxi. 12. 

Money-Changers in the Temple are they who pursue secular 
interests in the Church; and God’s house is made a house of 
merchandise, not only by those who seek to obtain money or praise, 
or honour, by means of holy Orders, but by those also who exer- 
cise the sacred ministry, or dispense sacred gifts, with a view to 
human rewards,—and not with simplicity of intention. (Bede.) 

17. yeypappevoy eorty| Observe this formula of quoting Holy 
Scripture,—peculiar to St. John. Cp. vi. 31. 45; x. 34; xii. 14. 
The other formula, yéyparTa:, so common in the other HEvan- 
gelists occurs only once in St. John’s Gospel, viii. 17. 

— ‘0 Giros, x.7.A.] The zeal for Thine house shall eat me up. 
Let all the members of Christ’s Body be consumed with this zeal. 
Who is he that is eaten up with this zeal? He who never rests, 
but is ever endeavouring and longing, that what he sees amiss may 
be corrected; and if he cannot correct it himself, is patient, and 
mourns inwardly. You see your brother going astray, let the 
zeal of God’s house eat thee up; prevent him if you can; restrain 


him if you can; terrify him if you can; persuade him if you can; 
never cease; do the same in your family; do whatever you can, 
according to your position in life. Then you will imitate Christ, 
of Whom it was said, ‘‘ The zeal of Thine House hath even eaten 
me up.” (Aug.) 

The quotation here is from Psalm lxix. 9, which the Holy 
Spirit thus refers to Christ. Let the reader examine the contents 
of that Psalm ; and he will derive comfort from the consideration 
that the Church in appointing it for use on Good Friday, and in 
applying its prophecies to Christ, is authorized by the sanction of 
the Holy Ghost speaking by St. John. And he will have a safe- 
guard against that scepticism which endeavours to wrest these 
prophecies from Christ. 

18. of Iovdaior] the Jews answered. Remark St. John’s pecu- 
liar use of this expression, ‘ the Jews”? (ii. 20; v. 10. 15, 16.18; 
vi. 41; vit. 1; viii. 22. 48; ix. 22; x. 24, and passim), as assert- 
ing distinct from and opposed to Christ and His disciples. The 
reason of this is (as Wetstein observes, p. 847), that St. John wrote 
last of the Evangelists, at a time when the Jews were known as 
enemies of Christ’s disciples. See above, Introduction, p. 268,. 
and below, Introduction to the Epistle to the Hebrews, p. 365, 
note. 

19. Avcare] Destroy ye; a prophecy that they would do so. 
Cp. xiii. 27. Matt. xxiii. 32, and Glass. Philol. S. pp. 406. 873. 

He predicts at His jirst Passover what they would do at His 
last Passover. 

And by His act in cleansing the material Temple at this 
Passover, He foreshadowed His own act in raising the Temple’s 
antitype—His own Body, at the last Passover, and in thus reviving 
His mystical Body the Church. 

— toy vady todrov] this vads, or sanctuary, in which the 
Godhead dwells, vate.—this Holy Place. Observe the change of 
words, and the difference between them. He had purged the 
iepoy or outer court of the Temple (see v. 14), of the sordid 
traffic with which they had defiled it: He would do more than 
this: they would destroy the vads or sanctuary itself of His Holy 
Body, in which the Deity was enshrined as in a Divine Oracle, 
but He would raise it again in three days. 

Toy vay rodroy is equivalent to Myself. On this use of 
ovros, see on Matt. xvi. 18. Cp. below, vi. 50. 

They sought for a miracle from Christ, because He had driven 
their traffic from the Temple; and He tells them in reply, that the 
Temple was emblematic of His own Body, and that He by His 
own divine power would do much more than He had done in 
purging the type profaned bythem. He would raise the antitype, 
His own Body, destroyed by them. (Bede.) As the Body of 
Christ was crucified and raised again, so will it be with His mys- 
tical Body, the Church; and with every true Christian, who is 
crucified with Christ, and buried with Christ, and rises again with 
Christ to newness of life in this world, and to eternal glory in the 
next. (Origen.) Compare Hzek. xxxvii. 11]. Rom. vi. 4. 1 Pet. 
ii. 5. Ephes. ii. 20; iv. 13. 1 Cor. xii. 12. 27; xv. 22. 

On this text see the Sermon of Bp. Andrewes, ii. 344. 

20. Tecoapdrovra kal t& ereow]| Forty and six years was this 
Sanctuary in building. On this use of @xodou4On, see Ezra v. 
16. It began to be built (or rather rebuilt) by King Herod the 
Great, forty-six years ago, and is not yet finished. See Joseph. 
Antiq. xv. ll. B.J.i.21. ‘ Agrippze II. demum tempore abso- 
lutum est totum templi edificium,” 757 kal té7¢ 7d tepdy TeTEACoTO, 
Joseph. Ant. xx. 8. (Kuin.) Wieseler (Chronol. Syn. p. 106) 
reckons that this period of forty-six years had expired at the 
Passover, A.u.c. 781. 

21. eye wep) Tod vaod Tod cwparos avtod)] He was speaking 
of the sanctuary of His body. Our Lord often uttered sayings 
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which were not intelligible at first to those who heard them, but 


grace and wisdom and courage. He, who at first was only a timid 


became clear afterwards; and thus He showed His divine pre- 
science. (Chrys.) Cp. St. John’s own declaration concerning 
Christ’s disciples (xii. 16). 

This observation is of great importance, and answers by an- 
ticipation many objections, grounded on the erroneous supposition 
that Christ could noé have meant to say what His words imply ; 
merely because they, to whom He was then speaking, could not 
understand that meaning. The allegation virtuaily contravenes 
the claims of His Prophetical office. For it is the essence of 
Prophecy to be obscure when first delivered, and to be explained 
by the event. Examples of Christ’s prophetic language, combined 
by didactic instruction, may be seen in ili. 5; vi. 53. See the 
notes there on the prolepses, or anticipations, in our Lord’s Teach- 
ing, to be explained afterwards by the event. 

22. cimev 5 "Incods] Elz. has not the article; but it is in A, 
B, E, G, H, K, L, S, V, X. 

24. Airds dé 6’Inoots, k.7.A.] Vet Jesus Himself did not trust 
Himself to them, for that He knew all men, and because He had 
no need that any one should testify of man, for He knew of 
Himself what was in man. These two verses afford an instance 
of the peculiar manner in which the Holy Spirit pronounces judg- 
ment, in St. John’s Gospel, on things and persons. Cf. v. 21; 
vi. 64. 71; vii. 39; villi. 27; xi. 51; xii.'33. 37. 43; xiii. 11; 
xxi. 17. This method was very suitable for the last written 
Gospel, and confirms the testimonials and proof that St. John’s 
Gospel is not only an inspired History, but also an inspired Com- 
ment on that History. See above, p. 268. 

25. 7G avOpdr@] the man, generally; i.e. every man. 
force of the article, see iii. 10, and Winer, p. 105. 


On the 


Cu. III.1.] For a synopsis of the contents of this Chapter, 

see below, p. 284. 

°Hy 5& &v6pwros| But there was a man. Observe how 
aptly this sentence coheres with what has just preceded. The 
Evangelist had just said, that Jesus ‘had no need that any one 
should testify to Him concerning man, for of Himself He knew 
what was T¢ avOpdrw, in the man,” i.e. in the creature called man, 
generally; and as an application of this proposition, he adds, but 
there was a man, of the Pharisees, called Nicodemus, a ruler of 
the Jews; and the divine insight of Christ into the hearts of all 
men— His knowledge of human nature, its condition, its desires, 
and its needs—was signally exemplified in His intercourse with 
him ; which the Evangelist now describes. 

— Nirdd5nuos] Nicodemus. Not only a Greek name (Demosth. 
549, 23), but also common among the Jews. (Lighifoot.) Nico- 
demus, the son of Gorion, is one of the Rabbis whose name is 
often cited with great veneration in the Talmud, and is supposed by 
some to be the Nicodemus here mentioned. See Wetstein. p. 850. 

— &pxwy] a ruler. Probably one of the Sanhedrim. See 
vii. 48. 

2. vuxrds] by night. Nicodemus was of the number of those 
who had some faith, but were not yet born again of water and the 
Spirit. The Apostle says, ye were sometimes darkness, but now 
are ye light in the Lord. Eph. v. 8. (Aug.) Nicodemus came 
at first by night, through fear, yet he was not rejected by Christ ; 
but was tenderly received and instructed by Him; and grew in 


Disciple, became in the end a courageous Confessor. He who 
came at first to Jesus by night, came at last boldly forward, when 
the disciples of Jesus had fled. See John vii. 50; xix. 39. 
(Chrys. and Burgon. here.) 

3. eay wh tis] except a person be born from above; i.e. who- 
soever is not born from above. See on Phil. iv. 8. Cp. below, 
vi. 53. 


avwbey| from above. 
James i. 17; iii. 15. 17. 

Doubtless the word &yw6ey also includes the sense of being 
born again and anew ; it declares the need of a new or second 
birth ; and it also declares the heavenly origin of that second 
birth. 

Thou art not yet born again; i.e. of God, by spiritual gene- 
ration, and therefore the knowledge thou hast of Me is not spiritual 
and heavenly, but carnal and earthly. But I say to thee, that 
except thou be born again of God, thou canst not apprehend My 
glory, but wilt remain a stranger to My Kingdom. (Aug.) Cp. 
Justin M. Apol. i. 61, 6 Xpiords efrev, by wh avayevynOATe, ov 
bh cio éAOnrte eis Thy Bactrclay Tay ovpayay. 

4, Ilds dtvata) How can a man he born when he is old? 
This questioning ‘‘ how ?”’ is of the natural man (1 Cor. ii. 14), 
and is characteristic of a weak faith and au earthly mind, like that 
of Sarah when she laughed ; and many, by putting such questions 
as to the manner of God’s operations on the soul, have fallen 
from the faith. If a person ask,—How is a man born again by 
water ? let us ask in return, How was Adam born from the earth ? 
How are our bones and sinews and veins, and all our organs, 
formed? In both cases the work is God’s, Whose the elements 
are, to work upon them, and by them, according to His will. Cp. 
Chrys., who quotes Col. ii. 12, Rom. vi. 6. 

If the Earth is endued with such power that such marvels as 
we see every day are produced from it, so, in like manner, when 
the Holy Spirit is present with the Water, the marvels which ex- 
ceed our comprehension are easily performed. The element of 
Water is there; but the whole work is wrought by the grace of 
the Holy Ghost. By the first creation from Earth, man became a 
living soul; but by the second creation from Water he is made a 
quickening spirit ; and the old man is buried in the Water as in a 
tomb, and the new man rises from it. (Chrys.) 

— wh dvvarat] can he enter the second time into his mother’s 
womb, and be born? What the maternal womb is to the infant, — 
that the Baptismal Font is to the Faithful. (CArys.) 

Nicodemus knew as yet but one birth,—that from Adam and 
Eve; he knew not as yet that other birth from Christ and the 
Church ; he knew the first birth which is unto death; he knew 
not, as_yet, the second birth unto life. The one birth is from 
earth, the other is from heaven; the one is of the flesh, the other 
of the Spirit ; the one is of mortality, the other of eternity ; the 
one is from men and women, the other is from God and the 
Church. Each of these two births takes place once, and once 
only. As the birth from the womb cannot be repeated, so neither 
can baptism. Carnal generation takes place once, so does spiritual 
regeneration. (Aug. Tract. xi. xii.) 

— éav wh Tis yevynOh e& HdaTos] except a person be born of 
water; i.e. whosoever is not born of water. See onv. 3. The 


See vv. 12, 13. 31; xix. ll. 23. 
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word tis is general, and includes Infants. Cf. Jerome ad Pelagium, 
ili. ad fin. pp. 545, 546, on the Baptism of Infants, and especially 
the Synodical Epistle of S. Cyprian, and other African Bishops, 
to Fidus a.p. 253, “‘de Infantibus baptizandis,” with Rowth’s 
notes, R. S. iii. p. 74. 

As the Israelites were not delivered from the Egyptians before 
they came to the Red Sea, so none can be freed from the pressure 
of his sins before he comes to the waters of Baptism. And if the 
Red Sea, the figure of Baptism, had such a virtue as it had, how 
great is the power of Baptism, of which the Red Sea was a type! 
(Aug. Tract. xi. xiii. and Serm. 294.) Cp. S. Cyril Hieros. 
Cateches. 3, p. 41, who hence asserts the necessity of Baptism. 
“He declares the manner of Regeneration in Baptism,” says 
Theodor. Mopsuest. “ By mentioning the water, He specifies 
the Element, év & rAnpodta 7d 2 Epyov : by mentioning the Spirit, 
He speaks | of the Agent Who ev 76 S8ari thy olicelay mAnpot 
évépyetav.”’ (Meyer, p. 103.) Cp. notes below on Titus iii. 5. 

The sense of the primitive Church on this text is thus de- 
clared by Tertullian (de Baptismo, 13), “ Nisi quis renatus fuerit, 
&c., obstrinxit fidem ad Baptismi necessitatem. Itaque omnes 
exinde credentes tinguebantur” (i.e. were baptized); and by S. 


Cyprian, Epist. 72 and 73, and as Hooker remarks (V. lix.), “of 


all Ancient Writers there is not one to be named who ever expounded 
this text otherwise than as implying external baptism.” 

Surely it is a significant circumstance that St. Jobn’s Gospel 
abounds with references to the Element of water. Here the son 
of Zacharias comes baptizing with water, i. 26. 31. 33. Our 
Lord’s first Miracle is here wrought upon water; water is changed 
by Him into wine, ii. 7—9. Here he declares to Nicodemus that 
“ Except a man be born of water and the Holy Spirit he cannot 
enter into the kingdom of God,” iii. 5. He is in Judza and 
baptizes with water, iii. 22. Here He sits at the well of water at 
Sychar, and first reveals Himself as the Messias, iv. 1. 26. 
Here He promises the gift of living water, iv. 1|0—14. Here He 
comes to Jerusalem to the pool of water, called Bethesda, and 
heals the impotent man there, v. 1—8. He walks on the water 
of the Sea of Galilee (vi. 19), and comes to the disciples in the 
storm. Hecomes again to Jerusalem at the Feast of Tabernacles, 
and cries, “If any man thirst, let him come unto Me and drink. 
He that believeth in Me, as the Scripture hath said, out of his belly 
shall flow rivers of living water,” vii. 38. Here He sends the 
blind man to wash in the water of Siloam, and the blind man 
returns seeing, ix. 7. At the Paschal Supper He here pours water 
into a basin and washes His disciples’ feet, xiii. 5—10. At His 
Crucifixion His side is pierced, and “‘ forthwith came there out blood 
and water,” xix. 84. After His Resurrection He shows Himself to 
His disciples at the Sea of Galilee, and the only Miracle which 
He is recorded to have worked after He was risen was wrought 
there. As Tertullian says, De Baptismo, c. 9, ‘‘ Nunquam sine 
aqua Christus,” and this is specially true of our Lord’s acts and 
speeches as recorded in St. John’s Gospel. Many of the inci- 
dents just noticed are recorded in this Gospel only. This is in 
harmony with the belief, that the natural element of Water is 
declared in this Gospel to be made by Christ the means for con- 
veying supernatural grace. 

If there are any who doubt whether Christ, —Who knew what 
He would do (John vi. 6), and foresaw, not only His own Insti- 
tution of the Sacrament of Baptism, but every Baptism that has 
ever been administered in the Church,—referred here to the Holy 
Sacrament of Baptism, let them read the words of Hooker, V. 
lix., and consider the use made of this Scripture by the Church of 
England i in her Offices for Baptism of Infants and of those of 
riper years. Let it not be objected that our Lord’s words cannot 
refer to Christian Baptism, because that Sacrament was not then 
instituted, and because they could not then be understood by 

Vou. I. 


Nicodemus to refer to it. This objection (as before observed on 
ii. 21) is tantamount to a denial of our Lord’s prophetic character 
and office. And it is remarkable, that a similar prolepsis, or 
anticipation, to be explained ab eventu, is observable in our Lord’s 
words concerning the other Sacrament as recorded by St. John, 
vi. 53. See below, p. 284, and on xii. 16, where the Evangelist 
himself confesses that the disciples themselves did not at first 
understand Christ’s saying, but that it was afterwards made clear 
to them; and above, p. 259, 260. 

8. Td mvedua] mn (ruach), used, as mvedua, for wind, and also 
for the Holy Spirit. Gen. i. 2; vi. 3.17; vii. 15; viii. 1. 

If no one can control the wind, much less can any laws of 
nature constrain the Spirit; and if you cannot trace the path of 
the wind, whose effects however you hear and see, how can you 
expect to scrutinize the operation of the Holy Spirit of God? 
(Chrys.) In the Word and Sacraments the Holy Spirit comes to 
us invisibly, that we may be born again. (Awg.) 

9. yevéoa1] take place, come to pass. 

10. Sd ef 6 diddoKados] ‘Art thou the teacher of others,—of 
God's own people, Israel,—and hast not learnt this?’ The definite 
Article is used to bring out more forcibly the word 8:ddcKaAos, 
the teacher, and distinguished as such from the learners, and who 
has yet the very elements of divine truth to learn. Cp. Rom. ii. 
21,6 d:ddoKwy Erepov ceavTdy ov diddoKets ; 

This use of the definite Article no¢ specifying any individual 
of a class, but the class itself, may be seen in the following 
examples: ii. 25, 76 dvOpémm, Matt. xili. 3, e&7AOev 6 omelpwr, 
not any one sower, but the sower, in the abstract. So 2 Cor. xii. 
12, 7a onueta Tod GmoctdAov, the miracles which are necessary 
as credentials for one who is an Apostle. Cp. note on John xiii. 
10, and Acts iv. 11, of oikodopotvres. Gal. iv. 1, 6 KAnpovdmos, 
and Winer, p. 97. 

12. rd émiyeia] earthly things. If ye do not believe the soul’s 
birth by Baptism, which is ministered on earth, how can you 
believe in the birth of the Son of God? (Theoph.) 

Nicodemus had said (iii. 2), ‘‘ Rabbi, we know that thou art 
a teacher come from God.” Our Lord corrects and elevates his 
views thus: ‘‘True, I am a Teacner sent from God, but not as 
other teachers or prophets, who are of the earth; but I am from 
heaven, to which none of the prophets ascended, and I, though on 
earth, am always in heaven.” (Chrys.) 

18. ovddels avaBéBynxev] and no one hath ascended into heaven, 
but He who came down from heaven, the Son of Man who is in 
heaven. Our Lord is here declaring heavenly things. He is 
revealing the mode by which we, who, by our natural birth from 
Adam are of the earth earthy, become partakers of the divine 
nature, and may ascend up to heaven and dwell for ever there. 
This is effected by means of His Incarnation, and by our 
baptismal incorporation in Him; by which we become sons 
of God and heirs of heaven. No one hath ascended up into 
heaven but He who as Son of God came down from heaven and 
took our nature, and is become the second Adam, and incorporates 
us as members of Himself, and thus unites us to God; and Who 
is the Son of Man, and yet being God is ever in heayen, and 
being our Head carries us, His members, thither. 

He descended from heaven by becoming the Son of Man, 
and He is in heaven, because, when the Word was made flesh, He 
did not cease to be the Word. (Hilary, de Trin.) He was on 
earth and in heaven. Here in body, there in Deity. Yea, every 
where by his Godhead. Born of a human Mother, yet never 
separated from his Divine Father. He descended to us that we 
might ascend by Him. They whom He makes children of God 
by adoption ascend with Him, for He Himself says they will be 
equal to the Angels. (Luke xx. 36.) And one Man, Christ Jesus, 
ascends; because we are made one in Him, and ascend by Him; 
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as St. Paul says, ‘‘ Our conversation is in heaven.”’ Phil. iii. 20. 
(Aug.) See also Ephes. ii. 6. 

This is spiritual generation, by which men from earthly be- 
come heavenly ; a condition which they cannot attain, unless they 
become members of Christ, Who regards His Body the Church 
as no other than Himself. (Aug. de Pecc. mer. et remiss. c. 31. 
Cp. Hippolyt. adv. Noet. § 4.) 

Christ ascended, before His bodily Ascension, because the 
Son of Man was not in heaven before His conception in the 
Virgin’s womb ; but after His conception, by virtue of the hypo- 
statical union, was in heaven, and therefore, speaking after the 
manner of men, He might well say that He had ascended into 
heaven, because whatsoever was first on earth and then in heaven, 
ascended into heaven. See Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. vi. 
p. 507. 

On what is called the communicatio idiomatum, ‘ wherein 
are attributed to Man such things as properly belong to the Deity 
of Christ Jesus,’”’ and vice versd, see Hooker, V. iii. 4, and V. liv. 

14. kaes Mwiois| as Moses lifted up the serpent in the wil- 
derness, even so must the Son of Man be lifted up, that who- 
soever believeth in Him might not perish, but have everlasting 
life. Having described the necessity and benefits of the new and 
heavenly birth in Baptism, our Lord proceeds to mention the 
source of those benefits. The Death of Christ, God manifest 
in the Flesh, is the cause of the grace in Baptism. (Chrys.) 

And by reference to Moses and the Serpent, He shows, that 
the Gospel is not contrary to the Law, but is a fulfilment of it, 
and thus He refutes Marcion and the Manicheans. (Theophyl.) 

He thus answers the objection of Nicodemus and other 
Teachers of the Law. They looked only for a conquering and 
reigning, and not for a suffering and dying, Messiah. Our Lord 
teaches them, that, even according to their own Law, Christ was to 
conquer and to reign, and to be a cause of Life and Health, by 
means of suffering and death. Cp. Luke xxiv. 26. 

Many died of the bite of the fiery serpents in the wilderness ; 
and Moses, by God’s command, lifted up the Serpent of brass, 
and they who looked on it were healed. The Serpent thus lifted 
up was the figure of Christ dying on the Cross, according to that 
mode of signification, by which that which is done is signified by 
that which does it; for death came from the Serpent who tempted 
man to sin, whose wages are death: and our Lord transferred to 
His own Body, not sin which is the venom of the Serpent, but 
death; so that in the likeness of sinful flesh (Rom. viii. 3) there 
might be the penalty of sin without the guilt of sin; and thus 
in our sinful fiesh both the penalty of sin and the guilt might be 
done away. (Cp. Aug. de Pecc. mer. ¢. 32.) 

Compare notes below, on Gal. ili. 13. 

Justin Martyr, a very early witness to the doctrine of the 
Atonement, says (Dial. c. 94), that by the Serpent on the pole or 
cross, in the wilderness, it was declared, that the power of the 
Serpent, which wrought the Fall of Man, was destroyed, and that 
there is salvation, from the wounds of the old Serpent, for those 
who believe in Him whom the sign in the wilderness typified, and 
who was to be crucified. 

What did the fiery Serpents typify? Sins, from our mortal 
flesh. Why is the Serpent lifted up? To signify the death of 
Christ on the Cross. The brazen Serpent, looked at by the eye 
of the Israelite, saved from temporal death; Christ lifted up on 
she Cross, looked at by the eye of faith, saves the true Israelite 


| from everlasting death. For since death came from the Serpent, 


it was figured by the Serpent. The bite of the Serpent brought 
death. The death of Christ brings life. Look at the Serpent, 
that the Serpent may not harm you. Look at death, that death 
may not hurt you. But at whose death? At the death of Him 
Who is the Life. Christ our Life died on the Cross, and in His 
death, Death died; Life by dying destroyed death ; Life by dying 
swallowed up death; Death died in Christ ; so that we may now 
say, ‘‘O Death, where is thy Sting, O Grave, where is thy Vic- 
tory?” (Aug.) 

As the Serpent killed and the Serpent healed, so Death 
killed and Death healed. The brazen Serpent resembled a Serpent, 
but had not the venom of a Serpent, so Christ was made in the like- 
ness of sinful flesh, but without sin. (Cp. Chrys.) As the Israelite, 
who looked at the Serpent which was lifted up, was healed from 
the venomous bite of the Serpent, so now he, who is conformed to 
the likeness of Christ’s death, by Faith and Baptism into Christ, 
is delivered from sin by Justification. (Aug. de Peccat.) 

On the typical character of the Brazen Serpent, in illustration 
of the doctrine of divine grace, flowing from Christ’s death by 
means of Sacraments, see Hooker, V. lvii. 4. 

— thwOjvar Set Tov YT. 7. &.] the Son of Man must be lifted 
up. His enemies designed that He should be lifted up in shame, 
but God overruled their designs, and made the lifting up in shame 
to be a lifting up in glory. On this double sense of tpwOFva, 
cp. Acts ii. 33; v. 31. They who crucified Him, lifted Him up 
in ignominy ; but the Cross is the glory of Christ ; for where He 
seemed to be condemned and executed as a slave, He condemned 
and conquered and slew him who condemned Him. Cp. on Matt. 
xxvii. 28. Col. ii. 15. 

16. tov Kécpov] the world. Here is another answer to the 
surmises of Nicodemus and the Jewish Teachers. They would 
have confined the graces and glories of the Messiah’s reign to the 
Jews ; Christ declares that they are for the World. 

18. 6 5¢ wh mortedwy] he who believeth not is condemned 
already ; as he who commits murder is condemned by the nature 
of his act, before he receives the sentence of his judge. As it is 
said of Adam, ‘‘on the day thou eatest thereof thou shalt surely 
die,” Gen. ii. 17. (Chrys.) Cf. Titus iii. 1], and the ancient 
proverb, ‘‘ Illo nocens se damnat, quo peccat, die.” 

19. airy 7 plots] Men are condemned, in that they preferred 
to remain in darkness and in sin when the light came to them. 
They prefer darkness to light, because their deeds are evil. This 
explains what would otherwise be unaccountable. 

21. épxetar mpos Td pds] cometh to the Light—a gentle ex- 
postulation with Nicodemus, coming by night: he afterwards 
boldly professed himself a disciple of Christ, see xix. 39. 

22. “lovdatay viv] The country of Judea, as distinguished 
from Jerusalem the city. See on iv. 3, and cp. Acts i. 8; x. 39. 

— BdrriCev] was baptizing. And by baptizing He explained 
what He had said before to Nicodemus concerning the necessity 
of being Jorn again of water and the Holy Ghost (v. 5). 

It is a rule of great use in interpreting Scripture, that sayings 
of our Lord are often explained by immediately subsequent acts ; 
or by our Lord’s acts, mentioned immediately by the Holy Ghost 
in Scripture. 

On the question—Why it is said that Jesus baptized, although 
He did not baptize in person ? see note on iv, 2. 

The true nature of Christ’s Baptism is brought out more 
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clearly here by being contrasted with the Baptism of John. 
Acts xix. 4. Tit. iii. 5. 

23. Aivey] dinon. Probably so called from py (ayin), oculus, 
Sons. (Reland, Pal. ii. c. 12); hence #3ata woAAd, ‘springs of 
water.” 

— Zarelu] Salim, west of Jordan; in the northern part of 
Samaria, eight miles 8. of Scythopolis. Huseb., Jerome., Patrit. 
ii. p. 447. 

; Hence it would appear that John exercised his ministry in 
three distinct places at least,— 

First, in the wilderness of Judea, where he preached, and 
afterwards baptized (Matt. iii. 1. Mark i. 1—5. Luke iii. 3). 
Secondly, in Perea, east of Jordan, at Bethany. See i. 28. 
Thirdly, at Ainon, near Salim. In all these places he proclaimed 
Christ. In the first, by preannouncing Him as the great Bap- 
tizer, and Judge of all (Matt. iii. 11, 12). In the second, by 
pointing Him out as the Lamb of God (John i. 19—28; ii. 26). 
In the third, by declaring Him to be the Bridegroom of the 
Church, and by delivering the illustrious testimony which St. 
John the Evangelist now records (iii. 27—36). 

Thus he was Christ’s mpédpomos and xjpvé in the Holy Land, 
even to the Samaritans; and it is probable that the reception of 
our Lord by the Samaritans (see ch. iv. 3742) was due in some 
measure to St. John’s preaching. 

— ata roAAd] many waters. 
indeed, this would have been superfluous ; 
springs at 4Znon, near Salim. 

24. odmw yap jv BeBAnpévos| for John had not yet been cast 
into prison. 

The Evangelist takes for granted that the circumstances of 
the Baptist’s imprisonment are already known to the reader from 
the other Gospels. Cp. above, p. 268. 

This is the only mention of the Baptist’s imprisonment in this 
Gospel; and the brief, parenthetical character of this notice may 
be regarded as one of the evidences, that this Gospel was written 
after, and designed to be supplementary to, the other Gospels, in 
which the circumstances of that imprisonment had been described. 
Matt. iv. 12; xi. 2; xiv. 3—10. Mark i. 14; vi. 14—30. Luke 
iii. 20; vii. 19; ix. 9. 

John’s early death seems to have been permitted by God, 
that there might be no distraction in the people’s minds between 
him and Christ. (Theoph.) 

25. wera “lovdalov] with a Jew. So the best MSS.—Eiz. has 
*Iovdaiwy, Jews. The reason why a Jew is here mentioned seems 
to be, because John was now in or near Samaria, and it might 
otherwise have been supposed, that the objection was made by the 
inhabitants of that country. But though made in Samaria, it was 
not made by Samaritans, but by a Jew : a contrast favourable to 
the Samaritans, as in other parts of this Gospel. See iv. 40; v. 16. 

— rep) xabapicuod] concerning purifying. The Evangelist 
never calls St. John, ‘the Baptist.” He was no longer ‘the 
Baptist’ when St. John wrote; his Baptism had passed away. 

It is observable, chat “‘ Jesus baptized not, but His disciples”’ 
(iy. 2); but we never hear that any of John’s disciples baptized-— 
his Baptism died with him. Christ’s Baptism remains to the end. 

26. ds jv peta cod] who was with thee. They wish to excite 


Cp. 


Not said of the river Jordan ; 
but spoken of the 


the Baptist to jealousy (Chrys., compare John v. 33, 34); as 
much as to say, All are forsaking thee, and flocking to the baptism 
of Him Who was baptized by thee. (Chrys.) Observe their 
words of disparagement, ds, obtos. ( Wetst.) 

— népay] beyond Jordan, i.e. at Bethany (i. 28), on the east 
of Jordan, in Persea. Anon and Salim were on the west. 

29. ‘O eéxwv thy viudny] He that hath the Bride. The 
Church, collected from all nations, which is in faith a virgin, and is 
espoused to Christ in Baptism. No one is the Bridegroom of the 
Christian soul but Christ. The Font of Baptism is the Bride- 
chamber, and Christ’s Ministers are the Friends of the Bridegroom, 
who rejoice to hear His voice. 

— 6 pldos Tod vuulov] the friend of the Bridegroom. Christ 
is the Bridegroom, and as a Bridegroom He comes to the Bride ; 
and, therefore, when about to wed our nature, and to espouse to 
Himself a Church, He descended from heaven,—and, having 
espoused it, He carries His Bride to His own home to heaven. 
And John was the friend of the Bridegroom in bringing the Bride 
to Christ,—i.e, in leading the souls of others, especially his own 
disciples, to Jesus. (Theoph. on i. 30. 35.) 

For a learned disquisition on the office of Paranymphs 
amongst the Jews, see Wetstein here, p. 855. 

— 6 éatnxws] he that standeth. I stand still, while He 
marches onward. 1, His friend and Paranymph, stand and look, 
admire and love, while the Divine Bridegroom “ rejoiceth as a giant 
to run His course.”” My ministry will soon be at an end, His is 
everlasting. 

— fh xapa i euh memAnpwra] my joy has been fulfilled. He 
who desires to rejoice in himself is miserable; but he who loves 
to rejoice in God will rejoice for evermore. (Aug.) 

80. ’Excivoy Se? adédvew] He must increase. As the day-star 
which precedes the sun appears to be eclipsed by the rising sun, 
so the Precursor of Christ seemed to decrease when Christ arose 
on the world. Christ might be said ¢o increase according as He 
manifested Himself by miracles; not that He increased in the 
power of His deity, but in the revelation of it to the world. 
(Theophyl.) Cp. on Luke ii. 52, and see Glass. Phil. Sac. p. 700. 
The Baptist was not diminished by the increase of Christ; for his 
ministry was perfected in Christ’s Messiahship, which he came to 
announce. But he answers them according to their own notions: 
“ As far as this world’s fame is concerned (which you propose to 
my ambition), I am now nothing ;” and yet he was about to be 
perfected by dying a martyr’s death. His light seemed to wane 
and go out in the prison of Macherus, but it shines for ever in 
heaven, as a star, in glory. 

Here is a mystery. God is not capable of increase or diminu- 
tion. Let the glory of God increase in us, and let our own glory 
diminish,—so that our glory in God may increase. The more 
thou understandest of God, the more God will seem to increase 
in thee. God does not increase in Himself, but is ever perfect ; 
our inward man increases in God, aud God appears to increase in 
us; and as we decline in ourselves, we ascend in the glory of 
God. (Aug.) 

32. Thy waptuplay adtod oddels AauBaver] no man receiveth His 
testimony. The Baptist saw, in the Spirit, mankind divided into 
two classes,—unbelievers and believers; he first speaks of those 
on the left hand, and says this of them; how he then turns from 
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them to those on the right, and says, “‘ he that receiveth His tes- 
timony —.”’ (Aug.) 

33. éopdyicev] set his seal ; shows, owns, and attests, as by 
the affixing of a seal (vi. 27. Rev. vii. 3). Cp. Wetstein. 

34. ov yap ex wérpov] for God gives the Spirit without stint 
or limit to Him. Cyril reads this verse thus, ob yap é« mérpou 
Sidwoiv, without @¢ds, which is omitted in B, C, L. Ovdx ék 
péTpov means ‘‘non modicé, sed largissime” (Wetst., Rosen- 
miiller); and this, because His power is not limited by measure, 
but infinite, and because the recipient is the only begotten Son of 
God, and He receives the Spirit in order ¢o give it to others; for 
of His fulness we all receive, i. 16. 

36. 7 dpyh Tod Oeov] He does not say the wrath of God 
cometh on him, but it abideth ; for all who are born of Adam are 
children of wrath, as the Apostle says (Eph. ii. 3); he, therefore, 
that will not believe on Christ (who came into the world without 
sin, and, having taken our mortality, died, that we might live for 
ever), the wrath of God remaineth on him (Aug.); it remaineth, 
because the death which it brings is eternal. 


Review of the contents of the foregoing Chapter. 

The Evangelist had begun his Gospel by declaring the eternal 
Godhead of Christ (i. 1—10), and His Incarnation (i. 14), and the 
reasons of it, namely, that by our adoption into Him and union 
with Him, we might become sons of God (i. 12). He had de- 
scribed the Epiphany (or Manifestation) of Christ’s Divinity (ii. 
1—10) made more striking by its contrast with His Humanity, 
derived from the Virgin Mary (v. 4); and he had shown Christ 
cleansing His Father’s house by the Majesty of His presence and 
power, and foretelling that He would die as man, and raise Him- 
self as God (v. 19.) 

He then proceeds to describe His conversation with Nicode- 
mus the Pharisee, who had been led by Christ’s miracles to ac- 
knowledge that our Lord was ‘‘a Teacher come from God”? (iii. 2). 
But Nicodemus, not being as yet enlightened by Divine Grace, 
had no faith in His Divinity, and did not feel his own need of 
Regeneration. 

Our Lord, desiring to elevate him to a higher degree of 
faith, tells him that he must be born again by a birth from above, 
if he would see the kingdom of God,—i.e. if he would hope to 
understand its true nature, and to enjoy its bliss hereafter. And 
He proceeds to teach him that this new birth from above is to be 
effected by Water and the Holy Ghost. Do not be surprised 
because you do not understand how this is to be. You do not see 
whence the wind comes, but you see its effects. So in spiritual 
things; you do not see how Regeneration takes place, but you 
may see its fruits. 

It ought to be enough for you, that I declare to you that you 
must be born again from above by means of Water and the Holy 
Ghost. I alone am able to teach you on these matters. For no 
one on earth has been in heaven except Myself, Who am in heaven 
as God, while I speak to you on earth as Man; and you cannot 
ascend to heaven but by union with Me, who am Son of Man, 
and so join all men to Myself, and am also Son of God, and so 
carry them to heaven. 

This process of your elevation to life is to be effected by My 
Death ; the Law of Moses, of which you are an appointed teacher, 
may instruct you here. It may show you that Life flows from 
My Death. The Brazen Serpent was a type of Me. (See notes 
v.14.) From Me, lifted up for all as man, and giving life to all 
as God, Regeneration and Salvation flow to all who look with the 
eye of Faith on Me lifted up by death. And do not be staggered, 
when you see Me rejected by your brother Pharisees and the 
world. Men will not come to the Light, not because it is not 
clear, but because their deeds are evil, and because they are con- 
demned by the Light; and thus, by shunning the Light, they 
condemn themselves. 


The Evangelist, by a natural transition, then passes on to 
speak of the difference of the Baptism instituted by Christ and 


that administered by John (v. 26). And he brings forward the 
Baptist himself, proclaiming that his own office is now at an end, 
and declaring Christ to be the Bridegroom, who, by the Sacrament 
of Baptism, espouses souls to Himself (see Eph. v. 25, 26) ; and 
that He in His Baptism gives the Holy Spirit, which the Baptist 
confesses that he himself could not do. 

Hence the Evangelist is led in the following chapter to 
speak of Christ baptizing those who are baptized by the instru- 
mentality of His disciples (see on iv. 2), and as extending the 
blessings of the Gospel from Judea to Samaria; and as revealing 
Himself as the expected Messiah, to a Samaritan woman, a 
remarkable type of the Heathen World (v. 7) coming from its 
manifold harlotry of false religions (iv. 18) to Christ. He relates 
that this Revelation took place at Sychar, Sichem, Shechem, in 
Samaria—the very same place as that in which Jehovah had 
revealed Himself first in Canaan to Abraham, the Father of the 
Faithful, in whose promised Seed all Nations of the earth were 
to be blessed (Gen. xii. 3; xviii. 18; xxii. 18; xxvi. 45 xxviii. 
14); and therefore a very appropriate spot for the manifestation 
of the Messiah (v. 26) to those who were counted strangers by 
the Jews, and with whom the Jews had no dealings (v. 9), 
and who acknowledged Him by faith, and so became children of 
faithful Abraham (Gal. iii. 9); and for the divine declaration that 
in all places men should worship the Father (v. 21), and as pro- 
mising living water to those who ask Him for it; that living 
water which will become in them a well of water springing up to 
everlasting life (v. 14). 

The attentive reader will not fail to compare what is said in 
this chapter concerning the Holy Sacrament of Baptism with the 
words of our Blessed Lord, in the sixth chapter, on the other 
Sacrament—that of the Lord’s Supper. These two chapters are, 
as it were, two Divine Sermons on the two Sacraments: and 
mutually illustrate each other. This will be further shown in the, 
note at the end of the sixth chapter, to which the reader is now 
referred. w 


Cu. IV.—On the connexion of this chapter with the foregoing, - 
see the preceding note. 

1, 2. *Inoots—Bamri¢er—xalrovye Inoots avrds ovk éBdmriCev] 
Jesus baptizeth—and yet Jesus Himself was not baptizing. Both 
are true; for Jesus did baptize, in that He cleansed those who 
were baptized; and He did not baptize, in that He did not admi- 
nister Baptism with His own hands. The Apostles were the human 
instruments by which His Divine Majesty worked in His Baptism, 
ministered by their hands. (Aug.) 

John the Baptist, a human minister, had a baptism, which 
was called by his name—the baptism of John. (Matt. xxi. 25.) 
But our Lord would not allow His own baptism to be called by 
any man’s name, in order that He Himself might always baptize, 
and might be rightly said to baptize those whom He does not bap- 
tize by His own hands, but by His Ministers; and that we might 
understand that whosoever is baptized by His Ministers, is baptized 
by Christ. If He had committed His baptism to any one person 
like John, His baptism might have been called the baptism of 
Peter, or of Paul; but now it is the baptism of Curist, in Whom 
all, who are baptized, must place their hope and trust. (Aug.) 

Judas was among the disciples, and they who were baptized 
by Judas were not baptized again; for they whom even Judas, 
who was Christ’s Apostle, baptized, were baptized by Christ. 

If Christian baptism is ministered by an evil Minister, yet it 
is still the baptism of Christ. So that we may always say with 
St. John the Baptist (Matt. iii. 11), He it is who daptizeth with 
the Holy Ghost. (Aug.) 

It may be asked, whether the Holy Spirit was given in the 
Baptism now ministered by His disciples, since we read (chap, vii. 
39), the Holy Ghost was not yet given, because that Jesus was 
not yet glorified? To which it may be replied, that the Holy 
Spirit was bestowed by their baptism, but not with that plenary 
manifestation, in which He was afterwards given at and after 
the Day of Pentecost. 
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5. eis méAw Tis Sauapelas] to a city of Samaria, called 
Sychar. Sichem (Gen. xxxiv. 2), between Mount Ebal and 
Mount Gerizim (Judg. ix. 7), afterwards called NedmoAis, now 
Nabdlous, thus described by Josephus, Ant. v. 7.2, 7d dpos 7d Tapi- 
(ely bréprertan Tis Sicluwy réAews. iv. 8.45, od wéphw THs Sucluov 
méAcws, weTatd duo dpoiv, TapiCatov pev Tod ee SekiGy Kepévou, 
Tov d& ee Aady TiBddou (5yY) mpooayopevopevov. xi. 8. 6, 
Zapapetra: pntpdrodw rére (tempore Alexandri M.) @xovres, 
Kemevny mpods TS TapiCely dpe kal Kkatonnuévny bird Tov daroc- 
TaTay Tov lovdalwy €6vovs. For a modern description, see note 
below on v. 6; Robinson, iii. 104, and Later Researches, p. 129, 
and G. Williams’ in Smith's Dict. v. Neapolis. 

The change of the name to Sychar is due to the contempt 
shown for the Samaritans by the Jews, who charged the Samaritans 
with the worshipping of an Idol (1713), sheker, or falsehood, from 
iP (shakar), fefellit. (See Habak. ii. 18.) Cp. Wetst. Light- 
foot derives it from 2%, inebriavit. Bengel and Wieseler 
(Chronol. Synops. p. 256, 8) suppose the name Sychar to be 
connected with sachar, ‘to purchase,’ with reference to Gen. 
Xxxill. 19. 

The Samaritans were called in derision by the Jews 6 Aabds 
6 pwpds 6 kaToKady ev Sixluors ; perhaps (as Weist. suggests, p. 
858) with an allusion to Moreh, the ancient name of Sychem. 
Our Lord’s prohibition (Matt. v. 22) may refer to this sarcastic 
appellation. 

Sichem was a remarkable piace in patriarchal History. It 
was the national sanctuary of Israel. There, God first appeared 
to Abraham (Gen. xii. 6). There, Jacob spread his tent and 
built an altar (Gen. xxxiii. 18—20). There, Joseph was buried 
(Josh. xxiv. 32), and all the Patriarchs (see on Acts vii. 16). 
There the people were assembled by Joshua to hear the blessings 
and the curses of the Law (Josh. viii. 33). Hence the Jews 
could not deny that, on the ground of local sanctity, Sichem had 
strong claims. 

Christ the Incarnate Word now comes to the spot where 
God had appeared to Abraham, and where He had been wor- 
shipped by Jacob, and where the bodies of Joseph and the 
Patriarchs lay. God had promised unto Abraham, Unto thy seed 
I will give this land; and now Christ is there, Who is the seed of 
Abraham, and in Whom all nations are blessed. See Burgon. 
here, for an excellent note, and on v. 40. 

On the history of Sichem, see also the preliminary note below, 
on Acts vii., and note on Heb. vii. 2. 

6. mnyh Tod *laxéB] Jacob’s well, probably only a Adkxos, or 
cistern for rain water; the water that Christ gives, living water, 
is S5wp (av. Cp. Jer. ii. 13. Zech. xiv. 8. John vii. 38. 

The following description of the spot is from the pen of a 
recent traveller, Dr. Robinson, Researches in Palestine, sect. xiv. 
p. 107—112 :— 

‘“We met a Muhammedan, who acknowledged the tradition 
respecting Jacob’s well and Joseph’s tomb. He led us by the 
latter, which stands in the middle of the mouth of the valley ; 
and then to the well, situated a little south of the tomb and just 
at the base of Gerizim. We were thirty-five minutes in coming 
to it from the city of Nabulus, which lies nearly due east towards 
Salim. The well bears evident marks of antiquity, but was now 
dry and deserted. A large stone was laid loosely over, or rather 
in its mouth; by dropping in stones, we could perceive that it was 
deep (John iv. 11). Adjacent to the well are the ruins of an ancient 
church, forming mounds of rubbish, among which we remarked 
three granite columns. 

The tradition respecting both Jacob’s well and Joseph’s tomb, 
in which by a singular tradition Jews and Samaritans, Christians 
and Muhammedans, all agree, goes back at least to the time of 
Eusebius in the early part of the fourth century. 

Iam not aware of any thing in the nature of the case, that 
goes to contradict the common tradition ; but on the other hand 
I see much in the circumstances tending to confirm the supposi- 
tion, that this is actually the spot where our Lord held his con- 
yersation with the Samaritan woman. Jesus was journeying from 
Jerusalem to Galilee, and rested at the well, while His disciples 
were gone away into the city to buy meat (John iv. 3. 8). The well, 
therefore, lay apparently before the city, and at some distance 
from it. In passing along the eastern plain, Jesus had halted at 
the well, and sent His disciples to the city situated in the narrow 


valley, intending on their return to proceed along the plain on this 
way to Galilee, without Himself visiting the city. All this cor- 
responds exactly to the present character of the ground. The 
well too was Jacob’s well, of high antiquity, a known and venerated 
spot; which, after having already lived for so many ages in tra- 
dition, would not be likely to be forgotten in the two and a half 
centuries, intervening between St. John and Eusebius. 

This is probably the actual well of the patriarch; and was 
dug by him in some connexion with the possession of the “‘ parcel 
of ground,’ bought of Hamor, the father of Shechem, which he 
gave to his son Joseph (Gen. xxxiii. 19), and near which Joseph 
and his brethren were buried, in a parcel of ground purchased by 
Abraham of another, Hamor the son of Shechem. See on Acts 
vii. 16. The practice of the patriarchs to dig wells wherever they 
sojourned, is well known; and if Jacob’s field, as it would seem, 
was here before the mouth of the valley of Shechem, he might 
prefer not to be dependent for water on fountains, which lay up 
that valley and were not his own. 

I think we may thus rest with confidence in the opinion, that 
this is Jacob’s well, and here the parcel of ground which Jacob 
gave to his son Joseph. Here the Saviour, wearied with his 
journey, sat upon the well and taught the poor Samaritan woman 
those great truths which have broken down the separating wall 
between Jews and Gentiles. God is a spirit, and they that wor- 
ship Him must worship Him in spirit and in truth.” 

— ‘Inoots kexomiaxws] Jesus is weary. He is both strong 
and weak; strong, because ‘‘In the beginning was the Word” 
(i. 1); and weak, because ‘‘the Word was made flesh,” i. 14. 
(Aug.) 

— éxabé(ero oftws] oftws, ‘thus,’ i.e. in all simplicity, Ads, 
&s éruxe, He was sitting thus on the well. (Chrys., Euthym., 
Theoph.); obrws (cp. xiii. 25. Acts xxvii. 17). He in whom is 
the fulness of the Godhead sat thus, as any one among men. 

The well was probably shaded with trees, and a place of re- 
sort. He would have an audience there. 

— &pa extn] the sixth hour, six in the evening. It is not 
likely that this was at noon; that was not an usual hour for 
drawing water; but six in the evening was. In Gen. xxiv. 11, 
the evening is described as the time that women go out to draw 
water. 

The woman, after a short discourse, leaves her water-pot, and 
goes to the City, where she finds the men of Sychar, as usual in 
the evening, collected for conversation, and brings them to Jesus ; 
and they entreat Him to remain that night. 

Among other things, in which St. John is distinguished from 
the Jews and from the earlier Evangelists, is, it would seem, his 
mode of reckoning time. He specifies hours oftener than any of 
the Evangelists, and he appears to calculate them according to a 
different mode of computation. That method is identical with 
our own. It has been shown from the history of the martyrdom 
of S. Polycarp, the scholar of St. John, in one of the seven 
Churches of Asia, that this mode of reckoning the hours was 
there received. See Polycarp, Martyr. c. 21, p. 635, ed. Jacob- 
son, who says, ‘‘ Non enim de Romana, sed de Asiaticd horas 
computandi ratione, hic est sermo; eddem scilicet qua nos hodie 
utimur.’’ Cp. Greswell, Dissertat. i. 260; ii. 216; iii. 229; iv. 
627. The same mode of calculation is employed in the account 
of another martyrdom in Asia, at Smyrna, that of Pionius. 
(Ruinart, Acta Martyrum, p. 137. Townson on the Gospels, 
i. p. 26.) 

2 This then was, it seems, the mode of reckoning received by 
the Asiatic Churches of the second century. St. John wrote 
his Gospel in Asia (see above, Introduction, p. 267), and for 
the use of those Churches. It is therefore probable, that St. 
John found such a mode of reckoning in the country where and 
for which he wrote his Gospel, and adapted his narrative to it. 
Such a method of reckoning was not unknown in other countries. 
“Tpsum diem,” says Plin. N. H. ii. 79, ‘alii aliter observavere. 
Cimbri 4 meridie ad meridiem. Aigyptii et Hipparchus a media 
nocte in mediam.”’ 

St. John, in his Gospel, speaks of the Jews (of *Iovdator) as 
separated from the Christian Church (see above, p. 268, and on 
i. 19). He is specially careful to record those acts and sayings of 
Christ which indicate the true character of the Jewish Sabbath 
(v. 9—18; vii. 22, 23; ix. 14. 16). He remarks the appearances 
of Christ after His Resurrection, as taking place on the first day 
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of the week (xx. 1. 19. 26). He alone mentions the Lord’s Day 
by name (Rev. i. 10). And, perhaps, by the peculiar method he 
employs of reckoning hours, he might desire to mark the separa- 
tion of the Christian Church from the Jews, in hours as well as 
in days, and to break her off entirely from the observance of 
Jewish seasons as such; and to put the Christian seasons on a 
footing of their own. It would manifestly have been inconvenient 
that the Day of Christ’s Resurrection, the great annual and 
weekly festival of the Church, should have been supposed to begin 
with the sunset of the seventh day, and end with the sunset of the 
first. These are arguments @ priori, in favour of the above 
opinion concerning St. John’s reckoning. An argument d@ poste- 
riort may be recognized in the fact, that this mode of reckoning 
has been adopted, and is now used, by the principal nations of the 
Christian World. 

For further illustration of this subject, see i. 40; iv. 52; 
xix. 14: See-also note on 1 Thess. ii. 9, as showing that St. 
John’s usage in speaking of day and night was different from the 
Hebrew use of St. Paul. 

7. yuvh ee Tis Samapelas] a woman of Samaria. Cp. amd 
(xi. 1). The Samaritans were of foreign extraction (Luke xvii. 
18), and were regarded as aliens by the Jews. And this Samaritan 
woman is a figure of the Church, coming from foreign lands; not 
as yet justified, but to be justified in Christ. (Awg.) See v. 18. 

It was the siwth hour, the evening of the day, our six o’clock. 
It was the evening of the World, shown in a figure, and now the 
harvest of the earth was, in a figure, ripe (v. 35). How fitting 
was it, that at that hour of the day, and at that season of the 
year, and at that spot of the Holy Land, our Saviour Christ 
should have begun to gather in the fruits of His spiritual Harvest! 
.... As Isaac’s servant meets Rebekah—as Jacob himself 
meets Rachel—as Moses encounters Zipporah—at a well; what 
more fitting than that He, of whom all these were shadows, the 
Bridegroom, as He loved to call Himself, should meet His alien 
Spouse, the Samaritan Church, at a well of water likewise ? 
Verily, here was Jacob’s remote descendant at last fulfilling the 
dying Patriarch’s prophecy. It was beside Jacob’s well that He 
sat; and in “the parcel of ground that Jacob gave to his son 
Joseph”? that He discoursed with the woman of Samaria: and lo, 
Joseph becomes at once a “ fruitful bough,” even that ‘“ fruitful 
bough by a well” (Gen. xlix. 22), of which the dying Patriarch 
made prophetic mention,—‘‘ whose branches run over the wall,”’ 
which heretofore had severed Jew and Gentile! Bwrgon. (Serm. 
on John iv. 35—38). 

— Ads por meeiv] Give Me to drink. Our Lord was athirst for 
water, but was more athirst for the salvation of her sow, from 
whom He asked it, and therefore He desired to gzve her living 
water, and to make her athirst for it. (Aug.) 

9. ob yap ovyxpavrat| for the Jews have no dealings with 
Samaritans. It is not said that Samaritans declined all dealings 
with Jews; and though our Lord said, ‘‘ Enter not into a city of 


the Samaritans’ (Matt. x. 5), He did not command them to repel 
the Samaritans. (Chrys., Theoph.) And He propounds Samaritans 
as examples to the Jews, Luke x. 33; xvii. 16. 

The following are passages from Rabbinical works, on the 
relations of the Jews to the Samaritans: Rasche ad Sota p. 515, 
edit. Wagens., Samaritani panem comedere, aut vinam bibere, 
prohibitum est. Sanhedrin fol. 104, 1, Si quis Cutheeum (Sama- 
ritanum) in domum suam recipit, eique ministrat, ille caussa est, 
ut filii ipsius in exilium abire cogantur. Tanchuma fol. 43, 1, 
Dicunt, qui edit frustum Samaritani, est ut edens carnem porci et 
non proselytus fit Samaritanus in Israéle, nec est ipsis pars in 
resurrectione mortuorum. Hieros. Avodah Zara fol. 44, 4, R, 
Jacob Bar Acha, nomine R. Lazar dicit, victualia Cuthzorum 
permissa sunt, si non immisceatur iis aliquid vini eorum aut aceti. 
Bab. Kidduschin fol. 76, 1, Azyma Cutheorum sunt permissa, et 
per ea homo preestat officium suum in Paschate. (Kuin.) 

10. twp (dy] living water, literally, perennially flowing from 
anatural spring ; as distinguished from water in an artificial cistern. 
See Weitst. p. 859. So aqua viva, aqua saliens in Latin. Cp. 
Justin M. c. Tryph. 114, where he says that Christians joyfully 
die 5:4 7d dvoua TAS KaAjs wéeTpas, Kad (Gv HSwp Tats kapdias TeV 
3? abtod ayarnodytwy Toy marépa THY BAwy Bpvotons, Kad moTt- 
Coons Tovs Bovrouevous Td THs Cwiis Vdwp. 

14. ék Tov VSaros, 0b eye décw] the water that I will give; 
the Holy Spirit (Carys.), which he calls living water, because the 
Spirit is not like a stagnant pool, but a gushing spring, ever 
stirring the soul to good works. (Theoph.) 

— ov wn Subhon] Some Editors have adopted Sulfoe, from A, 
B, D, L, M, A. But Sabjon, which is in E, F, G, H, K, 8, U, 
V, A, seems preferable, as intimating that he shall be preserved 
from thirst by divine power. 

Od wh Subqjoe: would signify only ‘he will not thirst ;’ but 
Christ says that he shall not thirst; I will give him living water, 
by which he shall be preserved from thirst. Cp. vi. 35, where 
the same observation is applicable. Cp. viii. 51, 52, @dvaroy ob 
BY Oewphon—od mh yedonrar Oavdrov: he shall never see. 
never taste death. I, Who alone can, will preserve him from it. 
The future is rightly preserved by the Editors in viii. 12, where 
the sense is ‘ he wild not walk in darkness.’ 

18. mévre dvdpas toxes] thou hadst five husbands—a true pic- 
ture of the spiritual condition of the Heathen World, which was 
typified by this woman (see v. 7), and which had violated its con- 
jugal faith to the One true God, and committed the spiritual 
harlotry and fornication of idolatry with many lovers. Cp. Isa. 
xxiii. 17. Jer. iii. 1; xxii. 20. Ezek. xvi. 36. Hos. ii. 10—12. 

— gov avhp| he is not the husband of thee; but he is the 
husband of some other woman: ood is placed emphatically. See 
on Matt. xvi. 18. 

19. Gewp& b71 mpophrns ei od] I perceive that thou art a 
prophet. 

The woman does not excuse herself, but confesses Christ, 
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Chrys., who dwells on the particulars in which this Samaritan 
woman in her intercourse with Christ affords profitable instruc- 
tion to Christians. 

20. 7G per TovTw] on this mountain. On the rivalry between 
Gerizim and Jerusalem, see Joseph. Ant. xiii. 3,4. Reland, Pal. 
p. 503, and the authorities from the Talmud in Wetstein, p. 861. 
The coins of Samaria exhibit a Temple on the summit of a 
mountain. Akermann, p. 29. 

21. Zoxerar dpa] the hour cometh. He removes the notion 
of any special privileges guaranteed to either of the two rival 
Cities and Mountains, and says, The hour is coming of evangelical 
doctrine, when the words of the Prophets will be fulfilled, and the 
shadows of types will pass away, and all local distinctions be 
abolished, and the Truth will illumine the hearts of all believers 
with its pure light in the true Sion, the universal Church of Christ, 
where true spiritual worship is offered to God. (Origen., Chrys.) 

Not only has the spiritual worship of God been now diffused 
generally, but the special worship offered at Jerusalem and Gerizim 
was soon afterwards interrupted by the destruction of the Temples 
there, and by the expulsion of Jews and Samaritans from their 
own cities. See Jerome in Sophon. i. 15. HEused. iv. 6. Tertul- 
lian, c. Jud. 15. Procopius, v. 7. Wetstein. 

22. “Y. rpookvvetre 0 ov otdate] Ye worship what ye know 
not. Because ye regard God as local and particular; and mingle 
His worship with that of Idols; but we worship the One Lord of 
all. (Chrys.) 

On the heathen Origin, History, and idolatrous Worship of 
the Samaritans, see an excellent essay in Mede’s Works, i. Disc. 
xii. p. 46, and Liicke here, i. pp. 592—596. 

— 7 catnpla éx Tay "lovdatwy] the salvation is of the Jews. 
Obs. 7 cwrnpla, the promised salvation, the only salvation, for the 
Saviour of the World—He by Whom alone men can be saved 
(Acts iv. 12)—arises from Judea. See also Rom. ix. 1—6. 

24. Mvedua 6 Ocds}] God is a Spirit. Hence they are refuted 
who understand literally the figurative expressions of Scripture 
concerning the Lord ; e. g. the arm, the eyes, the feet, the wings 
of God, Who is a Spirit. (Origen.) God is a Spirit. He thus 
condemns the formal and carnal worship of the Jews, and teaches 
men to offer themselves a living sacrifice to God. ( Chrys.) 

— &y mveipari kat GAnbela] in spirit and in truth. The Sama- 
ritans regarded God as limited by space, and the Jews were stu- 
dious mainly of external forms in worship, and neglected the 
spirit: they dwelt on types and figures which were only images 
of truth ; but the true worshippers differ from both, because they 
worship God in Spirit and in Truth; in Spirit, that is, in holiness 
and righteousness of life; and in Truth, that is, not in heresy, 
but in soundness of faith. There will not only be a change in the 


place (té70s), but in the mode (rpdmos) of worship. And the 
hour of this change now is. (Theoph.) 

25. Meooias épxera:] Messias cometh. The Jews contend for 
their temple, on Moriah, we for our mountain, Gerizim. The 
Messiah will come and teach us how to worship. (Awg.) That 
the Samaritans expected a Messiah appears from the fact, that 
Dositheus arose among them, and pretended to be the Christ. 
Cp. Origen (tom. 13). 

This woman, who only knew the Five Books of Moses, ex- 
pected the Messiah. This knowledge of the Samaritans was pro- 
bably derived from the first prophecy of Holy Writ, Gen. iii. 15, 
and from the prophecies of Jacob, Gen. xlix. 10, and of Ba- 
laam, Numb. xxiv. 7—9. 17, and the words in Deut. xviii. ]5. 
Hence our Lord said to the Jews, If ye had believed Moses, ye 
would haye believed Me. (John v. 46.) 

26. Eye cit, 6 AcASy oor] Ithat am speaking unto thee am He. 
The Jews said to Christ (John x. 24), If thou be the Christ, tell 
us plainly, and He did not reveal Himself to them; and yet He 
says to the woman, ‘‘I am He.’’ Whence this difference? Be- 
cause they asked in malice, she in simplicity ; and because there 
were no Pharisees and Chief Priests in Samaria, who would per- 
vert this knowledge into an occasion of hatred against Him; and 
because He foreknew that the Samaritans would believe in Him. 
Cp. Matt. xvi. 20. 

27. eavuaov] were wondering; the reading of A, B, C, D, 
G, K, L, M. iz. has e@otmacayv, which is less expressive. 

— peta yuvairds] with a woman; which the Jewish Rabbis, 
who despised women, did not willingly do. Lightfoot, Schoettgen 
here. 

— ovdels wéevtor] yet no one said, What seekest Thou? A 
silent intimation of awe for their Master. See on Mark x. 32. 
Luke v. 7. John xii. 2], 22. 

28. ’Adfrey thy bdptav] She left her water-pot and went her 
way into the city. Our Lord employed this woman as an Apostle 
to her own city. (Origen.) And she would not have them trust 
implicitly in her own report of Him, but she said to them, Come 
and see. And she did not tell them that He had declared Himself 
to be the Christ, lest perhaps they might refuse to come, but she 
said, Come and seea man, &c. Js not this the Christ? (Chrys.) 

29. Acidre, Ydere] Come ye and see. This woman of Samaria 
was wiser and more courageous than the master of Israel, Nico- 
demus, with whom Jesus had discoursed on the same subject. 
He did not fetch others, or declare himself openly as a disciple ; 
but she brought a City to Christ. (Chrys. on v. 13.) 

82. "Ey Bp@ow exw payeiv] I have meat to eat. Our salya- 
tion is the meat for which Christ hungers. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

35. retpdunvos] sc. xpdvos. (Lobeck, Phryn. p. 549.) So the 
best MSS. iz. has retpdunvor. 
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It would seem that this was late in November or early in 
December. The sowing of barley was at that time, i.e. in the 
month Cisleu. And in fowr months after that time—in the month 
Nisan or Abib—the barley harvest began,--namely, at the Pass- 
over. And fifty days after that,—namely, at Pentecost, the wheat 
harvest commenced. Levit. xxiii. 1O—17. Joseph. Ant. iii. 105. 
Walchii Calend. Palest. p. 25. Buhlii Cal. p. 23. Kuinoel’s 
note here; and Meyer, p. 133; and Wieseler, Synops. p. 214. 
Robinson, Palest. ii. p. 99. Jahn, Arch. § 62. Winer, R. W. B. 
p. 340 v. Erndte. 

— énrdpate Tovs db0aApors] lift ye up your eyes and see. You 
can calculate by the aspect of the fields how many months it 
wants to the natural harvest; but I say to you, Lift up the eyes 
of your heart, and behold the spiritual harvest present before 
you. Christ sees a multitude of the Samaritans coming to hear 
Him, and He calls them fields white to Harvest. (Chrys., 
Theoph.) 

Christ’s divine Eye had also a prophetic view of the spiritual 
Harvest to be gathered in Samaria, soon after His Ascension ; on 
which see Acts viii. 1—14, and note there, and on Acts viii. 17. 
Cp. note on John xii. 20. 24. 

86. duovd xalpn] may rejoice together; at the Great Day. 
Their labours were at different times, the reward will be given at 
once. (Origen.) 

87. Aros 6 omelpwy] one is he who soweth, another he who 
reapeth. The Patriarchs and Moses, and the Prophets of the 
Old Testament had sown the seed; the Apostles of the New 
reap the harvest. (Origen, who quotes Isa. xxix. 11. Dan. viii. 
27. Matt. xii. 42; xiii. 17. Eph. iii. 5. Cp. Cyril, Chrys., Aug., 
Theophyl.) 

Hence we see that the New Testament is not contrary to 
the Old (as the Marcionites and Manichzans vainly say), but the 
Old preparatory to the New, and the New the fulfilment of the 
Old. (Chrys., Aug., Theophy!.) And finally the World’s Har- 
vest will be reaped by the Angels of heaven, who will gather in 
the sheaves of good wheat from the field of the Church, tilled by 
Christ’s Ministers from the beginning; and many will come from 
the East and from the West, and will sit down with Abraham, 
Isaac, and Jacob, in the Kingdom of Heaven. (Matt. viii. 11.) 
Cp. Aug. here. 

Our Lord Himself, it is probable, was now reaping in fields 
prepared for the harvest by the preaching of His forerunner, John 
the Baptist, now in prison. See on ili. 25. 

88. Gepicew] to reay. Our Lord, by His example in this 
chapter, teaches us to spiritualize all the ordinary incidents of life. 
He sits at a well-side, and He makes it an occasion for speaking 
of living water. The disciples ask Him to eat. His meat and 
drink is to do the will of God. It wants four months to harvest. 
He sees the Samaritans coming to Him ; He foresees that they 
will believe in Him; they are fields whitening to the harvest, 
pone a crop from the seed sown by Moses 1500 years be- 
ore. 

This duty of Christianizing every occasion of life is well illus- 
trated in the Rev. Robert Cooke's Exhortation to Hjaculatory 
Prayer, edited by W. Jones of Nayland, Lond. 1797. 

40. ipdétwy adrdy] they (the Samaritans) were entrealing Him. 


The Jews, although they saw His miracles, rejected Him in pride, 
malice, and vain-glory; but the Samaritans, among whom He 
wrought no miracle, desired Him to remain with them, and be- 
lieved on Him. 

— uewev] He abode. Jesus remains with those who desire 
Him to stay with them, particularly if they come forth out of 
the city, and pray Him to enter and abide with them. (Origen.) 

Observe how these Samaritans were blessed in their subse- 
quent history. See the honourable notice of this place (Sychar) 
in St. Stephen’s speech (Acts vii. 16), and the mission of Philip 
the Deacon, to preach (Acts viii. 5), and of the Apostles Peter and 
John to confirm, in Samaria. (Acts viii. 14.) 

To “him that hath shall be given.’’ (Matt. xiii. 12.) And 
it is remarkable, that the site of Sychar is still well known, and 
its condition fruitful and prosperous ; and its scenery is, perhaps, 
the most beautiful of any region in Palestine (cp. Burgon.’s note), 
—while the great city of the thankless Capernaum has vanished, 
and no one can accurately tell the sites of Chorazin and Bethsaida. 
See Matt. xi. 21—23. Luke x. 15. 

42. Aadidv] speech. In a good sense. 
on Mark xvi. 19, and Winer, p. 21. 

— mortevouer] we believe. At first they had some belief from 
the woman’s testimony (John iy. 39), mow they believe because 
they had heard Him themselves. So it is with those who are 
brought to Christ by Christian friends, and by the preaching of 
the Christian Church. They believe through that report, then 
Christ abides with them, and He gives them the precepts of love ; 
they are convinced, and know, by their own experience, that He 
is indeed the Saviour of the world. (Aug.) ° 

The Visible Church of God, even from the beginning, exer- 
cises a manuductory office—like that of this Samaritan woman— 
in bringing the world to Christ in Holy Scripture, where He 
abides with us, and confirms, settles, and stablishes us in the 
faith. Compare Hooker, II. iv. 3, and III. viii. 14; and the 
Editor’s remarks on the Canon of Scripture, Lect. i. pp. 21—26. 

43, 44. cis thy Tadtialayv—adrds yap "Inoots] The inter- 
pretation of S. Cyril here, and others of the ancients, is that our 
Lord went away (am7AGev) into Galilee, passing by (rapatpéxwv) 
His own rratpida, Nazareth,—see Matt. xiii. 54.57. Mark vi. 1. 
4. Luke iv. 23, 24, where Nazareth is designated the matpls of 
Christ ; for even Jesus Himself (ad7ds), the greatest of all Pro- 
phets, witnessed that a Prophet hath not honour in his own coun- 
try. Thus we find Him at Cana, which is north of Nazareth, so 
that our Lord in coming from Samaria must have avoided Naza- 
reth. Cana had profited doubtless by His first miracle there, 
while the Nazarenes had been offended at Him. (Luke iv. 23, 
24.) Cp. Townson, i. 220. St. John takes for granted that Naza- 
reth was already known by his readers as the marpls, or country, 
of Christ, from the earlier Gospels (Matt. xiii. 54. Mark vi. 1. 
Luke iv. 23). Nazareth in Galilee is contrasted here with Galilee 
generally,—as Jerusalem, the capital of Judea, is contrasted by 
St. John with Judea, iii, 22. 

This interpretation is confirmed by what follows: ‘“¢ When 
He came to Galilee the Galileans received Him ;”’ they held Him 
in honour. But, on the other hand, we read, that the men of 
His own country (warpis)—so the Evangelists, St. Matthew and 
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ul Cor. 1. 22. 
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ev. 23. 2. 
Deut. 16. 1. 


St. Luke, call Nazareth—asked in scorn, ‘‘1s not this the car- 
penter’s Son ? and is not His mother called Mary; and His brethren 
and sisters, are they not all with us? And they were offended 
at Him.’’ (Matt. xiii. 54—56) And He said to them, “ Ye will 
surely say unto Me this proverb, Physician, heal thyself. What- 
soever we have heard done in Capernaum (in Galilee) do in thy 
own country. And He said, Verily I say unto you, No Prophet 
is accepted in his own country.” (Luke iv. 23, 24.) And again 
we read, Jesus said, A Prophet is not without honour save in his 
own country. (Matt. xiii. 57.) 

Thus the words of St. John in this place are explained by 
the words of Christ as recorded in the former Gospels; and 
doubtless St. John takes for granted that his own readers are 
acquainted with the other Gospels, and will compare and elucidate 
his own narrative by theirs. Cp. above, Introduction, p. 268. 

46—53.| For a Homily on these verses see Greg. Mag. Hom. 
in Evang. 28. 

46. *HAGev ody] Jesus came again unto Cana of Galilee, where 
He made the water wine. And there was a certain nobleman, 
&c. St. John, in pursuance of his design to unfold in his Gospel 
the proofs of Christ’s Godhead, proceeds to recount a Miracle 
which exhibits Him as possessing the Divine Attributes of Omni- 
presence, Omniscience, and Omnipotence. In His first Miracle 
at Cana, Christ had shown His Divine Power. Without the ut- 
terance of a word, He had changed the water into wine by the 
silent fiat of His will. And now, while visible at Cana as man, 
He is present at Capernaum as God; He restores the sick there, 
and reveals what is done in that city. Go thy way, thy son 
liveth. The Evangelist thus teaches the necessity and blessedness 
of faith in the Divinity of Christ. 

— Bacirxés] Probably a courtier, or officer of Herod Anti- 
pas. See the passages from Josephus in the notes of Krebs, 
Rosenmiiller, and Kuin. 

47. xaraBij | come down, i.e to the shore of the Sea of Galilee. 
See ii. 12. 

The nobleman had some faith, but it was feeble, in that he 
did not think that Christ could give health to his son after his 
son’s death, or unless Christ came down in person (Chrys.) ; yet 
Christ did not reject him, but did more than he asked. 

— tpedrde] As to the augment in this word see xi. 51 ; xii 33. 
Winer, p. 65. 

50. TMlopevou] go thy way. Set out on thy journey. I, Whom 
thou desirest to come down, will remain where I am; but when 
thou arrivest at Capernaum, thou wilt find there the effect wrought 
already by My Divine Power; for thy son liveth. Contrast the 
faith of the centurion (Luke vii. 2) with that of this courtier, and 
Christ’s conduct to each. Our Lord would not go down at the 
desire of the nobleman to heal his son, but He offered to go down 
to heal the servant of the centurion. (Matt. viii. 7.) He thus 
teaches us, that what is lofty in man’s sight is low in His eyes, 


and the reverse. 
Vou. I. 


52. koudrepov axe] beyan to amend. * koupsrepoy Theophy- 
lactus interpretatus est BéAtioy Kad evpwartdrepoy, et apud Arrian. 
Epictet. iii. 10, sibi invicem opponuntur formule kouwas exew 
atque kards éxew; verba ibi sunt, dtay 6 iatpds cicépxyntat wh 
poBetoba th eixn und av ely, kouas Exes, bwepxalpey und 
dy clan, kan@s exes, GOvuciv.”’? (Kuin.) 

— éx0és] So A, B*,C, D, K, L. “ Moris: x6¢s—Arti- 
K@s, exbés—EAAnUiK@s V. ibi Piersonus p. 402. Etymol. M. 
exes Kat xOés. Of ArTixod xOés, of SE Kowol éxOés. Hesych. 
xOes, éxOés. Sed nec Attici alterd forma éexOes, qua ceteri 
Greci usi sunt, plané abstinuerunt, vid. Aristoph. Plut. v. 883. 
1047, et interpp. ad Thom. Mag. p. 913, sq.’ (Kuin.) 

— Spay EBdduny] the seventh hour; seven in the evening. 
It is not probable that the father should have delayed so long as 
he would have done if it was one o’clock p.m. émopevero, he was 
setting out, immediately after our Lord’s speech to him, v. 50. 
Cana and Capernaum were not more than twenty-five miles apart. 
As this seventh hour was seven in the evening, we need not be 
surprised that the father did not arrive ¢i// the next day (x6és). 
Besides, the season was late in the autumn or early in the winter, 
when travelling was not easy. See v. 35. 

On the reckoning of hours of St. John’s Gospel, see above 
on v. 6. 

53. émlorevoey] he believed. There are degrees in faith as in 
other virtues; the nobleman’s faith began, when he came to 
Christ, it increased when our Lord said, ‘‘ Thy son liveth,” it was 
completed when his servants told him, “ yesterday at the seventh 
hour the fever left him.” (Bede.) 


Cu. V. 1. jv éoprh] there was a feast of the Jews. What Feast 
was this? That it was one of the three great Feasts, seems 
to be implied in the words, ‘and Jesus went up to Jerusalem.” 
The incidents related in the Chapter immediately preceding 
occurred in an autumn or winter (iv. 35). The events narrated 
in the Chapter next after the present, occurred just before a 
Passover (vi. 1—4). At that season Our Lord was in Galilee 
(vi. l—4), but He is now at Jerusalem. At that season also, a 
Passover was near at hand, but now a Feast is actually going on. 
Therefore this Feast cannot be the same as the Passover men- 
tioned in the next Chapter. 

The Feast here specified took place in an interval of time 
limited a parte anie by the winter at Sychar, and a parte post by 
the Passover in the next Chapter (vi. 1—4). That Passover 
could not have been the next after that winter; for, as we here 
see, a Feast of the Jews, at which Jesus went up to Jerusalem, 
took place in the interval between that winter and that Passover. 

But none of the three great Feasts of the Jews fall between 
the winter month Cisleu, and the spring month Abib, when the 
Passover took place. Therefore this interval, dating from a 
Winter and reaching to that Passover, consisted of about sixteen 
months. The Feast here mentioned was, probably, as has been 
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Annual Festivals. It 
Feast of Tabernacles, 


already observed, one of the three Great 
was the Passover, the Pentecost, or the 
which fell in that interval. 

It is not easy to determine which of these three Festivals it 
was. The ancient Expositors are divided in opinion on this sub- 
ject. Ireneus (ii. 22. 3) calls it a Passover. He asserts that 
our Lord went up to Jerusalem for the Passover every year: first, 
to the Passover mentioned in John ii. 23; then, a second time, 
when He healed the paralytic, viz, at the Feast mentioned in this 
Chapter (v. 1—14); thirdly, after He had multiplied the loaves 
in Galilee (vi. 1); and fourthly, and lastly, when He was Cruci- 
fied. ‘This opinion is also maintained by Theodoret, ad Dan. ix. 
p- 1250. And this opinion has been adopted by Luther, Sca- 
liger, Grotius, Lightfoot, Le Clerc, Hengstenberg (Christol. 
176), Greswell, and Robinson: and on the whole, seems most 
probable. S&S. Cyril, Chrysostom and his followers, Huthymius, 
and Theophylact, supposed it to be a Pentecost. ‘ 

The question is not very material to the Chronology of our 
Lord’s Ministry. For, since there was an interval of sixteen 
months between the winter when He was at Sychar, and the 
Passover mentioned below in vi. ] —4, it is evident that a Pass- 
over must have occurred in that interval, and it is not of much 
importance to determine, whether that Passover is specified here 
by St. John. It is enough to know that St. John’s narrative of our 
Lord’s Ministry comprises a time in which there were Four Pass- 
overs, viz. 

A Passover when He cleansed the Temple, ii. 13. 

A Passover (after a winter, see note on iv. 35) following the 
Passover of chap. ii. 13, and defore 

A third Passover connected with the miraculous feeding, and 
preceding the discourse on the Eucharist, vi. 4. 

The fourth Passover, at which He suffered, xiii. 1. 

On the prophetic intimations of this fact, see below on vii. 8. 

Hence it appears that our Lord’s Ministry lasted about three 
years and a half: and this is the result arrived at not only by 
Ireneus and Theodoret, arguing from these Four Passovers, but 
also by Husebius, reasoning on other grounds, H. E.i. 10. See 
also below on vii. 14. 

Jesus went up to the Feasts at Jerusalem to show His reve- 
rence for the Law of Moses, and in order to preach ¢o the multi- 
tudes who were then assembled at Jerusalem. (Chrys.) 

2. "Eor] there is: this expression does not show that this 
Gospel was not written (as all Christian Antiquity believed it to 
have been) after the destruction of Jerusalem ; as has been alleged 
by some in more recent times. The Pool, and even its Porches, 
might have continued to exist after the fall of the City. Some 
part of the City itself survived the siege; and they were in the 
suburbs. The Pool is described by Eusebius and Jerome as 
existing in their age: and it is probable, that the Romans, who 
were accustomed to erect Baths wherever they settled themselves, 
would be disposed to preserve-a Bath, celebrated for its medicinal 
properties, for the use of their own Garrison, quartered at Jeru- 
salem: cp. Lardner, iii. p. 236. Townson, p. 223. Davidson, 
i. p. 230. 

— toils ‘lepoooAvpos] St. John alone of the Evangelists uses 
the oblique cases of ‘IepvodAvy.a with the article, see x. 22; xi. 
18. Wainer, p. 102. 

— ti mpoBartx#] Some ancient Interpreters joined this word 
with koAuuBHOpa thus, mpoBatixh KodvpBhOpa, probalika piscina, 
a sheepy-pool (Chrys., Theophyl.), in which the entrails of the 
sheep which had been sacrificed were washed (Theophyl. v. 1). 
But modern Expositors supply 7¥An, gate, after mpoBatixp. See 
Nehem. iii. 1. 32; xii. 39. Lightfoot, i. p. 666. Weist., p. 868. 
Winer, p. 522. 

For a Homily on this miracle see S. Cyril Hieros. pp. 336 
—344. 

— KorvuBhOpa] a pool-—piscina. Water of itself has no 
power of healing either body or soul. But this pool, stirred by 
an Angel, was endued with curative power. It may be regarded 
as a figure of Christian Baptism, which derives its energy from 
God, and heals the diseases of the soul. And by the cures visibly 
wrought on the Jody with water when stirred by an Angel, by 
the operation of Divine power, Christ leads us to believe in the 
operations which He assures us are wrought by the Lord of 


Angels on the soul, in the Sacrament of Baptism by Water. To 
this pool of Baptism all mankind is invited, and every one may 
step in and be healed, and its virtue is never exhausted. (Chrys. 
Aug. Serm. 124, 125. Theoph.) 

— ‘EBpaiori] See above on i. 39. 

— Bnbeodd] Bethesda, house of mercy; m3 (beth), *‘ domus 
et 7OM (chesed), beneficentia.’ See Lightfoot, Chorog. and Har-~ 
mony on John v. 2, vol. i. pp. 666. 670. 

Bethesda seems to be what is now called the “ Fount of the 
Virgin,” and is connected by a subterranean channel with Siloam. 
See on ix. 7, and Rodinson, Palestine, i. p. 490—507, and Later 
Researches, p. 249. : 

— réyte otods] five arcades; probably the whole building 
was of a’ pentagonal form, the pool being in the middle, to which 
there was access from the five sides, covered with roofs, sup- 
ported on columns. See v. 13. 

The porch of Bethesda, with its five atcades, has been re- 
garded as emblematic of the Jewish nation, lying sick and impo- 
tent in the porch of the Pentateuch; when Christ came to give 
them health in the living waters of the Gospel. (Cp. Aug.) See 
on %. 5. 

8. tAfG0s}] a multitude. The work of Christ, in healing the 
soul, is far greater than that which He wrought in healing men’s 
bodies. But because the soul of man did not as yet know Christ, 
by whom she was to be healed; and because man has eyes in the 
body so as to be able to see bodily acts, and had not as yet eyes 
in the heart, so as to see God, therefore Christ wrought works of 
healing that were visible, on the body, in order that the soul, 
which could not as yet see Him, might be healed by Him. He 
therefore entered the porch where a great multitude lay, and 
chose one (who had been long there, and had no one to put him 
into the pool), and healed him. (Aug.) 

He restored him to vigour immediately ; and gave a public 
proof of the miracle. How great is the difference in the health 
restored by Christ, and that which we receive by the ministry of 
Physicians! (Bede, Theoph.) See above on Matt. viii. 15. 

— éxdexoudvwy—xkivnow is omitted by A*, B, C*, L, a few 
cursive MSS., and the ancient Cureton Syriac. 

As to the words éxdexouévay tiv Tov Udaros Klynow, they 
state nothing which is not known from vy. 7. And no good reason 
can be assigned for which they should have been omitted, if they 
had been in the original text of the Gospel. But they may have 
been left out inadvertently from some ancient copy, and so 
never have found their way into the transcripts from it. 

This seems more probable than that these words should have 
been added as a gloss to some early copy, and from that one 
source have been diffused into the immense majority of copies 
where they are now found. 

4. *AyyeAos—voojuatt] These words are not found in MSS. 
B, C*, D, nor in a few cursive MSS., nor in the Cureton Syriac, 
but they were in copies of this Gospel in the time of Tertullian 
(de Bapt. 5, adv. Jud. 13), and are quoted by Chrys., Cyril, 
Aug., and others, and they exist in A, C***, E, F, G, H, I, K, 
L, M, U, V, A, and Lr. See the evidence on the subject in 
Tregelles, Acct. of MSS. pp. 243—246, and in Scholz, Tisch., 
and Alf. here. 

As to this verse, which is found in the vast majority of 
copies, some reasons might be alleged why it should have been 
inserted by transcribers. They might have been desirous to 
assign a cause for the phenomenon. On the other hand, reasons 
no less valid might weigh with them for its omission. Who had 
seen the Angel? What Jewish writer had recorded his appear- 
ance and operation? These are questions which might have been 
urged by sceptics of old, as now, and the easiest way of removing 
the objections might seem to be to omit the words. We know 
that this feeling operated so strongly with some critics of old, as to 
lead them not only to omit a few words, but even to reject entire 
Books of the Sacred Canon, e. g. the Epistle to the Hebrews and 
the Apocalypse. See the editor’s Lectures on the Canon, pp. 213. 
246. 330, 2nd edit. 

The evidence of the MSS. being, on the whole, so strong in 
favour of the words, it seems rash to reject them. They are re- 
tained by Lachmann; but rejected, as ‘‘a legendary interpola- 
tion,” by Meyer. 
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As to the internal teaching of the verse, it will be observed 
that it does not say that the Angel was visible; and therefore no 
objection against its insertion can be grounded on the silence of 
profane writers. 

It seems also a worthy exercise of Divine Revelation, to lead 
human Philosophy to regard what are Physical Phenomena, as 
being not produced éy natural Laws, though they may be regu- 
lated according to them, but as effected by divine Agency ; in a 
word, to elevate the human mind from the lower level of 
material Mechanics to the higher region of spiritual Dynamics. 

Here also we have a true view of the dignity of the Medical 
Profession. We see the ministry of the Physician, and the visible 
means and appliances used by him for the restoration of health. 
But by such Scriptures as these, the Holy Spirit teaches us to 
look at the invisible power of the Great Physician acting by their 
instrumentality ; and to ascribe all its success to Him,—‘“ Jesus 
Christ maketh thee whole.’”’ (Acts ix. 34.) 

So it is also in the World of Grace. We see the Bread and 
Wine in the Holy Eucharist; and we see the Water in the Sacra- 
ment of Baptism. But the Holy Spirit in Holy Scripture lifts up 
the veil which separates us from the unseen world, and discovers 
to us the ministry of Angels, and even His own ministry, in the 
spiritual Bethesda, which God has provided for the palsied and 
withered soul. 

Hence Tertullian (de Baptismo, c. 5) speaking of the pool 
of Bethesda says, ‘That figure of corporal healing typified spi- 
ritual medicine. In proportion as God’s grace towards men was 
increased, more honour accrued to the element of Water. What 
thus conveyed temporal health now bestows spiritual; what was 
then salutary only to a few, is now made the means of dispensing 
everlasting health to whole Nations, by the abolition of death in 
the washing away of sin.” 

On the spiritual uses of this narrative, as an antidote to the 
erroneous practice of Angel worship, see above, i. 52. 

— karéBawev] was wont to descend. 

5. tpidkovra—oxrd| Thirty-eight. Perhaps there is a spi- 
ritual meaning and typical sense in the number specified here by 
the Blessed Evangelist. Cp. Hengstenberg, Christol. 765. Forty 
years is a term of probation: see below Chronol. Synopsis of the 
Acts of the Apostles; and the number here is thirty-eight (40 
—2) ; and it is probable that just two years after this cure, Christ 
suffered, and the time of trial of the Jewish Nation was over. 
Did the man (as the Fathers say, see v. 2) represent the Jewish 
Nation ? and did his cure represent Christ’s desire for their salva- 
tion ? 

He had no one to put him in, he was prevented by others, 
and yet he continued there. What a reproof to our languor and 
despondency, and weariness in prayer, and in other spiritual ex- 
ercises for the impetration of divine grace and eternal good! 
(Chrys.) 

8. xpdBarroy] ‘grabatum,’ used only by St. Mark and St. 
John in the Gospels. See Mark ii. 4. 9. 11, 12; vi. 55. 


9. odBBatov] a sabbath. The day of Rest was specially 
chosen by Christ as the fittest season for Divine acts of Mercy. 
Thus He fulfilled the Law, and showed His Oneness with the 
Father. (Mark iii. 1. Luke iv. 31—36. 38, 39. John ix. 14.) 
God rested on that day from all His works of creation; but on 
that Day of Rest He specially works, in doing acts of mercy to the 
souls of His Creatures, in the public religious exercises of His 
Church. 

13. ‘O S¢ iafels] A multitude of impotent folk lay in the porch, 
and one was healed by Him Who could have healed them all by a 
word. Why was this, but that Christ wrought rather with a view 
to the healing of the soul than of the body? For the health of 
the body, though once restored, failed again in death ; but the soul 
once healed passes to life eternal. And to show the blessing pro- 
mised to patient endurance, and faith, and resignation, He healed 
this one. 

— éeéévevoe] glided out of, ‘emersit, enatavit a turba tan- 
quam a fluctibus maris;” from éxvety, enatare. éxveboas = 
éxkoAuuBhoas, Hesych. See Eurip. Hippol. 471, eis d¢ Thy 
TUxnY TeTOve Sony od THs dy exvedoat Soxeis; and LXX in 
Jud. xviii. 26. There is something beautifully significant in this 
word as here applied to Christ. He emerged, glided, dived forth 
invisibly from the waves of the crowd, and reappeared in the 
quiet harbour of the House of God. He thus also proved that 
when arrested at Gethsemane it was by His own will. See also 
Luke iv. 29, 30. John viii. 59. 

This incident is also important as an evidence of the reality 
of His human body after His Resurrection, see below on xx. 19. 

Our Lord has now withdrawn His bodily presence from the 
crowd of this world, in order that we may see Him with the eye 
of Faith. He has dived through the clouds of this lower world of 
sin and sorrow, and has emerged into the pure, crystal, empyrean 
of Heaven ; and to the eye of Faith He is visible there, and He is 
there touched by the hand of Faith, see on xx. 17. 

14. cipicke: airdy 6 “Inoots] Jesus seeks for and finds him; 
see i, 42; xii. 14, The man when healed went not to the market, 
but to the Temple; and there Jesus, who had conveyed Himself 
away from the crowd, met him who had not known Him in the 
crowd. Jesus escapes from the crowd; but He is found by us, and 
finds us, in the Temple; God is seen in solitude; the multitude 
makes a din around us and hides Him from us; the divine vision 
demands religious retirement and holy peace in His house, apart 
from the strife of tongues. Ps. xxxi. 20, 

— pniére dudprave] sin no more. Bodily infirmities are 
therefore the effects of sin; and if we suffer for our sins, and fall 
again into the same sins, we may expect that our sufferings will 
be worse. (Chrys.) 

— Wa mh xeipdy ool try.) So A, B, C, G, H, L, M, 8, V.— 
Elz. ri co1; but co is emphatic, and is rightly placed first,—‘ to 
thee who hast been healed.’ 

16. émole:] was doing, ‘ factitabat.’ 

17. ‘O Tarhp mov ews Upts épyd erat] My Father worketh 
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Arian. ii. p. 386.)—€ws &pr: from the Creation. (Bengel.) In 
His reasonings on the Sabbath, our Lord sometimes speaks as 
Man, as a human teacher (e.g. Matt. xii. 3), sometimes as God. 
Here He speaks as God, who makes His Sun to rise and His rain 
to fall, and clothes the grass of the field on the seventh day as 
well as on the other six. (Chrys.) 

Our Lord says, ‘My Father worketh hitherto,’’ because 
though He no longer maketh new creatures, yet He works in 
governing the Creation which was finished on the sixth day. 
And because the whole fabric of the Universe would be dissolved, 
if God’s operative power and administrative rule were ever with- 
drawn. (Aug. super Gen. iv. 12.) 

As Bengel says, ‘‘What would become of the Sabbath, 
unless God worked on the Sabbath?” 

The man who was healed was seen by the Jews to be doing 
a corporal work on the Sabbath,—he carried his bed. Christ, 
therefore, who had commanded him to do so, teaches them 
thereby, that the ordinance of their Sabbath was temporary, and 
that its substance had now appeared in Himself, and He therefore 
says, ‘‘ My Father worketh hitherto, and I work.’”’ 

The Jews, understanding the law of the Sabbath in a carnal 
sense, imagined that God was wearied by the labour of Creation, 
and was resting from fatigue. Think not that My Father so 
rested on the Sabbath as not to work any more; but as He work- 
eth without labour, so I work. But it is said that God rested, 
because He made no more creatures after that all things were 
finished. (Gen. ii. 1, 2.) 

God gave the precept of the Sabbath to be a shadow of the 
future, and to signify the spiritual rest which remaineth to the 
people of God (Heb. iv. 9); that is, to the faithful who have done 
good works in this present state of existence; and this Rest will 
begin when the six ages of the world (like the six days of crea- 
tion) are past; and our Lord Himself confirmed the mystery of 
this rest by resting on the seventh day in the Grave, after He had 
completed His work, and had exclaimed, “It is finished’”’ (John 
xix. 30). See also note on Matt. xxviii. 1. 

— Kayo épydfoua] and I also am working. The Law of the 
Sabbath is the law of a Being who never rests from doing good. 
(Theoph.) See on Luke xiii. 16. What my Father made, He 
made without fatigue, by Me, Who work without labour; and 
when He governs, He governs by Me. Thus while He works I 
work. (Aug., Hilary de Trinit. vii.) The Father does not work 
except by the power and wisdom of the Son. (Cyril.) You think 
that the honour of the Sabbath has been disparaged by Me; but 
I never should have done what I have now done, unless I saw 
that the Father acts in like manner as I have now done; He does 
every thing which appertains to the constitution of the world and 
to the Sabbath, and does it all by Me. (Cyrii.) 

19. od ddvara: 6 Tids worely ap EavTov ovdéy] the Son can do 
nothing of Himself save what He seeth the Father do. The sub- 
stance of the Son is from the Father, and therefore the power of 
the Son is of the Father. His essence and power are synonymous. 
He can do nothing but what He sees the Father do; but this act 
of seeing is His eternal generation from the Father. As fire is to 
light, so is the Father to the Son; the Son who is begotten is co- 
eternal with the Father who begat Him. (Aug. See also Serm. 
126.) Athanas. adv. Gentes, 46, p. 37; also p. 226. The Word 
is the essential Wisdom, Reason, and Power of the Father. (Cp. 
1 Cor. i. 24.) 

For God does not see by bodily eyes, but His faculty of sight 
is in the virtue of His nature. (Hilary.) 

When Christ says He can do nothing of Himself, He means 
nothing contrary to His Father’s will; for He took our nature of 
Himself (Phil. ii. 6, 7), and died, and raised Himself (John x. 17, 
18). (Chrys.) 

— & yop by excivos morf, TadTa Kal K.T.rA.] whatsoever He 
docth, these also doeth the Son in like manner. I work His 
Works as being ever from Him. The Son is the Virtue by which 
the Father works all things, and ever is in the Father, and de- 
clares His will by act. ( Cyril.) 


are as it were two Artificers—the one a Master workman, the 
other his Scholar, so that according as the former makes a chest, 
the other makes another after him. Therefore our Lord does not 
say, whatever the Father does, the Son does other things like 
what the Father does; but He says that the Son does the same 
things. The Father made the world, the Son made the world, 
and the Holy Ghost made the world; one and the same world 
was made by the Father, through the Son, by the Holy Spirit. 

We are not to suppose that Christ’s power of working comes 
by increments of strength, supplied to Him from time to time, 
but from consciousness; and not so from consciousness, that the 
Son does subsequently what He has previously seen the Father 
do. But since the Son is begotten of the Father by a conscious- 
ness of His Father’s power and nature in Himself, He testifies 
that the Son can do nothing but what He sees the Father do. 
(Cp. Aug. here.) 

He adds the word éuolws, in like manner, lest another error 
should rise in our minds. A servant does some things at the 
command of his master, the same thing is done by both, but is it 
done likewise? No. Therefore the Father and the Son are not 
in the relation of master and servant to each other. But the Son 
does the same things as the Father, and He does them in like 
manner, that is, with the same power as the Father. The Son 
therefore is equal to the Father. (Aug.; and see Greg. Nazian. 
p- 547.) It is necessary to guard the reader against the errors 
here noticed; which are found in a note, on this passage, derived 
from one of the subtlest of modern Arians, Dr. Samuel Clarke, 
and circulated in one of the most popular Commentaries in the 
English language. ‘I do every thing im imitation of Him and 
by His direction and appointment.’ See also the same writer’s 
note on John xi, 41. The same caution must be given against 
the tendency of some notes from Dr. Whitby, whose antitrinita- 
rian bias, afterwards openly declared in his opposition to Bp. Bull, 
and refuted by Waterland, is sometimes visible in them, e. g. on 
v.17, “1, after His example, work that which is good.’’ The 
teaching of S. Hilary, S. Athanasius, S. Cyril, and S. Augustine 
may serve as a corrective of these erroneous notions. 

20. ‘O Tarhp pidct roy Tidy, kal mdvra Selxvvow ate] The 
Father loveth the Son, and showeth Him all things that He 
Himself doeth. Not that the Father shows every thing to the 
Son by His own working, but He works through the Son by 
showing what He does. For the Son sees the Father showing 
what He does, before any thing is done; and whatever is done by 
the Father through the Son, is done from the Father’s demon- 
stration, and from the Son seeing what is shown. (Aug.) We 
are not to suppose that the only-begotten Word, Who is God, 
receives any teaching by demonstration. The demonstration of 
works inculcates here a faith in Christ’s eternal generation. 
Cea de Trin. vii.) Christ sees God by being born of God. 
Aug. 

— petCova ro’rav Selter adtg épya] He will show Him 
greater works than these. He will show Him the Resurrection 
of the Body and the Regeneration of the Sonl. But how can He 
be said to show these things to the Son, co-eternal with the 
Father? He shows them to Him as Man; for the body will be 
raised _ the general resurrection by the voice of the Son of Man. 
(Aug. 

22. 6 Tlarhp Kplver oddéva] the Father judgeth no man. In 
that the Father begat the Son co-equal with Himself, and has 
given all judgment to the Son, the Father will judge the World 
with the Son; but the Father judgeth no man, because the form 
of God will not be visible at the Jndgment-day, but the form of 
the Son of Man, which He received from us. At the Judgment- 
day no one will see the Father; but every one will see the Son; 
because He is the Son of Man. Those on the right hand will see 
Him, and those on the left hand will see Him; and both will 
hear His voice. But after the Judgment the righteous shall 
see God ; for “blessed are the pure in heart, for they shall see 
God” (Matt. v. 8). (Aug.) See also below, note on v. 27, and 
Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. vii. pp. 554—5, 60 and notes. 
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— thy Kplow macay 5édwxe] He hath delivered the work of 
Judging, totally, to the Son—totam Hi soli dedit. 

23. va waves Tyo Tov Tidy] in order that all may honour 
the Son even as they honour the Father. This Scripture refutes 
various forms of Heresy. It shows that Christ is the Son, be- 
cause He does nothing of Himself, and that He is God, because 
whatever the Father does He does; and that He is One with the 
Father, because all must honour Him as they honour the Father ; 
and that He is not the Father, beeause He is sent by the Father. 
(Hilary, de Trin. vii.) They despise the Father of Heaven, who 
do not give egual honour to the Son; and we must honour the 
Son as we honour the Father, if we desire to honour the Father 
and the Son, (Awug., Chrys.) 

24. wetaBeBnkev ex Tod Bavdrov] He does not say will pass, 
but is already passed ; that is, he has passed from the death, the 
death of unbelief, to the life of faith; and from the death of sin 
to the life of righteousness. 

— els thy why] to the life; i.e. to life eternal; for this pre- 
sent life on earth does not deserve to be called life; there is no 
true life but what is eternal. 

25. epxetar Spa, kul viv eorw] the hour cometh and now is. 
Our Lord is about to speak of two Resurrections ; 

The first Resurrection is that which is not universal; it is 
the Resurrection of the sow/ from the death of sin. 

The second Resurrection is that. of all bodies from their 
graves at the last day. 

If we believe the Gospel, and have been baptized, we have 
already risen by the first resurrection ; and we, who have so risen, 
have risen to eternal life, if we endure in faith to the end, we 
have passed from the death unto the life, i.e. from that which is 
indeed death—sin—to that which is indeed life—the life of 
Christ. And then we shall rise hereafter and be equal to the 
Angels in Heaven. Luke xx. 36. 

Let us therefore so live now as they who have already risen 
from the grave of sin, that we may rise hereafter with joy in our 
bodies to life everlasting. (Cp. Aug.) 

See also Aug. Serm. 127, on the Two Resurrections here de- 
scribed by our blessed Lord. See also Macarius (Hom. xxxvi. 
p- 193), who says, ‘‘the Resurrection of dead souls now is; the 
Resurrection of dead bodies will be at the Great Day ;” and Bp. 
Andrewes, Serm. xvi. 

So the Church of England speaks in the Book of Common 
Prayer, ‘‘ Baptism doth represent unto us our profession, which 
is to follow the example of our Saviour Christ, and to be made 
like unto Him ; that as He died and rose again, so should we, who 
are baptized, die unto sin and rise again unto righteousness, con- 
tinually mortifying all our evil and corrupt affections, and daily 
proceeding in all virtue and godliness of living.’’ See also the 
Collect for Easter Even, and compare notes below on Rom. vi. 
3—1], and Col. iii. 1—5, and Rev. xx. 5, 6. 

— oi vexpot] the dead shall hear the voice of the Son of God ; 
the dead in trespasses and sins (see Eph. ii. 1. 3 6; v. 14. Rom. 
vi. 4, 5), for we are buried with Him by Baptism inlo Death. 
(Col. ii. 13; iii. 1. 3.) 

They who do not believe, or who, believing, do not live holy 
lives, and have not charity, are dead. Some of them shall hear ; 
that is, shall hearken to the voice of the Son of God in the Gos- 
pel; and they that hear, i.e. that obey (‘qui audierint’), shall 
live. (Aug.) 

— 700 Tiod rot @cod] of the Son of God. He does not here say 


the Son of Man, because He is representing to us that in which 
He is equal to the Father. By our incorporation in Him we 
are reconciled and united to God; and we, who by nature were 
children of the old Adam and sons of wrath (Eph. ii. 3), become 
sons of God (i. 12). See v. 26. (Aug.) 

27. ekovolay @wxey attG] He gave Him authority. He gave 
it to Him as Son of Man: for as Son of God He possessed it 
from eternity. God now raises the soul by Christ as Son of God 
(v. 25). He will raise all the bodies of men at the general resur- 
rection by Christ as Son of Man. (Aug.) 

— Kplow morciy, 671 Lids avOpdmov éori] to execute judgment 
also, because He is the Son of Man. For the form of Man witl 
come visibly to judge; that form of Man which was once judged 
will judge; He who once stood before the judge will sit as Judge 
of all; He who was once falsely condemned as guilty will justly 
condemn the guilty. It is fit that they who are to be judged 
should behold their Judge; and both the good and wicked must 
be judged. It follows as a consequence, that in the Judgment, 
the form of a servant which Christ bore should be shown both to 
the good and wicked ; but the Form of God will be manifested to 
the good alone. (Auwy. Serm. lxiv.) 

28. &pxetai Spa] the hour cometh. See above, note on v. 25. 
He does not add now is, because the Resurrection of which He is 
about to speak is futwre,—i. e. is the General Resurrection of the 
Body at the end of the world, at the last trump. (Aug.) 

— mdyres of €v Tots uvnuelors] all they that are in the graves. 
The dodies of men are in the graves, and not their souls. The 
souls of the righteous departed are now in Abraham’s bosom, 
and those of the wicked are now in misery. See above on Luke 
xvi. 23. 

He had before spoken of men’s souls (v. 25), and then He 
did not say that a// who are dead shall hear the voice of the Son 
of God ; i.e. obey it and believe; for some would remain in un- 
belief. 4 

But He now says, that all who are in the graves will rise ; 
He does not say here that ad/ will live, as He had said before of 
all who delieve, and by believing have passed from death to life ; 
because some who come forth from their graves will not rise to 
life eternal, but will go into the resurrection of damnation. (Aug.) 

Our Lord here guards by anticipation against the error of 
Hymeneus and Philetus, who took occasion from the doctrine of 
the First Resurrection by faith, to deny the Second Resurrec- 
tion, or General Resurrection of the Body. 2 Tim. ii. 17, 18. 
(Aug.) 

Consider also the words of the Athanasian Creed, declaring 
the sense of the Church concerning this passage of Scripture,— 
“At Whose Coming ad/ men shall rise again with their bodies,” 
&c.; and examine the bearing of these words on the opinion that 
at Christ’s second Advent the righteous only will rise with their 
bodies, and that He will reign with them for a thousand years 
upon earth, See below on Rev. xx. 1—7. 

29. movhoayres—mpdéavres| Observe moseiy applied to good, 
mpdooey to evil. Good which is made and done has permanence 
for ever. Evil practised upon earth produces no good fruit for 
eternity. 

30. Kalas dotw, kpivw} As the Father in Me speaks, so I 
hear, and pronounce judgment. (Aug.) 

— rod meuwavrds pe} Tlarpds is added by some MSS., but 
it is not in A, B, D, K, L, A, A, and many Versions and Fa- 
thers. 
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81. "Edy eye paprupd wep) guavrod, ) pwaptupla wou ovK eorw 
Anos} If I bear witness of Myself, My witness is not true; 
that is, would be liable to suspicion from you; for no one is re- 
garded as a credible witness in his own behalf; He therefore ap- 
peals to ¢hree several other testimonies,—the witness of John the 
Baptist, His miracles, and the testimony of His Father. (Chrys., 
Aug.) 

33. ‘Yuels ameardAnare] Ve have sent to John, and he hath 
borne witness. That is done, and it ought to have convinced 
you. You yourselves, yea, even your greatest men, Priests and 
Pharisees, have sent to John; you have thus proved your re- 
verence for his testimony, and you even sent to ask his witness 
concerning himself,—“ Who art thou?” (John i. 19,) and he 
then bare witness of Me. (Chrys.) 

84, riv paptuplay] My testimony; the witness on which I 
rely. 

85. *Exeivos jv 6 Avxvos| He was that lamp (Adbxvos) that was 
kindled and shone,—that greatest of Prophets. (Matt. xi. 11. 
Luke vii. 28.) All the Prophets were lamps (Abxvo1) kindled 
from heaven. The phrase ckaleiy Abdxyvoy is in Matt. v. 13. 
Luke xii. 35. But Christ is the Light itself (rd ¢as). He is 
the true Light—the Light of the World—from which these lamps 
were kindled; and when the Light shone forth in the full lustre 
of mighty words and deeds, then the lamps disappeared. (Aug.) 
“* Lychnus orto soli non foenerat lucem.”’ (Bengel.) 

— ayadriabjva] You were willing enough ¢o rejoice in his 
light, but not to walk in the way which he showed you. Cp. 
Ezek. xxxiii. 32. 

86. Ta yap epya—paprupe?] for the works which the Father 
gave Me to finish, the very works which I am doing bear witness 
of Me. Moses bare witness to Christ, so did John and the other 
Prophets; but Christ prefers the testimony of Lis works to all 
their testimonies, because God did indeed give witness to His Son 
by Moses and by John; but by His works, God in the Son mani- 
fests the Son; and when we come tw the Son we need go no fur- 
ther. We want no lamps, when we come to the Light. We need 
not dig deeper when we come to the Rock. (Aug.) 

87. Otte havhy avtod mdmote axnkdate] Ye have never heard 
His voice. A reply to the plea of the Jews,—‘t We know that 
God spake unto Moses”’ (Jehn ix. 29). Ye boast of your know- 
ledge of God, but ye know nothing of Him. Ye reject Him 
Whom God hath sent. He answers their thoughts, and so proves 
Himself God, Equal and One with the Father. (Cyrii.) 

89. "Epevvare Tas ypapas | Search ye the Scriptures. epevviire 
used by LXX for Hebr. wer (chaphas), ‘rimari, perscrutari.’ 
(Gen. xxxi. 35 ; xliv. 12.) It is probably the imperative mood. 
Cp. vii. 52. 


— tas ypapds] ‘your Scriptures.’ The Son of God, there- 


fore, Who knows all things, acknowledged the Holy Scriptures in 
the hands of the Jews. They received them as the pure and in- 
spired Word of God, and He acknowledged the Scriptures to be 
what they accounted them to be, and He appealed to them as such. 
Whosoever therefore denies the Integrity and Inspiration of the 
Old Testament, rejects the testimony of Christ, the Son of God, 
and Judge of all. See on Luke xvi. 31. 

And lest the Jews should ask, When hath the Father borne 
witness of thee? He refers them to the Scriptures, which they 
acknowledged to be from God. But observe, He commends the 
Scriptures to them not only for reading, but for diligent search. 
He did not say Read, but Search ; search as for a treasure hidden 
in the earth. So let us Christians, when we contend with heretics, 
arm ourselves with weapons from thence. For ali Scripture in- 
spired by God is also profitable for doctrine, for reproof (or re- 
futation of error), that the man of God may be perfect (2 Tim. 
iii. 16). (Chrys. Hom. 40, 41.) 

— tmets doxetre] ye think that in them ye have eternal life ; 
but it is a vain imagination, if ye merely admire the Scriptures, 
and read the Scriptures, but do ndt search the Scriptures and be- 
lieve the Scriptures, which testify of Me. (Chrys.) What is the 
use of having the Scriptures, if you do not believe in Him of 
Whom they write? (Cyril.) Search the Scriptures, in order 
that your opinion that in them ye have eternal life may not be 
a mere empty theory; and in order that ye may jind Me in the 
Scriptures which testify of Me, and declare that the Eternal Life 
of which they speak is to be found in Me, and only in Me. 

40. od Oérere] ye are not willing. If therefore a man perishes, 
it is not by God’s will, but by his own sin. See 1 Tim. ii. 4. 
2 Pet. iii. 9. Ezek. xxxiii. 11. 

43. édy %ddos] if another come in his own name, him ye will 
receive. The Jews rejected the true Messiah, and now more than 
sixty false Messiahs have arisen among them from time to time, 
who have come in their own name, and whom they have received. 
(Bengel.) 

The Fathers generally held an opinion, grounded on this pas- 
sage, that Antichrist would be received by the Jews. 

44, mapa tod udvov cod] from the Only God. (1 Tim. i. 17.) 
Lest the Jews should imagine that, He was contravening their 
Law which says (Deut, vi. 4), “‘the Lord our God is One Lord,”’ 
because He had spoken of Himself and the Father as Two Persons 
(vv. 17 —23), He here affirms the Divine Unity, and teaches them 
that they who profess zeal for the On Gop do not honour Him 
aright (see v. 23), unless they honour the Son even as they honour 
the Father. A warning to those who claim for themselves the 
title of Unitarians, and deny the Divinity of Christ. No one can 
be said to believe in the Divine Unity who rejects the doctrine of 
the Trinity. 
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Cu. VI. 1. Mera tavta] After these things. See on Matt. 
xiv. 13—21, and cp. Mark vi. 30—44. Luke ix. 10—17. This 
is one of the few points at which all the narratives of the Four 
Evangelists touch one another and meet. This was just before 
the last Passover but one (v. 4). There is a similar coincidence 
just before the Jast Passover (xii. 12). 

St. John by his silence, where he is silent, confirms what had 
been already said by the other three Evangelists. Here, where he 
speaks, he also confirms what they had said, by his agreement with 
it, and by adding to it. ‘* Hoc unicum miraculum inter baptismum 
et passionem Christi, Johannes una cum reliquis Evangelistis de- 
scribit, narratiomem eorum hoc ipso confirmans.” (Bengel.) See 
above, Introduction, p. 218. 

For a Summary of the contents of this chapter and their 
connexion, see below, the note at end of this chapter, p. 302. 

— TiBepiddos} Tiberias, on the western coast of the Sea of 
Galilee ; built by Herod Antipas, Tetrarch of Galilee, and named 
after Tiberius Cesar. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 3. 3. Relandi Palestina 
p. 259 sq. Now Tabaria (Robinson, Pal. iii. 500. Winer, p. 620). 
Cp. John xxi. 1. St. John alone of the Evangelists uses the word 
Tiberias. Hence an argument arises for the genuineness of ch. 
vost 

2. édpwr Ta onueia] they were seeing the miracles ; which the 
Evangelist passes by without further description (Chrys., cp. xxi. 
25), and because many of them had been related in the other 
Gospels. 

3. 7d dpos] the Mountain Region. See above on Matt. v. 1, 
and v.15. There it is the mountain region on the n.x. of the 
lake near Bethsaida. Luke ix. 10. : 

4. mdoxa] the Passover. And therefore there was an dxAos 
morvs, a great mullitude going to Jerusalem. 

The Passover.—-The mention of a great multitude is signifi- 
cant here. He was about to work a Miracle—that of the Feeding 
of the Five Thousand—which was figurative and prophetic of that 
other Feeding, of which He afterwards speaks (vi. 53), and which 
was to date from the next ensuing Passover, when He who is the 
true Bread that came down from heaven (as He declares in this 
chapter, vv. 33, 48. 50) was about to institute the Holy Sacrament 
of His own Body and Blood, by which He offers to feed all men 
in all ages and nations of the World, in the Universal Church, 
even unto the end; and at which Passover He was about to give 
His Body to be broken and His Blood to be shed on the Cross, 
by which He gave divine efficacy and virtue to that Sacrament 
for the preservation of their souls and bodies unto everlasting 


Life. 


See Burgon.’s Commentary, for some excellent remarks on 

this chapter. 
5. &yopdcwpey] So A, B, E, H, L, §, and others. 
Zyopdcouev, which would imply an intention of buying. 
6. Zrcye weipd(wy] He put the question not in order to learn, 
put to teach the disciple his ignorance. Chrys., who compares 
the case of Abraham, Gen. xxii. This mention of Philip here, 


Elz. has 


and of Andrew in v. 8, is peculiar to the narrative of St. John; 
and he alone mentions that the loaves were of barley. He thus 
shows his own independent and minute knowledge of the circum- 
stances of this miracle. St. John has other notices, peculiar to 
his Gospel, of Philip and Andrew his fellow-townsman. See i. 
40. 43, and xii. 21, 22; and of Philip, xiv. 8, 9. 

9. maiddpiov €v] one person, and he a child; and he has only 
five loaves; and they of barley; and two fishes, and they small. 
The loaves are of barley; yet all eat and are filled. In the 
eyes of unregenerate Reason, the visible elements of the Sacra- 
ments are simple and mean, and despised by man—mere ‘ barley 
loaves,’ brought by the childish simplicity of a maddpiov. But 
all they who receive them with faith are filled with food from 
heaven by the hand of Christ. 

— xpiOtvous] barley; i.e. of the homeliest kind. Panibus 
hordeaceis apud veteres, homines plerumque vilioris sortis 
utebantur, v. 2 Regg. vii. L. 16. 18. Ezech. iv. 12. Pesachim 
fol. iii. 2, Jochanan dixit: hordeum factum est pulchrum. 
Dixerunt : Nuntia hoc equis et asinis. Seneca ep. 18, non enim 
jucunda res est aqua, et polenta, et fructum hordeacei panis. 
Augustus, ut Sweton. V. Aug. c. 24, tradit, cohortes, si que 
cessissent, decimatas hordeo pavit. Frontinus iv. 1, 37, legatum 
cum ignominia dimisit, reliquis ex legionibus hordeum dari 
jussit. Liv. xxvii. 13, cohortibus, que signa amiserant, hordeum 
dari jussit, v. Wetsten. p. 876, Lamp. (Kuin.) Cp. Rev. vi. 6, 
where «p07 is contrasted with giros. 

— opdpia] A word peculiar to St. John (vi. 9. 11; xxi. 9, 
10. 13), dim. from doy. Hence Wapl, the modern Greek word 
for fish. 

All the other three Evangelists use the word iy@ves here. 
(Matt. xiv. 17. Mark vi. 38. Luke ix. 13.) 

’Owdpiov (from vpoy, from drTdw, e~w, to cook) is literally 
any thing cooked, and eaten as an adjunct to bread; and since 
fish was commonly used for this purpose, therefore dpov, dpdprov, 
signify fish. 

Suidas : dWdpiov 7d ix6bdi0v. Phavorinus: bor ioréov dé 
kal ws of Borepoy er) pdvov ixOvos tiv Aékiv bprcav—bOev tad 
owdpiov. Eustath. in Hom. Il. A’. p. 814, doy arads haolv of 
mahato mav To cbvaya oitlois esGiduevov—iaréoy 5é Kal &s of 
Uorepov em) pdvov ixOvos Thy Ack Spicav. Terent. Andr. ii. 2, 
paululum obsoni—pisciculos minutos. Kuin. Welst. p. 877. 

10. jv dé xdpros moAds ev TG TéTH] there was much grass in 
the place, and it was green, for it was the season of Spring, the 
Passover being near. (Teoph.) A beautiful figure also of the 
“green pastures’? (Ps. xxiii. 2), in which Christ feeds His people 
in the ministry of His Word and Sacraments, where He “ prepares 
a Table for them in the wilderness” (v. 5). 

11. "EAaBe 58 robs &ptovs] And Jesus took the loaves. Hence 
we may confute the Marcionites and the Manichzans, who con- 
demn the visible creation, and say that it was made by an Bvil 
Principle. Christ, who is Gop, might have made bread from no- 
thing; but He designed to show that the creatures are good; for 
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He who is good would never have multiplied that which is evil. 
(Theoph.) 

— edxapiorhoas|] having given thanks. Cp. v. 23, evxa- 
plathoaytos Tod Kuplov. The other Evangelists (who all use 
evAoyeiy here) use this word in relating the Institution of the 
Eucharist (Matt. xxvi. 26, 27. Mark xiv. 22. Luke xxii. 19), to 
which this Miracle was preparatory. See above, v. 4, and below, 
v. 23, and see on | Cor. xiv. 16. 

— d:édwKe] He distributed. By the same divine power as that 
with which He multiplies the ears of corn from the grain sown in 
the fields, He now multiplies in His own hands the loaves, which 
were like unto seed—not indeed committed to the earth, but mul- 
tiplied by Him who made it. (Aug.) See above, on the Miracle 
of changing Water to Wine, ii. 11. 

13. dédcxa Kopivovs] twelve baskets. See on Matt. xiv. 20; 
xvi. 9. Why did He not give the fragments to the Multitude, 
but to the Disciples? In order to teach the Apostles who were 
to be the teachers of the world. Let us admire not only the 
greatness of the miracle, but the exact precision of the residue ; 
twelve baskets, neither more nor less, according to the number of 
the Apostles. (Chrys.) We may also see the use of the baskets 
as a memento of the miracle to the Apostles; and therefore He 
afterwards refers to them, ‘“‘ How many baskets full took ye up ?”’ 
(Matt, xvi. 9.) See above on ii. 6. 

This Miracle was introductory to our Lord’s discourse at 
Capernaum concerning the Holy Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper, 
in which He Who is the true Bread of Life from Heaven, is ever 
distributing Himself by the hands of the Apostles, and an Apostolic 
Ministry, to the hungry and weary multitudes who are in this 
“desert place’’—the wilderness of this world, and are going up 
to the heavenly Jerusalem to celebrate an everlasting festival. 
See on Matt. xiv. 20, and note below at the end of this Chapter. 

14. obrds éoriv GANOGs 6 rpophtns | this is of a truth the Pro- 
phet. They had not yet learnt to acknowledge Him as God. 
Christ is a Prophet, and an Angel or Messenger, and the Lord 
of Prophets and of Angels, because He is the Word. (Aug, 
Alcuin.) > 

It is a greater thing to rule the world, than to multiply five 
loaves into food for five thousand; and yet men do not admire 
and adore and obey Christ, in His continual government of the 
Universe. We ought not so to regard Christ’s miracles, as to 
confine our eyes to Him on the mountains of earth. He is 
enthroned King of Kings and Lord of Lords in heaven (ep. 
Aug.) ; and sustains all things by His Providence and Power. 
See Matt. xiv. 20, and on Col. i. 16, 17. 

15. tpxecba Kal aprdCew—Baciréa] to come and take Him 
by force and make Him a King. Christ is indeed a King, the 
Prince of the Kings of the Earth. (Rev. i. 5.) His faithful 
people are His Kingdom, which He has purchased with His pre- 
cious blood. And hereafter His kingdom will be manifest, and 
the glory of His saints will appear. But the Disciples and the 
multitude imagined that He had come into the world in order to 
reign over it in person. This was to take Christ by force and 
make Him King. (Cp. Aug.) 

— dvexdpnoe—aitds udvos|] He withdrew again to the moun- 
tain Himself alone. Christ has now withdrawn Himself from 
this world, and has gone up by Himself alone to the highest 
heaven to pray for us; and thence He looks down upon us, 
struggling in the storms of the world, and rowing in the bark of 
His Church; and in His own due time, after a trial of our faith 


cand obedience, He will come to us walking on the waves of this 
‘world; and will save us when we seem to be perishing in the 


waterflood. See above on Matt. xiv. 23. 

16. dia} evening; soon succeeded by cxorta (v. 17). 

— Hpxovro] were going in the ship, on their passage across 
the Sea. 

17. ov €AnAVOEL—6 *Inoots] Jesus had not come to them. 
Christ in His love leaves His disciples, and is absent from them, 
even when they are in the sea, and in the storm and in the night ; 
in order to exercise their faith, and quicken their desire for His 
presence and aid, and to show His knowledge of their needs, and 
to prove His power to help them. (Cp. Chrys., Cyril.) 

19. oradlons cikooimevte 2) Tpidkovta] five-and-twenty or 
thirty furlongs. The Holy Spirit inspires the Evangelists, but 
does not annihilate their human faculties, or destroy their per- 
sonal identity. He reveals to them heavenly things beyond the 
range of time and space, but leaves them to calculate distances on 
earth and water by human measurement. He gives them In- 
spiration—but not Omniscience. Cp. Luke i. 56; iii. 23; ix. 
14. 28; xxii. 59. John iv. 6; xi. 18; xix. 39. Actsi. 15; ii. 41; 
xix. 7; xxv. 6; and Lee’s Lectures on Inspiration, Lect. i. 
London, 1854. 

— Oewpodor Thy Inoody wepimarodyTa em) Tis Oaddoons] they 
behold Jesus walking on the sea. Our Lord had returned to the 
mountain, and the disciples were rowing in the storm and in the 
darkness. The Ship in which they were, was an emblem of the 
Church. The waves and winds are the troubles that assail her ; 
and the Ship is tossed in the storm. In proportion as the End of 
the World approaches, errors wiil increase, terrors will multiply, 
iniquity will abound, infidelity will prevail, the light of love will 
wane and be nearly extinct. The darkness will become more 
thick; and Jesus does not yet arrive. All this is going on, as 
Time proceeds, and as the world grows old, tribulation and cala- 
mities increase, But in due time, Christ, Who is the true Light, 
will come, walking on the waves; that is, treading beneath His 
feet all the proud billows and tumultuous swellings of this World. 
(Cp. Aug.) 

Moses, as a servant, by the power of God divided the sea; 
but Christ, as Lord of all, by His own power walked on the sea. 
(Theoph.) 

20. ’Eyé civ] Tam, the Everliving One, Jehovah, the Author 
of Life. J am always at band and never pass by you, therefore 
be not afraid; but trust in Me. Our Lord allows us to be in 
trial and danger, to struggle in the storm, to endure for a long 
time, in order that our patience and perseverance and faith may 
be proved, and that we may resort to Him Who alone can save 
us. We are often in darkness and in storms, and the Devil and 
evil men assail and affright us: but let us listen to Christ’s voice, 
"Eye cit, wn poBetcc, and when human help fails, then divine 
aid will come. ‘Terrors pass by, but Christ never passes by. He 
ever says, “It is I.”’ I am He who always am, who ever remain ; 
therefore have faith in Me. And if we are rowing in the Apostolic 
Ship of the Church, doing our duty there in our respective call- 
ings, and if we desire to receive Christ into the Ship, He will not 
only quell the storm, but give us a fair breeze, and we shall soon 
be at the harbour where we would be—the calm harbour of hea- 
venly peace. They who are in the Ship, and are rowing in the 
storm; they who labour in the Church, and continue in good 
works to the end, will receive Christ, and will at length arrive at 
the waveless haven of everlasting life. (Cp. Aug. here.) 
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21. “H@eAov AaBetv] they were desirous to receive Him. It is 
said by some Interpreters (e.g. Meyer here), that this is irrecon- 
cilable with the narrative of the other Evangelists, who say that 
our Lord was received into the Ship (see Matt. xiv. 32. Mark vi. 
54), whereas it is alleged that St. John says here that they were 
only desirous to receive Him, but before He could enter the ship, 
the ship was at the shore. 

But this allegation rests on an erroneous translation of St. 
John’s words, #9<Aov AaBeiv. They do not mean, that they 
desired to receive Him, and did not receive Him; but the sense 
is, they were willing and desirous to receive Him, and did receive 
Him; and then, after they had received Him, the ship was at 
land, by the divine power of Him Whom they had received. 

The word 7#@«Aov is to be explained by what St. John knew, 
but did not record, because it had been related by the former 
Evangelists. At first the disciples were panic-struck, thinking 
He was a Spirit (Matt. xiv. 26), and cried out for fear (Mark vi. 
49), and then they were not willing to receive Him. But Peter 
went on the water and was upheld by Christ (Matt. xiv. 28). And 
then they were no longer afraid, but were willing and desirous to 
receive Him. On this use of 0éAw, see on viii. 44. 

22. mAoidpiuy] A small ship ; the greater the danger. 

23. eyyts] to the neighbourhood of the place, &c. 

These other boats are mentioned, in order to explain how the 
people came to Capernaum. 

— ebxapiothoavtos Tov Kuplov] when the Lord had given 
thanks. Observe, evxapiothoaytos and Kupiov, both words appro- 
priate here, in connexion with the Eucharist or Lord’s Supper 
(edxapiorla, Setrvoy Kupiaxdv). The word Kipios, Lord, is not 
often used in the Gospels when speaking of Christ; and, when it 
is used, it has a special significance. Cp. on Luke ii. 9; x. 1. 

25. ‘PaBBl, wore dde yéyovas;| Rabbi, when camest Thou, 
and how art Thou now, here? Jesus had come on the sea to the 
ship, and had brought the ship to land. 

Our Lord had fed the multitude with bread; and in that 
miraculous Feeding He typified the distribution of the Bread of 
Life in the Holy Eucharist, even unto the end of the world; and 
He had thus prepared His hearers for His discourse on the Holy 
Hucharist in the Synagogue at Capernaum. Reason cannot 
understand how He is present there. And where Reason is weak, 
there Faith is strong. He gives no answer to the question con- 
cerning His presence—When camest Thou hither, and how art 
Thou here? He was there present, to be seen and heard; but 
as to the time and manner of his presence, which was miraculous, 
He says nothing. “ His way is in the sea, and His paths in the 
great waters, and His footsteps are not known.” (Ps. Ixxvii. 19.) 

By walking on the sea, invisibly to the eyes of the multitude, 
and suddenly presenting Himself to them in the synagogue at 
Capernaum, in a manner unintelligible to them, He instructs us, 
that, though He does indeed come by Water in Holy Baptism, and 
is verily and indeed present in the Holy Eucharist,—yet the manner 
of His presence is not to be scrutinized by us. Faith believes 
that He is present, and rejoices in His presence; and is satisfied 
with the pleasures of His presence, and craves nothing more. 
Let us not speculate inqnisitively into the time and manner in 
which He is present in the Holy Eucharist, but let us receive Him 
joyfully in our hearts, as the disciples received Him into the ship ; 
and then we shall soon be at the haven of peace, where we would be. 

The words of Hooker on this subject (V. Ixvii.) deserve 
careful consideration :—‘ All things considered and compared with 
that success which truth hath hitherto had by so bitter conflicts 
with errors in this point (i.e. the mature and mode of Christ’s 
presence in the Holy Eucharist), shall I wish that men would 
more give themselves to meditate with silence what we have by 
the Sacrament, and less to dispute of the manner how ? 

“Tf any man suppose that this were too great stupidity and 
dulness, let us see whether the Apostles of our Lord themselves 

Vou. I. 


have not done the like. It appeareth by many examples, that 
they, of their own disposition, were very scrupulous and inquisitive, 
—yea, in other cases of less importance and less difficulty, always 
apt to move questions. How cometh it to pass that so few words 
of so high a mystery being uttered, they receive with gladness the 
gift of Christ, and make no show of doubt or scruple? The 
reason hereof is not dark to them who have any thing at all ob- 
served how the powers of the mind are wont to stir, when that 
which we infinitely long for presenteth itself above and besides 
expectation. Curious and intricate speculations do hinder, they 
abate, they quench such inflamed notions of delight and joy as 
divine graces use to raise when extraordinarily they are present. 
The mind, therefore, feeling present joy, is always marvellous un- 
willing to admit any other cogitation, and in that case casteth off 
those disputes whereunto the intellectual part at other times easily 
draweth. 

“A manifest effect whereof may be noted, if we compare 
with our Lord’s disciples, the people that are said in John vi. 24 
to have gone after Him to Capernaum. These leaving Him on 
the one side of the sea of Tiberias, and finding Him again as 
soon as themselves by ship were arrived on the country side, 
whither they knew that by ship He came not, and by land the 
journey was longer than, according to the time, He could have 
travelled,—as they wondered, so they asked also, ‘ Rabbi, when 
camest thou hither ?’ 

“The disciples, when Christ appeared to them in far more 
strange and miraculous manner, moved no question, but rejoiced 
greatly in what they saw (John xx. 20). For why? The one 
sought and beheld only that in Christ which they knew was more 
than natural; but yet their affection was not rapt therewith 
through any great extraordinary gladness. The other, when they 
looked on Christ, were not ignorant that they saw the well-spring 
of their own everlasting felicity. The one, because they enjoyed 
not, disputed; the other disputed not, because they enjoyed. 

“Tf, then, the presence of Christ with them did so much 
move, judge what their thoughts and affections were at the time 
of this new presentation of Christ, not before their eyes, but 
within their souls. They had learned before that His fiesh and 
blood are the true cause of eternal life; that this they are not by 
the bare force of their own substance, but through the dignity and 
worth of His Person, which offered them up by way of sacrifice 
for the life of the whole world, and doth make them still effectual 
thereunto; finally, that to us they are life in particular, by being 
particularly received. 

“Thus much they knew, although as yet they understood not 
perfectly to what effect or issue the same would come,—till at the 
length, being assembled for no other cause which they could 
imagine but to have eaten the Passover only that Moses appointeth, 
when they saw their Lord and Master, with hands and eyes lifted 
up to heaven, first bless and consecrate for the endless good of all 
generations till the world’s end, the chosen elements of bread and 
wine,—which elements made for ever the instruments of life by 
virtue of His divine benediction, they being the first that were 
commanded to receive from Him,—the first which were warranted 
by His promise, that not only unto them at the present time, but 
to whomsoever they and their successors after them did duly 
administer the same, those mysteries should serve as conducts of 
life and conveyances of His body and blood unto them, was it 
possible they should hear that voice,—‘ Take eat, this is My 
body ; drink ye all of this, this is My blood ;’ possible, that doing 
what was required, and believing what was promised, the same 
should have present effect in them, and not fill them with a kind 
of fearful admiration at the heaven which they saw in themselves ? 
They had at that time a sea of comfort and joy to wade in; and 
we by that which they did are taught that this heavenly food is 
given for the satisfying of our empty souls, and not for the exer- 
cising of our curious and subtle wits. 
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“If we doubt what those admirable words may import, let 
him be our teacher for the meaning of Christ, to whom Christ was 
Himself a Schoolmaster. Let our Lord’s Apostle be His inter- 
preter, content we ourselves with His explication (1 Cor. x. 16), 
—WMy body, the communion of My body; My blood, the com- 
munion of My blood. Is there any thing more expedite, clear, 
and easy, than that as Christ is termed our life, so the parts of 
this sacrament are His body and blood, for that they are so ¢o us, 
who, receiving them, receive that by them which they are termed ? 
The bread and cup are His body and blood, because they are 
causes instrumental upon the receipt whereof the participation of 
His body and blood ensueth ; for that which produceth any certain 
etfect is not vainly or improperly said to be that very effect where- 
unto it tendeth. Every cause is in the effect which groweth from 
it. Our souls and bodies, quickened to eternal life, are effects, 
the cause whereof is the Person of Christ; His body and blood 
are the true well-spring out of which this life floweth. So that 
His body and blood are in that very subject whereunto they 
minister life, not only by effect or operation, even as the influence 
of the heavens is in plants, beasts, men, and in every thing which 
they quicken, but also by a far more divine and mystical kind of 
union which maketh us one with Him, even as He and the Father 
are one.” 

26. ’ArrexplOn adr. 6 "Inoots ka) eirey] He who had retired to 
the mountains now preaches to the crowd. After the Mystery of 
the Miracle He delivers a Sermon on that Sacrament which was 
specially typified by the Miracle; and satiates with doctrine the 
souls of those whose bodies He had refreshed with food. 

— (nreiré we—ori epdyere] ye seek Me—because ye ate of 
the loaves and were filled. How few seek Jesus for the sake of 
Jesus! (Awg.) 

27. "Epyd(ecbe uh] Work, for labour is necessary; but work 
not for the meat that perisheth. 

Ye seek me carnally, and not spiritually; ye seek temporal 
sustenance, and I have given you bodily sustenance, in order that 
ye may learn to seek that sustenance which nourishes the soul 
unto eternal life. (Chrys., Aug.) 

— hy 6 Vids Tov avOpdrov ipiv dace] which the Son of Man 
will give you. When you receive the Lord’s Supper from the 
hands of Christ’s Minister, look with the eye of faith at Him 
whom you do not see with the bodily eye. Look at Christ. The 
Priest is the dispenser of the food, but not its maker. The Son 
of Man gives Himself in it to us, that we may dwell in Him and 
Hein us. And do not imagine that this Son of Man is like other 
sons of men; for Him hath God the Father sealed, and He con- 
tains in Himself the fulness of God Who has sealed Him to be 
the image and impress of Himself. (Heb.i.1—3. Cp. Hilary, 
de Trin. viii.) And He gives us of His own divine fulness in 
that Holy Communion. 

29. Totréd 2. 7d &pyov Tod @cod, tva motevonte] This is the 
work of God (which He requires and enables you by His grace to 
perform), that ye should believe in Him whom He hath sent. It 
is one thing to believe Christ, and another to believe in Christ. 
The Devils believe Christ, but not in Him. We believe Paul, 
but not in him. To believe in Him is to love Him by faith, by 
faith to be incorporated into Him. This is the faith which God 
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requires of us, the faith which worketh by love. (Gal. v. 6. Cp. 
on Matt. xviii. 6.) 

There are works which seem to be good, and yet are not 
good, because they are not done with an eye to Him, as an end, 
from Whom all good comes, for ‘‘ Christ is the end of the law to 
every one that believeth” (Rom. x. 4); therefore Christ does not 
separate works from faith, but says that faith is the work of 
God. (Aug.) 

As Hooker says (I. xi. 6) on this text—‘‘ Not that God doth 
require nothing at the hands of men, saving only a naked Belief 
(for, Hope and Charity we may not exclude), but that without 
Belief all other things are as nothing, and it is the ground of those 
other divine Virtues.” 

81. Of rarépes juay] Our fathers; more than half a million 
of persons ate manna, supplied miraculously for forty years in the 
wilderness. Thou hast only fed 5000 once, and not from heaven, 
but from earth. 

— 7 pdvva] the manna. See v. 49. 

82. OV Matiots Sédwxey buiv thy Uprov ex Tod ovpavod]| Moses 
hath not given to you the bread, the true bread, from Heaven ; 
i.e. the true bread was not given in his days to your fathers: the 
bread which he gave was ‘‘ meat that perisheth,” and only ¢ypical 
of the true bread (1 Cor. x. 3), which Moses could not give; it 
could not be given but by Me alone, and it is now given by Me. 

Compare Jgnatius, ad Rom. 7, who seems to have had these 
words in his mind: ovx *8ouc TpopH POopas ovdée Hdovais rod 
Blov rovrou: “ApTov cod Oérw, bs €or: TapE "Inood Xpiorod, 
Tov viod Tov Ocod, Tod ex yévous AaBid, al wéua OéAw, Td aiwa 
avTod, 6 dot dyarn &pOapTos. 

83. ‘O yap apros Tod cod eorw 6 KataBalywy] Because the 
bread of God is He that cometh down from heaven, and giveth 
life to the world. After the passage of the Red Sea, which is a 
figure of Baptism, the people were fed with manna, which is the 
figure of Christ’s body and blood, Who is the Living Bread that 
came down from Heaven. So after our Lord has walked invisibly 
on the sea, the type of His presence in Baptism, He speaks of the 
heavenly manna which He gives in the other Sacrament to those 
who have been baptized. Thus Christ’s passage over the sea 
connects His two Discourses on the two Sacraments,—that with 
Nicodemus and that at Capernaum. 

He is the true Manna. The word Manna signifies “ what is 
it?” and we are lost in devout admiration, when we meditate on 
this divine Manna, what is He? How is He the Son of God and 
the Son of Man? ‘ Who shall declare His generation?”? How 
is He given to us in this Holy Sacrament ? 

— xataBalywv| coming down of its own accord (see v. 38), 
and not for the food of one people in the wilderness for forty 
years, but for the World. 

35. apos—eis] Observe the difference of these two preposi- 
tions. We must come fo (mpds) Christ, and be incorporated into 
(cis) Him by faith. Cp. v. 37. 

— od ph mevdon—diuphon| Not mewdoei—divhoes, the read- 
ing of a few MSS. and some editions. See oniv. 14. He does 
not say, they wil/ not hunger or thirst, but they shall not. He 
will preserve them from it. He only can. 
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37. ov un exBddraw %€w] I shall not cast out. He who cometh 
to Me is incorporated with Me, and becomes like Me, and there- 
fore will not do his own will, but God’s will; and so will never be 
cast out, for that which is cast out of Heaven is Pride. (Aug.) 

38. KaraBéBnxa ék Tod ovpayod, ovx wa mod To BéAnua Td 
éudv] I have come down from heaven not to do mine own will, 
but the will of Him that sent Me. In order that Pride (the root 
of all our diseases) might be cured, the Son of God came down 
from heaven and humbled himself. Therefore, O man, why art 
thou proud? The Son of God was made humble for thy sake. 
Perhaps thou mayest be ashamed to imitate a man in humility; 
imitate God, who humbled Himself, and sets you an example of 
humility. J came not to do mine own will. Humility does the 
will of God. (Aug. Cp. Grey. Nazian. p. 548.) 

89. rav—uh] that I should lose nothing ; wav ph, a Hebraism, 
228) (do-col). Exod. xii. 43. Lev. iv. 2. Matt. xxiv. 22. Luke 
i. 37. (Vorst. Hebr. 531.) 

40. Totro yap] So A, B, C, D, K, L.—oiro 5é. Elz. 

— 6 Bewpdv| he that looketh on, contemplateth. Uebr. mn 
(chazah). On the difference between @cewpd and dmrouat, see 
below on xvi. 16. 

41. "Eydyyuor oby of *lovdaior] The Jews therefore were mur- 
muring, because He said Iam the bread that came down from 
out of (ex not ard) heaven. They were estranged from that 
living bread that came down from heaven, and had not learned to 
feel hunger for it. That bread seeks for the craving of the inner 
man, and satisfies it. (Awg.) 

44. ovdels BUvaTai—aitdy] no one can come to Me except the 
Father who sent Me draw him. édxtw is used by LXX for 
Hebrew m1 (mashah), which does not imply violence, as Jer. 
xxxi. 3. (Rosenmiiiller.) 

See the power of Divine Grace. No one can come except 
He is drawn. If thou dost not desire to err, do not seek to deter- 
mine whom God draws, and whom He does not draw; nor why 
He draws one man and not another. But if thou thyself art not 
drawn by God, pray to Him that thou mayest be drawn. God is 
ready to draw every man, for He says, It is written in the Pro- 
phets, they shall all be taught of God (Isa. liv. 13). And, again, 
Every one that hath heard and learned of the Father cometh to 
me (John vi. 45), and Him that cometh to me J will in no wise 
cast out (John vi. 37). Besides, Christ says, that He will draw 
all, rdyras €Axbow, John xii. 32. (Aug.) 

This saying does not deny our freewill, which is the error of 
the Manichzans, but proves our need of divine grace; it does not 
say that the unwilling comes, but that he comes who receives 


grace ; and we have a Teacher who is willing to give His blessing 
to all (as is evident from v. 45), and pours out His heavenly 
teaching upon all. God draws all who are willing to be drawn ; 
but He does not draw others; as the magnet draws not every 
thing, but it draws iron. (Chrys., Theoph.) You are not drawn 
against your will. God draws by love, not by force, but “‘ by the 
cords of a man,”’ Hos. xi. 4. 

45. covrat mavres diSaxTol Gcod] all shall be taught of God. 
On the phrase d:5axrol @cod, see 1 Cor. ii. 13. Vorst. Hebr. pp. 
408, 409. Winer, p. 170. Cf. @eodidanro1, 1 Thess. iv. 9. t 

I may utter words that sound in your ears, but unless your 
minds are enlightened by God, how can you know Me? (Aug., 
Chrys.) 

— Mlas 6 &xotoas—epxera:] Every one that hath hearkened 
to what is said from the Father, and hath learnt, cometh unto 
Me. Where true hearing is, there is obedience; for faith is not 
of necessity, but by persuasion. And that understanding, by way 
of assistance, rather than of force, which is in Christ, is supplied 
from the Father. For the truth of Christian doctrine teaches 
that the Freewill of the human soul is preserved entire. (Cyrii.) 
See below, Introduction to the Hpistle to the Romans, p. 194. 

48. -Eyé cius 6 &pros Tis Cwijs| I am the bread of life. The 
multitudes followed Him seeking food for their bodies, and remem- 
bering the manna which had been given to their fathers; but our 
Lord teaches them that these things were figures emblematic of 
the Truth now present to their eyes, and therefore proceeds to 
speak of spiritual food, “ I am the bread of life,”’ which is given 
in the mystical Communion of His own Body. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

50. oitos] this is the bread that cometh down from heaven; 
i.e. I myself. See Matt. xvi. 18, and below, v. 58. 

— iva rhs e abrod odyn Kal uh aroddvn] that a man may eat 
thereof and not die. Moses ate the manna, and many who pleased 
God ate it, and did not die, because they received the visible 
food spiritually, and tasted it spiritually, that they might be 
satiated spiritually. We also now receive visible food. But the 
Sacrament is one thing, and the Virtue of the Sacrament is 
another; for many receive at the altar, and perish in receiving. 
Whence the Apostle says (1 Cor. xi. 29), “He that eateth and 
drinketh unworthily, eateth and drinketh damnation.” To eat 
this heavenly food spiritually, is to wash our hands in innocency, 
and +o to come to the altar (Ps. xxvi. 6): though we sin daily, 
let not our sin be deadly ; and before we come to the altar let us 
reflect on the prayer, ‘‘ Forgive us our trespasses, as we forgive 
them that trespass against us.’’ If you forgive, you will be for- 
given. Come, then, with confidence. If any man eateth of this 
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bread he shall not die; that is, if he eats what belongs to the 
Virtue of the Sacrament, not what belongs only to the visible 
Sacrament; if he feeds upon it internally; feeds upon it in his 
heart, not only presses upon it with his teeth. (Aug.) 


51. 6 &pros dt by eye décw] the bread which I will give is 
My flesh. He thus shows His power and freewill. He was 
crucified; He was given by His Father, but He gave Himself. 
(Theoph.) Our Lord gave this Bread when He delivered the 
Sacrament of His Body and Blood to His disciples, and when He 
offered Himself to the Father on the Altar of the Cross. (Bede.) 

I die for all, that I may quicken all by My death; and I offer 
My flesh as a ransom (dytfAvtpov) for the flesh of all. Death 
will die in My death; and the nature of Man which has fallen in 
Adam will rise again in Me. Iam therefore made like you, of 
the seed of Abraham. Death could not otherwise have been 
destroyed, except Christ had given Himself a ransom for all. As 
the Psalmist says, “Sacrifice and burnt-offering thou wouldest 
not, but a body thou hast prepared Me. Then said I, Lo, I 
come” (Ps. xl. 8,9). ‘‘ He bare our sins in His own Body on the 
tree, and by His stripes we are healed” (1 Pet. ii. 24). There- 
fore He says (John xvii. 19), I sanctify Myself, that is, I conse- 
crate Myself, and offer Myself as an Immaculate Victim, for the 
life of all. And this redemption is effected by the Union of the 
two Natures. For after that the Life-giving Word of God made 
His dwelling in our Flesh, He transformed it to His own Virtue, 
that is, to Life; and, by the ineffable mystery of His union with 
us, He quickened us and made us to be like what He is in Himself. 
Therefore the body of Christ quickens those who partake in it. 


( Cyril.) 


The Fathers combat the Eutychian Heresy by arguments 
drawn from what our Lord says concerning the Lord’s Supper. 

The Sacraments which we receive of the Body and Blood of 
Christ are a divine thing, because through them we are made par- 
takers of the divine nature. And yet there does not cease to 
exist in them the substance of bread and wine. And an image 
and similitude of the Body and Blood of Christ is seen and 
solemnized in the celebration of these mysteries; and we must 
have the same belief concerning Christ our Lord as we profess 
concerning His image (in the Sacrament), viz. that as the elements 
pass into a divine substance, by the operation of the Holy Spirit, 
and yet remain in the properties of their own nature, so they show 
that the principal mystery, whose efficacy and virtue they truly 
represent to us—namely, Christ—remains One, because entire 
and true; while these things (i.e. the two natures), of which 
Christ consists, remain in their true properties. (Gelasius, Bp. 
of Rome, a.p. 492—496, ‘De duabus naturis in Christo.’ Bibl. 
Patr. Lat. v. p. 671.) The bread and wine even after Consecra- 
tion lose not their own nature, but remain in their proper sub- 
stance, shape, and form. (Theodoret, Eranist. iv. p. 85.) See 
Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. iii. p. 8306, who says, ‘“ hence it is 
observable that the Church in those days understood no such doc- 
trine as that of Transubstantiation.”’ See below on wv. 53, 54. 


— i odpt pov eorly] is My flesh. They who heard that saying 
shuddered at it, and thought it to be impossible. But the faithful 
people of Christ know the body of Christ, if they themselves 
take heed to be His Body. Let them be indeed the body of 
Christ, if they desire to live by the Spirit of Christ. The body 
of Christ cannot live but by the Spirit of Christ. Hence the 
Apostle says, ‘‘ we are one bread and one body” (1 Cor. x. 17). 

O Sacrament of Piety! O Symbol of Unity! O Bond of 
Charity! He who desires to have life, has a place where he may 
have it, and a source whence he may receive it. Let him draw 
near, let him have faith, let him be in the body of Christ, that 
he may derive life from it. And let him be a living and sound 
member in the body; let him cleave to the body; let him live 
from God to God; let him now labour on earth that he may reign 
in heaven. (Aug.) 


— Ilé@s dvvata] How can He give us His flesh to eat? A 
like question to that of Nicodemus, when Christ spoke to him of 
the other Sacrament (John iii. 9). How did He feed the five 


thousand? The answer is the same in both cases—by His divine 
Power. (Cp. Chrys.) 

58, 54. Auhy dphv—eay wh pdynre] Verily, verily, I say 
unto you, Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of Man, and drink 
His blood, ye have no life in you. A form of speech parallel to 
that used prophetically by Christ to Nicodemus concerning the 
other Sacrament, that of Baptism (John iii. 5). Observe also 
that the éav uh, except, is, in the two cases, introduced by ’Auhy 
duhv, Verily, verily (used twice in both cases, iii. 3.5; vi. 47. 53), 
and makes the parallel more solemn. 

Our Lord did not as yet explain, how they were to eat His 
flesh and drink His blood; for they were not as yet ripe for the 
intelligence of this mystery. But He tells them what inestimable 
blessings were to be gained from that eating and drinking, and so 
quickens a more vehement desire in their minds to believe it. 
He would first teach them to believe Him, and would afterwards 
reward their faith by fruition of Himself. He afterwards eax- 
plained His words, at the Institution of the Holy Eucharist (Matt. 
xxvi. 26, 27. Mark xiv. 22, 23. Luke xxii. 19, 20), by saying, 
“Take eat, this is My body,” and “ Drink ye all of this.” 

Let all hearken to Christ, who says, ‘‘ Except ye eat the flesh 
of the Son of Man ye have no life in you.’ They cannot taste 
that life which is in holiness and felicity, who do not receive the 
Son of Man in the Holy Communion. 

Since Christ is the bread of life, and we have no life in us, 
except we eat His fiesh and drink His blood, let those take heed 
who have been baptized, and yet rarely resort to Church to receive 
the Holy Communion, under a pretence of fear and reverence, 
and so exclude themselves from eternal life. This pretext, though 
it seems to be religious, is a trap and snare. Rather, they ought 
to strive to be cleansed from sin, and amend their lives. Satan 
has various devices, and when he has tempted us to sin, he then 
makes us shrink from divine grace. But let us break his chains, 
and shake off his tyrannical yoke, and serve God, and come to 
divine and heavenly grace, and approach the Holy Communion of 
Christ. So we shall conquer Satan, and be partakers of the 
Divine Nature, and rise to life and immortality. (Cyrii.) 

The mention of blood here as well as Jody contains a pro- 
phecy, i.e. that our Lord would not die by a natural death, but 
be slain and pierced; and that by this body slain and blood shed 
He would give life to the world. Men may have temporal life 
without eating that bread and drinking that blood, but eéernal 
life they cannot have. By this food and drink He means tke 
communion of His own Body. Our Lord therefore presented 
His Body and Blood in those things which are made of many into 
one. For the one element (the Bread, apros, or loaf) is made of 
many grains; the other (the Wine) flows together into one from 
many grapes. The Sacrament of this Unity of Christ’s Body and 
Blood is prepared in some places daily; and in other places at 
stated intervals, on the Lord’s Table; and by some it is received 
unto life, and by others it is received unto death. But the thing 
diself, of which it is a Sacrament, is unto life to every man, and is 
not to death to any one that partakes of it. (Auwg.) 

Before the bread is consecrated, we call it dread; but when 
by the ministry of the priest the divine grace sanctifies the bread, 
it is reputed worthy to be called the Body of Christ, although the 
nature of bread remains in it. (Chrys., as is generally supposed, 
ad Cesar. ap. Routh, Script. Eccl. ii. 126, ed. 1840, where other 
ancient testimonies to the same effect may be seen.) See above, 
on v. 52, and below, on 1 Cor. x. 16. 

54. tpwywv)] he that eateth My flesh, and drinketh My blood, 
hath life eternal. There is a gradual ascent in the language of 
this Discourse, from one spiritual altitude to another. Each sen- 
tence in succession is an exercise of faith, and invites it to rise 
higher, and to surmount new difficulties. 

First He speaks of &pros, bread, what He Himself had just 
multiplied, to feed the bodies of the five thousand, and so connects 
His Sermon with the Miracle (v.26). Then of bread from heaven 
(v. 32); then of the bread of God (v. 33); then of the bread of 
life (v. 35); then of living bread (v. 51); and then He says that 
this is Himself (v. 51); and then, that it is His flesh (v. 51); 
and then, that it is necessary to eat (payeiy) that flesh and drink 
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His blood (v. 53); and then He adopts a new word for eating— 
aremarkable one—tpéyw. Here, in this word, is the climax of 
difficulty. It is repeated no less than four times in relation to this 
subject (vv. 54. 56—58); and it only occurs in two other places 
of the N. T.—Jobn xiii. 18. Matt. xxiv. 38. It seems to be 
intentionally chosen as a hard saying. It means something more 
than mere dayciv. Etymologically it is connected with tpiw and 
Tpéw, to pierce. Properly it is not applied to food prepared by 
man ; and it signifies the eager appetite with which animals fix on 
their food and devour it. Compare the words of Christ concern- 
ing Christians as likened to birds of prey—eagles—hastening to 
their food (Matt. xxiv. 28. Luke xvii. 37). It shows the need of 
coming to Christ in the Holy Communion with spiritual hunger 
and with devout cravings and earnest longings and yearnings of a 
famished soul for heavenly food. Cp. on xiii. 18. 

— dvacrhow] I will raise him up in the last day. 1 will raise 
him up in his dody. Thus the gift of Resurrection to eternal life 
in a glorified body is connected with the reception of the body 
of Christ in the Holy Communion. And this is what the Church 
of England declares when she says, ‘‘ The Body of our Lord Jesus 
Christ, which was given for thee, preserve thy Jody and soul 
unto everlasting life.” See further below, on 1 Cor. x. 16—20. 

55. 7) yap cdpé pov aAndas eat Bpdois| for My Flesh is meat 
indeed, and My Blood is drink indeed. Being the flesh of Him 
Who is God,—not that Christ’s flesh has been changed into 
the nature of God. No; but as iron when heated retains the 
nature of iron, and exercises the energy of fire, so His flesh re- 
mains flesh and vivifies us,—being the flesh of Him Who is God. 
(Theoph.) 

We are called members of Christ because we receive the Son 
Himself, in the Holy Communion. His Blood is the Blood of Him 
Who is the Life. (Cyril.) 

— GAn0ds] Some MSS. (e.g. B, C, D, K, L, T) have &andhs 
here, but the preponderance of authority is for aA7@ds. 

56. ‘O tpwywv pod Thy cdpxa] Observe the position of the 
pronoun pov; in both cases it is emphatic,—‘The flesh of Me, 
Who am God, and by My divine power quicken whom I will.’ 

Christ is the Life, being generated from the Living Father 
of all. And His human Body is Life-giving, in that it is united 
to the Life-giving Word in one Person. For, after the Incarna- 
tion, the two Natures of God and Man were indissolubly joined in 
Him. Wherefore by communion in His Body we have life in 
ourselves, being united to that Body, as it is united to the Word 
Who dwells in it. (Cyril.) 

These words of our Lord are to be referred to the Holy 
Eucharist, in which we partake of the Body and Blood of Christ. 
(Chrys.) 

See also Clemens Alexandrin. Pedagog c. 6. Blunt on 
the Early Fathers, p. 564. 

By these mystical words our Lord taught us to be in His 
body, under Himself the Head, eating His flesh, not forsaking His 
Unity. But many who were present did not understand His 
meaning, and were offended ; for they thought of nothing but the 
flesh, which they themselves were (i.e. they received His words 
carnally, being themselves carnal). But the Apostle says, ¢o 
be carnally minded is death (Rom. viii. 6). Therefore we ought 
not to taste Christ’s flesh carnally, as some did who said, ‘“‘ This 
is a hard saying ; who can hear it?” (wv. 60) (Aug.) and He there- 
fore replied to them in v. 62. 

He who does not dwell in Christ, nor Christ in him, with- 
out doubt neither eats His flesh nor drinks His blood, but 
rather eats and drinks to his own condemnation the Sacrament of 


so great a thing. (Aug. Cp. the MSS. collations in the last 
Benedictine edition, vol. iii. p. 1987, and p. lxxvii, on the words 
from Augustine in our 29th Article.) 

59. Kapapvaotuy] Capernaum ; i.e. city of comfort (see on Matt. 
iv. 13),—a fit place for this discourse on those benefits which by 
His precious blood-shedding He has obtained to us, and on those 
holy ‘‘ mysteries which He has instituted as pledges of His love, 
and for a continual remembrance of His death, to our great and 
endless comfort.” 

60. SAnpds eori odtos 6 Adyos] A hard saying, to those who 
are hard; incredible to the incredulous. (Aug. Serm. 131.) 

Because they had heard Him speak of flesh, they thought 
He wished to make them eaters of flesh ; but we, who understand 
these words spiritually, are not devourers of flesh, but are 
spiritualized by this food. (Theophyl.) 

62. "Edy obv Oewpjte] What then if ye should behold the 
Son of Man ascending up where He was before? If you are 
staggered by the assertion that My flesh can give you life, and 
that it is necessary for you to eat it, if you would live indeed, 
how can it, like a winged bird, soar up to heaven? But if, as 
your own eyes will see, it raises itself to heaven, cannot it also 
raise you? cannot it vivify you? It is not, however, the flesh, as 
flesh, that will vivify you, but it is the Flesh united to the Word; 
it is the Flesh in which ‘“‘ dwelleth all the fulness of the Godhead 
bodily’ (Col. ii. 9). It is the Spirit that dwelleth in it that 
quickeneth ; and ‘the Lord is that Spirit”? (2 Cor. iii. 17). (Cp. 
Cyril on St. Luke, p. 666, ed. Smith.) 

They thought He would give them His body to eat, but He 
said that He, in His body entire, would ascend to heaven. Then 
you will perceive that He does not give His body in the way you 
imagine, and that His Grace is not to be fed upon by the ¢eeth. 
‘“‘Gratia Hjus non consumitur morsibus.”’ (Awg.) 

— Gov iv Td mpdrepoy] where He was before. Not that the 
human body of Christ came down from heaven (for that is the 
heresy of Marcion and Apollinarius), but because the Son of 
Man and the Son of God are one Christ. (Theoph.) Our Lord 
answers their murmurs by these words: “ You imagine that I am 
about to give you My Body to divide as it were into parts for you 
to eat. What if you see Me ascend?” Certainly He Who 
ascended bodily, could not be eaten bodily. Let them eat and 
drink Him Who is our Life; and the Body and Blood of Christ 
will be Life to us, if that which is visibly taken in the Sacrament 
is indeed spiritually eaten and spiritually drunken. For our Lord 
proceeds to say (v. 63), “It is the Spirit that quickeneth.”’ 
(Aug. Serm. cxxxi.) 

63. Td mvedud eort Td (worototy] It is the Spirit that quicken- 
eth. Cp. 1 Cor. xv. 45, ‘The first man Adam was made a 
living soul; the last Adam was made a quickening spirit,’’—eis 
mveiua Cworoiodv,—i.e. by union of flesh with deity; the flesh 
which Christ took became by His assumption of it the flesh of 
Him Who is God,—and Who, as the universal and everlasting J 
am, quickens all. It is not by participating in His flesh as flesh, 
but by faith in His Divinity dwelling in that flesh, and by it com- 
municating itself to us, that we are profited in the reception of 
the Holy Communion of His Body and Blood. Not that His 
flesh profits nothing; for our only hope of life eternal in body 
and soul is through His Incarnation ; but what profits nothing, is 
to think of His flesh merely as flesh. So the Apostle says 
(2 Cor. iii. 6), “‘The letter killeth, but the Spirit giveth life ;”" 
not that the letter is nothing; but the letter alone, without the 
Spirit, killeth. Cp. Cyri/ here. We must not say that Christ’s 
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flesh or body profiteth nothing (see v. 53, 54), but to understand 
these things merely in a carnal way profiteth nothing. (Chrys.) 

Why did He say, ‘‘ Except ye eat the flesh,” &c.? Because 
the flesh considered carnally, as ye consider it, profiteth nothing. 
But the flesh must be quickened by the Spirit, and then the 
Spirit, in the flesh, and by the flesh, profits much. Your soul 
quickens only the members which are in your body ; if you take a 
limb away, it is not quickened by your soul. This we say, that 
we may love unity and fear separation. A Christian ought not to 
fear any thing so much as to be separated from Christ’s Body; for 
if he is separated from the Body of Christ, he is not a member of 
Christ, and if not a member of Christ, he is not quickened by His 
Spirit. (Aug.) 

— mvedua nad Cwh] they are Spirit and they are Life. 
‘‘ Spiritualiter intelligenda.” Cp. Aug. in Ps. xcviii. 9, a strong 
passage against Transubstantiation ; and Hooker, V. Ixvii. 9, who 
says, ‘ His words were spirit, that is, had reference to a mystical 
participation !’ which mystical participation giveth life. 

— 6 mapadmécwv] he who would betray Him. The betrayal 
took place at the season of the Passover, and soon after the Insti- 
tution of the Holy Eucharist; and so the treachery of Judas was 
connected with these words, concerning the Holy Eucharist, 
and spoken before at a Passover. 

67. Sédexa] the Twelve. That these were the Apostles, St. 
John supposes to be known from the other Gospels. 

69. 6 Xpiords, 6 Yids] the Christ, the Son of God. B,C, D, 
L have 6 Gyios Tot @cod, the Holy One of God. 

— Tov (@vTos] the living. Cancelled by some on the autho- 
rity of a very few MSS., e.g. B, C, D, L, and six cursive copies, 
but confirmed by most of the Versions and Fathers ; and very ex- 
pressive and relevant to this place in connexion with fjuata (wis 

v. 68). 
RON een aie I chose—and one of you is a devil. There 
is therefore an election of grace, from which men may fall. 
(Bengel.) 

%1. "Ioxapiotynv] B, C, G, L have *Ioxapidrov. 


Review OF THE CoNTENTS OF THE ForEGOING CHAPTER. 
—It is said by the Holy Spirit in v. 6 of this chapter, that 
“ Christ Himself knew what He would do ;”’ and this saying may 
be taken as a clue to the whole; for all our Lord’s sayings and 
actions in it are prophetical. 

St. John in his Gospel does not describe the Institution of 
either Sacrament. That had been done by the preceding Evan- 
gelists. But he alone records our Lord’s prophetical discourses 
concerning both Sacraments; first, in the third chapter, concern- 
ing Baptism; and secondly, in the sixth chapter, concerning the 
Lord’s Supper. And there is a striking resemblance in the 
manner in which each of the Sacraments is treated by Our Lord 
in this Gospel. (See, for instance, v. 53, compared with iii. 3.) 

The Blessed Evangelist St. John had begun his Gospel, by 
proclaiming Christ’s Hverlasting Godhead, ‘‘ In the beginning was 
the Word” (i. 1); He had then declared His Incarnation. 
“ The Word was made Flesh and dwelt in us” (i. 14), He pitched 
His tent in the Nature of us all, became our Emmanuel, God with 
us, God manifest in the Flesh. He had affirmed that we all have 
received of His fulness, and that He has given to us, who receive 
Him, and believe on His Name, power to become children of 
God (i. 11, 12. 16). 

He then introduces this Divine Personage Himself teaching 


us, what the instruments and means are, by which the union of 
each one of us with Him Who is the Life, is first formed, and 
afterwards maintained. This the Evangelist does by recording 
first Our Lord’s conversation with Nicodemus, on the necessity of 
Regeneration, or New Birth in Himself, and of the instrument of 
that New Birth, namely, the Holy Sacrament of Baptism: and 
secondly, by relating the Miraculous Feeding on the Mountain on 
the n.E. of the sea of Galilee, and the miraculous passage of our 
Lord in the darkness and storm over the sea, and His Sermon 
preached on the morrow in the Synagogue at Capernaum, in 
which He comments on the Miraculous Feeding, and takes occa- 
sion therefrom to teach the doctrine of the other Sacrament, that 
of the Holy Eucharist, by which He continually strengthens the 
union which was begun with Himself in Baptism; and sustains 
the divine life which He communicated to His Members at their 
baptismal incorporation in Him. 

Thus it is shown that there is an analogy between the two 
Sacraments, and that they occupy a place peculiar to themselves 
in the Christian Dispensation. 

In a word, the Third Chapter and the Sixth Chapter of St. 
John’s Gospel may be said to contain two Sermons upon 
the Sacraments, from the Divine lips of Him Who instituted them. 

Our Lord employs the same method in speaking of the 
Second Sacrament, that of His Body and Blood, in the sixth 
Chapter, as He had done in speaking of the First—the Sacrament 
of Baptism, in the third Chapter. 

The reader is requested to refer here to the Note at the end 
of that chapter, page 284. 

If it be alleged, that Christ’s Words could not refer to the 
Sacraments, because they were not so understood by those who 
then heard them; this objection, it must be replied, is grounded 
on a misconception of our Lord’s Nature and Teaching. 

He knew what He would do; and He knew that His Words 
would be recorded by the Holy Spirit in Holy Scripture, for the 
teaching and comfort of all future ages of the world. Such 
language as was not intelligible at the time when, and to the per- 
sous to whom, it was first uttered, was most appropriate in the 
mouth of Him Who foreknows all things, and spake to all men in 
all time. See below on xii. 16. 

Its subsequent explanation by what afterwards took place 
proves His Divinity: it is an evidence of the truth of the Gospel, 
and confirms our faith in Christ. 

His Teaching was prophetical. 
knowledge. It was also probationary ; it tried the faith of His 
hearers. Some would be staggered and fall away, and would no 
more walk with Him (v. 66). But they who meekly and lovingly 
trusted in Him would abide with Him in patience, because they 
had seen His miracles and knew that He hath the words of eternal 
life; and they would wait till what were at first hard sayings 
would be cleared up by visible actions and by spiritual illumina- 
tions. 

So it was with regard to our Lord’s Teaching concerning both 
the Sacraments. Those very persons, who at first may have 
been perplexed by that teaching, were afterwards enlightened by 
receiving those Sacraments, and by becoming Ministers of those 
Sacraments to others. 


It proceeded from His fore- 


Consider the historical Narrative of the foregoing Chapter. 
_Our Lord, at the approach of a Passover, goes up with His 
disciples to a hill on the North-eastern side of the Lake of 
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Galilee; and the Multitudes who had seen His miracles of heal- 
ing, and were going up to Jerusalem, follow Him (vi. 1—5). He 
preaches to them, and heals some of them (cp. Luke ix. 2). 

It is probable that this Miracle of feeding the Five Thousand 
was wrought on a Friday, the day of our Lord’s Passion ; for, we 
find that the neat day our Lord is preaching in a Synagogue 
(v. 22. 59), probably on the Jewish Sabbath (Luke iv. 16), or 
Saturday. He seems to have delivered the food to the Five 
Thousand at the same season of the year, and on the same day of 
the week as that in which He gave His body and blood as food to 
the world. 

It was now afternoon, and He commands His disciples to 
arrange the multitude of five thousand men, besides women and 
children, in companies of fifties; and having blessed and broken 
the five barley loaves and two fishes, He delivers them to the dis- 
ciples to deliver to the multitude; and they were all filled; and 
the fragments that remain are gathered up by the disciples and 
fill twelve baskets. 

The multitude would have taken Him and made Him their 
King; but He retires to the mountain, and commands the dis- 
ciples to embark in the ship, and pass over to the western side of 
the Lake. A storm arises and darkness comes on, and He sees 
them toiling in rowing, and comes to them walking on the sea. 
They are affrighted at the sight, but He says, “I am, be not 
afraid,’’ and they gladly receive Him into the ship, which was 
immediately at the land where they were going. 

The next day, many of the people who bad partaken of the 
loaves, came over the sea to Capernaum, and asked Jesus, 
Rabbi, when camest thou hither (v. 25)? He does not give a 
direct reply to that question; but, while teaching in the Syna- 
gogue at Capernaum (v. 59), proceeds to apply the Miracle of the 
loaves to their spiritual instruction concerning that Divine Food 
which was typified by it. 

They had compared Him to Moses, and He teaches them 
that He is greater than Moses, in that He gives the true bread, 
—not manna for forty years only and fer the bodies of one people, 
who die (v. 58), but the true living bread for the eternal life of 
immortal souls, as well as for the glorious resurrection of the 
bodies, of all Mankind (vv. 33. 39); and He tells them that He 
Himself is this Bread (vv. 35—41), and that it is necessary to 
partake of it; and further, that except they eat His Flesh and 
drink His Blood, they have no Life in them (v. 53); and that 
they who obey this command will have everlasting life, and He 
will raise them up at the last day (v. 54). 

These were then hard sayings (v. 60); they sifted His 
hearers; some murmured at them (wv. 41, 42); but He said, 
“What if they should look with their bodily eye on Him ascend- 
ing to where He was before ?”’ and that the words he had spoken 
were spirit and were life, and must be received with faith in His 
Divinity ; and then they would believe that He is the Bread that 
descends from heaven. 

They would not indeed be able to understand how He is pre- 
sent in the Holy Eucharist, any more than the people could 
understand how He had come over the sea (vv. 19. 24). Nor 
should they curiously inquire, but joyfully receive Him with 
faith (see v. 25); and remember that He, by His Divine Power, 
had fed the bodies of five thousand without a word, and that He 
Who promised to be with them would ascend in their sight to 
where He was before in His Divine Nature, and He could there- 
fore do what He promised to perform. 

The hard sayings at Capernaum, like those concerning Re- 
generation and Baptism to Nicodemus, became easy to those who, 
like St. Peter (v. 68), remained with Christ in faith and patience. 
For all this was done when a Passover was nigh (sce on v. 5); 
and, at the very next Passover after it, He explained this saying, 
in act as well as word, by instituting the Holy Sacrament of His 
Body and Blood, when He said, ‘ Take, eat; this is my Body ;”’ 
and ‘ Drink ye all of this: this is My Blood which is shed for 
you and for many for the remission of sins.’ (Matt. xxvi. 26. 
Mark xiv. 22. Luke xxii. 19.) 

Those words were spiritual, and must be received with faith. 
This was then made evident from the case of Judas, who received 
the Holy Sacrament of the Body and Blood of Christ from the 
hands of Christ Himself, but received it carnally, and no¢ with 
faith and love, and went and betrayed his Master, and so fulfilled 
the prophecy here uttered by Christ concerning him (y. 70). 


These hard sayings became still more easy, when the Apostles 
saw Christ’s body slain and His blood poured out at that same 
Passover. And they became more easy yet, when they saw that 
by His Divine Power He raised His own Body at that Passover 
as He promised to raise them (v. 54). And they became more 
easy still, when they beheld Christ ascend in His Human Body to 
where He was before in His Divinity. And they believed that 
by reason of the union of the Humanity with the Divinity, He, 
though in Heaven in His Humanity, can ever communicate the 
vivifying Virtue of His Body offered and of His Blood poured 
out, once for all, on the Cross, to the strengthening and refresh- 
ing of the souls of those who receive them in faith and love, and 
to the preservation of their souls and bodies unto everlasting life. 
And the hard sayings at Capernaum became more easy still, when 
the same Apostles, who had been employed by Christ to dispense 
the bread and the fishes which He had blessed and broken on the 
mountain of Bethsaida to the weary multitudes journeying to 
Jerusalem, were commissioned to bless in His Name the Bread 
and Cup of the Eucharist (which would remind them even by its 
name, of Christ’s act and miraculous power, see on v. 11. 23), 
and to break the Bread, and to dispense, and to authorize and 
ordain others to dispense, even {zl the Lord come (1 Cor. xi. 26), 
the Sacrament of His blessed Body and Blood, to all true Israel- 
ites journeying as travellers and pilgrims in the wilderness of this 
world, in their march to the rest of their spiritual Canaan, and 
weary of their sins, and hungering for the Bread of Life, and 
made to sit down on the green grass of the Lerd’s holy moun- 
tain, where He prepares them a Table, and anoints their head 
with the holy oil of His grace, and fills their cup (Ps. xxiii. 2. 5), 
and refreshes and cheers them on their way to an Hternal Festival 
in the heavenly Jerusalem, the City of the Living God. 


Cu. VII. 1. od yap #0cAcv} for He was not willing to walk in 
Judea, because the Jews sought to kill Him. Our Lord in His 
charity for His enemies often declined their conspiracies against 
Him, see Matt. ii. 13. Luke iv. 30. John viii. 59. He was 
accustomed, on fit occasions, to flee from His enemies as man, 
that He might manifest Himself as God. (Chrys.) 


2. oxnvornyla] the feast of Tabernacles; literally, the fixing 
of booths or tents. This Feast lasted from the 15th to 23rd 
of Tisri (October). On the Feast of Tabernacles, see below, note 
on v. 37, and Lightfoot’s treatise on the Temple Service, ch. xvi. 
vol. i. pp. 974—979, and his Hebrew Exercitation on this 
Chapter, Works, ii. pp. 554—560. Mede’s Works, i. p. 266, and 
Jahn, Archeol. § 356. It was called an-7 (ha-chag), 17d &y.oy, 
n éopth, the Feast, and weytorn, or greatest, by Jewish writers. 


It was the Feast of Ingathering of Fruits, (Exod. xxiii. 16; 
xxxiv. 22,) and it commemorated the dwelling in Booths in the 
Wilderness (Levit. xxiii. 34—43. Nehem. viii. 15). And on 
each day of the feast the Jews went round the Altar with shouts 
of Hosanna, and bearing in their hands palm branches. (2 Mac. 
x. 6,7.) Hence the Hosannas in Matt. xxi. 9. 15. Some of its 
ceremonies also were commemorative of the gushing forth and 
flowing of water from the rock in the wilderness, see below on 
v. 37. It seems to have been ¢ypical of our Lord’s Incarna- 
tion (see on i. 14, and note at end of this chapter) and sojourn in 
the Tabernacle of our Flesh on Earth; and of the effusion of the 
Holy Spirit, as a result of His Humanity, Death, Resurrection, 
and Ascension into heaven; see on v. 37, and note at end of this 
chapter. 

It celebrated the Ingathering of the Fruits of the Earth, 
and so was typical of the Spiritual Fruits to be gathered into the 
Church, after the effusion of the Holy Ghost. 

Occurring, as it did, in the Seventh or Sabbatical Month, 
and being continued for seven days, during which they dwelt in 
booths, and having a Great Sabbath on the Eighth day, which was 
the ast festive day of the Jewish sacred year (see note on v. 37), 
it exhibited the Mystery of the Incarnation in its beginning and 
fulness. Cp. on Luke xxiv. 1. 

3. Umaye cis Thy “lovdalay| go into Judea. Thou doest mira- 
cles; show Thyself to men, that thou mayest be praised by them. 
Because, in thus speaking, they had regard to human glory, there- 
fore the Evangelist adds, ‘‘ not even His brethren were believing 
on Him.” (Aug.) 
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4. nal (yre?] On this use of cal, see Luke xxiv. 18. 

5. Od5E yap of adeAgpot advtod emicrevov] For even His bre- 
thren were not believing on Him. Observe, émlorevoy, the im- 
perfect: they were not believing in Him. They had made, as it 
were, an act of faith at Cana; there they believed, émictevouy 
(ii. 11), when they saw His miracles; but it had not ripened 
into a habit of faith, which could stand the trial of difficulties. 

They knew Christ as their kinsman in the flesh, but they 
were not believing in Him as God; they even charged Him with 
cowardice, ‘no man doeth any thing in secret;” and they inti- 
mated that they had suspicions as to the truth of His miracles; 
and they offered Him advice, dictated by carnal affection, and ex- 
citing Him to seek for worldly fame. 

Observe, also, that the Evangelist does not decline to relate 
what af first might seem to bring disparagement on Christ and 
thet spel; viz. that His brethren (i.e. His Cousins), were not 
believing in Him. An evidence of truth. And see how mildly 
their divine Master replies to their injurious speeches and mean 
counsels—thus teaching by His example, meekness, and forbear- 
ance to others. (Cp. Aug. and Chrys.) 


6. ‘O kaipds 6 éuds| My season is not yet come. Remark the 
word kaipds, season for gathering fruit. See Matt. xiii. 30; xxi. 
34. 41. Mark xi. 13. They had counselled Him to gather the 
fruit of fame by earthly means. He resolved to obtain Glory by 
Humility. The hour of My glory is not yet arrived, of that glory 
which I shall gain by suffering (xiii. 21. Phil. ii. 8,9). I will ma- 
nifest it when I come to judge. But your season is always ready, 
j. e. the season of earthly glory. That glory is always ripe. You 
may always gather it from the trees of this world’s praise. 

We are members of the Lord’s body; and whenever the 
lovers of this world triumph over us, let us say to them, Your 
season is always present; owr season is not yet come. Our 
Country is on high, our path to it is lowly. Our vintage, our har- 
vest, is not in the fields of earth, but it is in heaven. Cp. Ang. 

There may also be a reference to the Festival then in course 
of celebration. My Festive Season of Ingathering is not yet 
come; the Festival of My Glory is not yet come. Go ye up to 
this Feast, ye who seek a worldly glory. I shall celebrate a Fes- 
tival hereafter, a Festival not of a few days, but an everlasting 
Festival; joy without end, eternity without toil, serenity without 
acloud. (Cp. Aug.) 

Besides, in another sense, our Lord’s Feast of Ingathering 
of Fruits was not yet come. But it would come when “ He was 
glorified,’ and the Spirit was given (v. 39). Then He would 
celebrate a great Feast of Ingathering; for He would gather in a 
Harvest of Souls from all Nations. Acts ii. 5. 13. 41. ‘ 


— 6 dé Kaipds 6 buérepos] but your season is always ready. 
They who are friends with the world are never out of season in 
this life. Their season lasts as long as this world lasts. But 
when the fashion of this world has passed away, then they will be 
out of season, and then will be the season of Christ, and of all 
His true disciples. The Harvest is the end of the world. (Matt. 
xili. 39.) 

8. otrw avaBalyw] Iam not going up yet. This is the reading 
of the majority of MSS.—B, E, F, G, H, L, 8, T, U, V, X, r, A, 
Lr.—and is retained by Lachmann. Other recent Editors have 
received ovx, not, on the authority of D, K, M, and a few cursive 
MSS., and also of some Versions and Fathers. Chrys., who is 


quoted in favour of ov, has ovn—ipt1, which is equivalent to 
OUuTw. 

That od« is a very ancient reading cannot be doubted (see 
Jerome, adv. Pelag. iv. p. 521, and August. Tract. 28, and Serm. 
133). But the evidence of the MSS. being what it is, it would 
seem too bold a step to introduce it in the text. It is also some- 
what rash to affirm, that o¥7w (not yet) has been introduced here 
into so many MSS. in order to meet the sceptical objection of 
Porphyry (see Jerome |. c.), that Our Blessed Lord’s conduct as 
recorded: in v. 10, is not consistent with His saying here, ov« 
avaBaivw, Tam not going up. It is at least as probable, that ov« 
may have found its way into some early copies by inadvertence, 
and thence have passed into various Versions. 

Tf ov« is the true reading, then the meaning appears to be, 
I am not now going up to thefeast, because My season is not yet 
Julfilled. And when His brethren had gone up, then He went 
up to the feast, not, however, like one who set his face to Jeru- 
salem for that purpose, and with a festal company, but privately ; 
and so as not to arrive there till the Feast was half over; and 
then (it must be inferred) His season was come. 

He did not manifest Himself till the midst of the Feast (see 
v. 14), which lasted a week. Doubtless there was a spiritual 
meaning in that act, and in those words of our Lord ; 

The Feast of Tabernacles, or dwelling in tents, commemora- 
tive of the sojourning of the Israelites in the desert, was figura- 
tive of our Lord’s Incarnation, by which He pitched His tent in 
our Nature (see i. 14), and dwelt among us for a time in the wil- 
derness of this world. See the note at the end of this chapter. 

Our Lord’s earthly Ministry (as seen in this Gospel, v. 1) 
lasted three years and a half. This appears to have been inti- 
mated by the Prophet Daniel saying that Messiah, the Prince, 
should confirm the covenant with many for one week, and that 
in the midst of the week He should cause the sacrifice and obla- 
tion to cease. (Dan. ix. 26.) 

Christ fulfilled this prophecy by preaching and confirming 
the covenant with many for three years and a half, and by 
making the Sacrifices of the Temple to cease by the Sacrifice of 
Himself on the Cross, which was typified by those sacrifices, and 
was the fulfilment of them all; and by that suffering in the 
midst of the week His season was fulfilled. He was made perfect 
by suffering. (Heb. ii. 10.) All then was finished. (John xix. 
30.) And as Daniel had prophesied, the sin of the Jews in kill- 
ing Messiah, their Prince, would be the cause of the destruction 
of their city. Dan. ix. 26, 27. 

10. dvéBn «cis tiv Eopthy, od pavep@s]| It is not said that He 
remained concealed in Jerusalem, but that He went up privately. 
For three days the Jews sought Him in vain, for He was absent. 
And it was not till the fourth day of the Feast that He went up 
to the Temple (v. 14). 

He would not go openly, lest by the concourse of people 
which His appearance and progress to Jerusalem would attract, 
He might give occasion to the cavils of His enemies that He was 
stirring up the people, and endeavouring to make Himself a 
King, and might so exasperate the Rulers against Him. 

He went not up for temporal glory, but to teach wholesome 
doctrine. He went up privately, and, as it were, secretly. The 
Evangelical Truth of Christ lay long concealed in the figurative 
shadows of the Levitical law; ‘the body of them is of Christ,’’ 
Col. ii. 17. (Cp. Aug.) 
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14. ris éoprijs wecovons| when the feast was now half over 
He went up into the Temple and was teaching. The fourth day 
of the feast. He had made them more expectant by delay (see 
v. 11), and He had withdrawn Himself from their rage against 
Him; and so had endeavoured to calm them, and make them 
more attentive to His words. (Chrys.) 

— édidacKe] was teaching : and, it is added, of "Iovdator edav- 
pacov, the Jews were wondering. For further explanation of this 
verse, see the note at end of the chapter, p. 308. 

15. ds obtos ypdpmara olde] How knoweth this man letters ? 
This question ought to have led them to recognize that His 
wisdom was from above. And therefore Christ conducts them to 
this conclusion by saying ‘‘ My doctrine is not Mine.”’ (Chrys.) 

16. ‘H éuh didaxh ove eorw euh] He again answers their 
thoughts. (Chrys.) ‘I am not from Myself ;” thus also supply- 
ing a refutation of the Sabellian heresy, which says that the Fa- 
ther and the Son are One, being only two names of the same 
Essence. (Aug.) 

17. °Edy tis 0€An 7d Anya adTod moeiv] Whosoever wills it 
to do God’s will, he shall know of the doctrine. Our Lord says, 
“Tf any one wills God’s will, and not his own will, he shall know 
of the doctrine.’ Self-wil/ is the root of unbelief. Obedience to 
God’s will is the root of Divine knowledge. (See John viii. 31, 
32. 43.) For, ‘the fear of the Lord is the beginning of wisdom 
(Ps. cxi. 10. Prov. ix. 10), and Mysteries are revealed to the 
meek (Hcclus. iii. 19), and he that keepeth the law getteth the 
understanding thereof’’ (Hcclus. xxi. 11). ‘‘ Intellectus merces 
fidei est.” (Ambdrose.) 

19. Od Mwioijs Sédwxev] Hath not Moses given you the Law ? 
have you not the Law now in your hands? See next note. 

— ovdels e& tudy roe? thy vduov} none of you keepeth the 
Law. If you kept the Law, you would recognize Him, of Whom 
the Law speaks; and you would not seek to break the Law 
which says, ‘‘ Thou shalt not kill.”’ (Chrys., Aug.) 

Our Lord refers to the Law three times in this chapter (vv. 
19. 23), and the Law is mentioned also at wv. 49.51. At the 
Feast of Tabernacles, in the seventh month in every seventh 
year, the Law was to be read publicly. (Deut. xxxi. 10. Nehem. 
viii. 13—16.) Hence the reference to the Law was pertinent 
now. Perhaps also this year, in which our Lord came to Jeru- 
salem, was the Sabbatical year. 

21. *Ev epyov erolnca, kal mdvres Ooupdcere] I wrought one 
work and ye all marvel at it. {healed a man on the Sabbath- 
day (above, ch. v. 9); and ye do not reflect that this is not a mere 
single act, but part of a system of that Divine government which 
regulates the World; and that whosoever recovers his health on 
the Sabbath, is restored by no other power than that of Him 
with Whom you are offended because He healed a man on the 
Sabbath. 

— 8% rotro] on account of this work. ‘otro is emphatic; 
this one work as contrasted with Christ’s ordinary government of 
the world. See preceding note. Ye marvel at one of My works, 

Vou. I. 


which is but a single specimen of My Power, and yet ye do not 
receive Me, Who prove My mission by My Works. 

Therefore 5:4 rovro is to be best joined with what precedes, 
and not with what follows. 

22. Mwions dédwxev tuly Thy Tepitouyy| Moses hath given you 
circumcision. Christ thus proves that His act of healing on the 
Sabbath was not a violation of the Law. There are many things 
paramount to the law of the Sabbath,—things, by the observan@e 
of which the Law is not broken, but fulfilled. Moses himself ‘ac- 
knowledged even a ceremonial (how much more a moral) com- 
mandment (that of Circumcision) to be superior to the law of the 
Sabbath, as these Jews understood it; for Circumcision is not of 
Moses, but of the Fathers; and I have done something superior 
and better than Circumcision,—i. e. I have made a man every 
whit whole. (Cp. Chrys. here.) Therefore Moses himself con- 
victs you. For by the Law of Moses ye are taught to keep the 
Sabbath ; and by the same Law ye circumcise a man on the 
eighth day; and if this eighth day falls on the Sabbath, ye admi- 
nister Circumcision ; which was given to Abraham before the Law, 
and is, as it were, a seal of salvation; and men ought not to rest 
from works of salvation on the Sabbath. (Auzg.) 

It was a precept of the Rabbis, that ‘“ Circumcisio pellit 
Sabbatum.” See the authorities from the Talmud in Wetst. 
p- 887. 

The non-observance of the Sabbath in the case of Circum- 
cision, is in fact the observance of the Law. If the Sabbath is 
not broken in this case, the Law is broken. So I, in healing a 
man on the Sabbath, have kept the Law. You, who are not the 
Lawgivers, defend the Law amiss; but Moses, who gave the Law, 
commands the Law to be broken for the keeping of a command- 
ment (that of Circumcision) which is not from the Law, but from 
the Fathers. (Chrys.) 

23. bAov avOpwrov syij] I healed a whole man, not only a 
part (see xiii. 10, xadapds dros. Cp. ix. 34); whereas Circum- 
cision inflicts a wound. And that is to be performed on the Sab- 
bath. Which work is the more sabbatical of the two ? 

The administration of Circumcision was attended with wound- 
ing of the flesh, and required the performance of certain ‘‘ opera 
chirurgica et medicinalia, ne morbus ex vulnere ingrueret.’” 

Circumcision, which produces pain, is administered by you 
on the Sabbath, and yet ye condemn Me Who have freed a whole 
man from pain on the Sabbath. (Theoph.) 

This saying illustrates the question of the relation of the 
Seventh-Day Sabbath to the Lord's Day. The Law of the Seventh- 
Day Sabbath gave way to the Rite of Circumcision, which took 
place on the Fighth Day. Circumcision was the typical forerunner 
of Christian Baptism, which is the Sacrament of Spiritual Reswr- 
rection from the grave of sin to newness of Life. Well, therefore, 
may the Jewish Seventh-Day Sabbath give way to the festival of 
Christ’s Resurrection, which was on the Eighth Day ; i. e. on the 
Octave of the First. See on Luke xxiii. 56. 

24. Mh xplvere — kpivate] Observe the difference between 
kplvere and xplvare,—the one expressing habit, the other an act. 

2k 
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27. 6 8 Xpiords Bray Epynrat oddels yiwdone:] but when the 
Christ cometh no one knoweth whence He is. Yet the Scribes 
had answered from the Prophet Micah that He would be born in 
Bethlehem. (Matt. ii. 1—6.) Why then did they say, “no one 
knoweth,’’ &c.? Because the Scripture had prophesied this 
also,—‘‘ Who shall declare His generation?” (Isa. liii. 8.) The 
Scriptures had foreshown the place of His birth as Man,—but as 
God He was hidden from the evil, and sought the good. Hence 
our Lord said,—‘* Ye know whence I am”’ (v. 28). 

28. “Expatev] He cried aloud, as a Prophet. (See oni. 15, 
and below, v. 37.) Contrast this with ds év xpumr@, in secret, v. 
10. Here was the promulgation of His Divine Message; here 
His public manifestation. He was now at Jerusalem, the capital 
City, in the Temple, at the great final Festival of the Jewish year, 
and He cried aloud twice; once in the middle of the Festival, 
once at the end (v. 37). Cp. also xii. 44, and His last Cry with a 
loud voice on the cross (Matt. xxvii. 50. Mark xv. 37). 

— oidate réGev ciul] ye know whence I am; i.e. as Man; but 
in that Iam God, ‘IT am not come of myself, but He that sent 
Me is true, Whom ye know not.” (Origen, tom. xix.) And in 
this respect ye neither know Me nor my Father. (John viii. 19.) 
Ye know Me, and therefore your responsibility is greater, and 
your sin is heavier. But ye do not know Me spiritually and 
morally, so as to confess Me and obey Me; as it is said of the 
sons of Eli, ‘‘ they knew not the Lord.”’ 1 Sam. ii. 12, and com- 
pare Isa. i. 3. Titus i. 16. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

80. ow eAndAVee: 7 Spal His hour was not yet come; i.e. be- 
cause it was not His will to be then taken. Our hour is His will; 
what is His hour but His own will? By His hour He means the 
time when He deigned to be slain,—not any time when He was 
compelled to die. (Aug.) See on ii. 4. 

83. “Eri wixpdy xpdvov we? tudy ciu:] Yet a little while Iam 
with you. Why are you in haste to kill Me? Wait a little, and 
I will depart from you. (Chrys., Aug.) 

34. (yrhoeré ue] ye will seek Me. 
when ye have slain Me. (Chrys., Aug.) 

— dmov eiu) éyé] He does not say where I shail be, but 
where I am; and He does not say ye will not be able, but ye are 
not able to come; thus showing, that though on earth accord- 
ing to His visible Body, He is Jo¢h in heaven and earth, accord- 
ing to His invisible Majesty. (See iii. 13.) But He would not 
drive them to despair; and, therefore, when He had said, 
“Whither I go, ye cannot come” (John xiii. 33), He said in 
His prayer, “ Father, I will that they be with Me where I am” 
(John xvii. 24); and to Peter He said, ‘‘ Whither I go, thou canst 
not follow Me now, but thou shalt follow Me afterwards”? (John 
xii. 36). 

85. thy Siacropay tay ‘EAA}vwy] Will He go to the Jews 
scattered among the Heathen, and teach them, and the Heathen 
by them ? 7 d:acrop& means the tribes of the dispersion (James i. 


Ye will weep over Me 


1); the Jews dispersed among the Geniiles. 
p- 169.) 

d.acmop& is the word used by the LXX for the dispersion of 
the Jews. See Deut. xxx. 4. Nehem.i. 9. 2 Macc. i. 27, of 
diaomapévtes ey Tots “EAAQCL. 

The question is one of incredulous mockery. Will He leave 
us who inhabit the Holy Land and Holy City, and go to strange 
and heathen Countries, in quest of those who are scattered like 
seeds strewn broadcast over the world? And yet this sceptical 
question (like many others of the same kind) was partly an- 
swered in the affirmative on the Day of Pentecost, when three 
thousand of the various Dispersions from all lands believed ; 
and it will be completely answered, when the dry bones of Israel, 
scattered every where in the valley of this world, are revived by 
the breath of Christ. (Ezek. xxxvii. 1—11.) 

On the various d:acropai, Dispersions, of the Jews among 
the “EAAnves, see on Acts ii. 9. 

37. 7H eoxdtn iimepa TH weyddn] on the last day, the great 
day of the Feast ; i.e. the eighth. See Levit. xxiii. 36.39. Ne- 
hem. viii. 18. 2 Macc. x. 6, wer” edppooctyys Fryov huépas dKTH 
oKnvepdtay Tpdmrov, uynuovetoyTes @S mpd MIKpOD Thy TaY oxnYaY 
€opTiyv év tots dpeot kal év Tots ornaAators Onplwy tpdmoy Hoay 
veuduevot, Joseph. Ant. iii. 10, é jucpas dnTd éEoprhy wyovTas 
K.T.A.: Gvlevtat S€ axd maytds Epyou kata Thy dyddny hucpay— 
kal tadta uev “EBpatots tas oxnvas mnyviow emitedciy éott 
TAT pov. 

The Feast of Tabernacles was itself called peylorn, the 
greatest feast, by the Jews (see Lightfoot, Jahn, as cited above, 
v. 2), and this was the greatest day of the greatest Festival. On 
this the eighth day only one bullock was to be offered ; whereas on 
the first day thirteen bullocks, and on the second day twelve bul- 
locks were to be offered; and so on, in a decreasing series. 
(Numb. xxix. 13—36) The victim of the eighth, or greatest 
day of the Feast, seems to have been typical of the one Sacrifice 
offered on the Cross, to which all others were preparatory. Cp. 
Mather on Types, p. 425. 

— Edy tis SiG] Uf any one thirst, let him come to Me and 
drink. An allusion to the water drawn in a golden vase from the 
pool of Siloam, at the foot of Mount Sion, by the Priests, and 
poured on the Great Altar in the Temple, when the people sang 
the great Halle] (Psalms 113—118); according to the words of 
Isaiah, ‘‘ With joy shall ye draw water out of the wells of salva- 
tion” (Isa. xii. 3); as a memorial of the water from the Rock 
smitten in the wilderness, and typical of the living water of the 
Spirit, which would be poured forth, when the true Rock (1 Cor. 
x. 4) had been smitten. Cp. Zech. xiv. 8. 14, a prophecy read at 
the Feast of Tabernacles (Benge/) concerning the living water to 
flow in the spiritual Jerusalem to all Nations from Him whose 
Incarnation was indeed the Feast of Tabernacles, (see on John i. 
14, and Surenhus., p. 356,) and Who says to all in the Gospel, 
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ts oe every one that thirsteth, come ye to the waters.’’ (Isa. 
vol 

When the water from Siloam was poured out upon the 
Altar, solemn Prayers were recited for a due supply of Rain in 
the year. See the citations from Jewish writers in Weist. 
p- 888, 9. 

This the eighth day, or consummation of the feast, was 
prophetic of the full outpouring of the Blessings consequent on 
the Incarnation of Christ. See note at end of the chapter, p. 308. 

38. Kabds c<imev 7 ypadn] as the Scripture saith. These 
words introduce a saying which is no where literally in Scripture. 
But it is found in spirit and in substance in several places of 
Scripture (Isa. xii. 3; xxxv. 6, 7; xlili. 19; xliv. 3. Joel ii. 28. 
Zech. xii. 10; xiv. 8. Cp. John iv. 14). And the Holy Spirit 
often quotes Scripture in this way. See on Matt. ii. 23. And 
thus Christ appropriates Scripture to Himself, and declares its 
sense. See Cyril here, who well says, eidévar KaAddy, Ort Tep ov 
Td pnToy ottws exov ws mpoevaveyTar Tapa TH Oela ypahph Tors 
EauTov Adyos eveOnney 6 Swthp, Epunvevoas Se maddov mpds 
didvoway. 

— é« THs KowWlas] out of his belly shall flow rivers of living 
water. KkoiAla = Hebr. yma (beten), Ps, xxxi. 10, where it is 
used with soul. (Cp. Job xv. 35.) The LXX often interchange 
kapdia and Ko.Ala, (See the passages in Kwin. here.) They will 
flow from his conscience and from his heart, for which the word 
belly is sometimes employed by a Hebrew figure. (Theoph. Cp. 
Glass. Phil. 5, p. 795.) 

Or perhaps the sense is, even the kovAla itself, or seat of 
natural appetites, will be changed and spiritualized by the grace 
of God, so as to become a fountain of holiness. Cp. Mark vii. 
19, where the kotAla is contrasted with the rapd3la. Drink of 
this water, and the inward parts will be cleansed and become a 
fountain, and flow for others. They drink who believe. But if 
he who drinks deems that he ought to minister only to himself, 
the fountain does not flow ; but if he is eager for his neighbour’s 
good, it is not dry, but flows. (Aug.) Christ speaks of rivers, 
not of one river only; and thus intimates the richness and abund- 
ance of divine grace. The Holy Spirit, having been poured forth 
into the heart, flows forth more copiously than any stream, and 
never fails, nor is stagnant. Witness the wisdom of Stephen, the 
eloquence of Peter, the impetuosity of Paul. Nothing was able 
to resist them ; they flowed like torrents in their course, and car- 
ried every thing with them. (Chrys.) 

Thus our Lord explains the character of the water of Siloam 
as figurative of the illuminating graces of the Holy Spirit, sent by 
Him Who is 6 dmweoradpevos. (See ix. 7.) 

39. otra yap jv Mvedua &yiov] the Holy Spirit was not yet ; 
i.e. was not yet given. Cp. Acts xix. 2. B adds dedouévov, but 


v ver. 41. 
ch. 1. 46. 


this is probably only a gloss. The waters could not flow from 
the Rock, which is Christ, till the Rock had been smitten. 

How then is it that we read that John the Baptist was filled 
with the Holy Ghost from his mother’s womb, and that Zacha- 
rias, Mary, Simeon, and Anna were filled with the Holy Ghost? 
Because the gift of the Holy Ghost after the glorification of Christ 
was distinguished by certain peculiar characteristics from all pre- 
vious bestowals of the Spirit. (Aug. de Trin. iv. 20.) But why 
now that Christ is glorified do not men speak with tongues, by 
the operation of the same Spirit who came at Pentecost? Be- 
cause the Church herself, being diffused every where, speaks now 
with the tongues of all nations. You may ask me, Do I speak 
with tongues? Yes; because 1am a member of Christ’s body 
the Church, which speaks in every language of the world. (Aug.) 

— 071 “Incovs oddérw edotdcOn] because Jesus was not yet 
glorified ; as He was afterwards by His Death, Resurrection, and 
finally by His Ascension into heaven. But now that Jesus has 
been glorified, the gift of the Holy Ghost has been bestowed. 
Hence we may refute the Montanists and Manicheans, who pre- 
tend to have received the promise of the Holy Ghost, as if the 
gift had not been given to any before them. (Aug.) Cp. note 
below, Acts ii. 1—33. 36; iv. 10. 

40. ray Adywv] His words. 
Adyov. 

41. Mi} yap e« ris Tadtaatas 6 Xpicrds;] Doth then Christ 
come out of Galilee? They knew what the prophets had fore- 
told of Christ ; they knew where Jesus had been brought up, but 
did not pay attention to the place of His birth. But did they not 
know that He was of the seed of David? They were wilfully 
blind, and would not inquire into the evidence ; they were not 
like Nathanael, who at first had asked, ‘‘Can any good thing 
come out of Nazareth?” (John i. 46,) but He was an Israelite 
indeed, in whom there was no guile, and therefore he came and 
saw. (Chrys., Alcuin.) 

49. 6 dxAos obTos] this multitude which knoweth not the Law 
are cursed. And yet they, of whom these Rulers said that they 
knew not the Law, believe in Him who had given the Law, 
whereas they, who, professed to teach it, condemned Him, so that 
our Lord’s saying might be fulfilled, ‘‘ I have come that they who 
see not may see, and they who see may be made blind,” John ix. 
39. (Aug.) Here is their condemnation; the People believed, 
and the Rulers did not believe; they who were Teachers of the 
Law, disobeyed the Law (for, as Nicodemus says, “ Doth the Law 
judge any one before it know what he doeth?”’); they who know 
not the Law, obey the Law. (Chrys., who quotes Isa. i. 10. 
Mic. iii. 1.) 

52. mpophrns ex Tis Tadiratas ok eyhyepra]| out of Galilee 
hath arisen no Prophet. Yet Jonah and Nahum, and perhaps 
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Elijah, did arise from Galilee. So that they prove themselves 
ignorant of their own History, while they condemn Christ. Some 
MSS. (B, D, K, T, Tl, A) have éyelpera:, ariseth; a reading 
worthy of consideration. 


Review or THE ConTENTS OF THE FOREGOING CHAPTER.— 
The Gospel of St. John is eminently a mvevuatindy evayyéAior, 
and to be interpreted spiritually. (See Clemens Alex. ap. Euseb. 
vi. 14.) Especially does it dwell on the Mystery of the Incarna- 
tion of the Eternal Word, and on the blessed results of that great 
Mystery to the World. 

In this Gospel. the Holy Spirit says that the Eternal Word 
became Flesh, and pitched His Tabernacle in Human Nature, 
eoxhvecey év nui (i. 14). And now, in this Chapter, He de- 
scribes the Incarnate Word coming up and preaching in the 
Temple at Jerusalem, at the Feast of Tabernacles, the Snvo- 
mnyla. 

There were three Great Yearly Festivals, on which all the 
male adults of God’s people were commanded to appear before 
God. (Exod. xxiii. 14—17. Levit. xxiii. 4—18. Deut. xvi. 16.) 

The two Great Festivals, the Feast of Passover and the 
Feast of Pentecost, were figures of things to come, and had a 
typical reference to the Blessings of the Gospel in Christ, Who is 
the substance of the Law. (Col. ii. 17.) 

It is therefore reasonable to suppose, that the third Great 
Annual Festival of the Ancient People of God,—viz. the Feast of 
Tabernacles, —had also a symbolical relation to Christ. 

What relation was that ? 

St. John seems to have suggested the answer to that ques- 
tion by saying, 6 Adyos éoxjvwoev ev juiv (i. 14), ‘ the Word 
tabernacied in us.’ The Incarnation of Christ is the Evangelical 
Scenopegia, or Feast of Tabernacles. 

This conclusion is confirmed by other considerations. The 
Greek word crv}, as used by the LXX, represents two things,— 

The Tabernacle, 3312 (mishean), in which the Divine Pre- 
sence, or Shechinah dwelt, y2X) (shachan). (See above, on 
plas) 

The Tents, or Booths, or Tabernacula, nid (succoth), in 
which the Ancient People of God dwelt in the Wilderness. And 
these tents were represented in the Feast of Tabernacles, when 
the people dwelt in booths. It also commemorated the over- 
shadowing of the People with the Pillar of the Cloud, or heavenly 
Tabernacle of the Divine Glory, in their course through the Desert. 
See Buxtorf, Synag. Jud. cap. xxi. 

The word Sxnvy, therefore, represents both a divine and 
human habitation. And éeoxhywoe fitly describes the sojourn of 
our Lord in His Divine and human Nature in this lower world. 
He pitched His tent (oxnviy érnée) at His Incarnation in our 
Nature, and became our Emmanuel, God with us; and the 
Shechinah of Deity was enshrined in the S«nv? of our humanity. 

The Sxnvornyla was pre-eminently the Feast of the Jews. 
It is called peyiorn, the greatest, by Philo (de Septenario, p. 
1193). See above, on ». 2. And the Feast of our Lord’s Na- 
tivity in our Flesh, is the Queen and Mother of all Festivals. 
Without it, no Christian Passover, no Christian Pentecost. 

The Holy Spirit speaks of the Israelites coming forth from 
Egypt as typical of Christ. (Matt. ii. 15.) 

Solomon’s Temple was dedicated at the Feast of Taber- 
nacles, (2 Chron. v. 2, 3.7.) And the Temple of God was a 
type of Christ’s Body, in which the Fulness of the Godhead 
dwells. (John ii, 19. 21.) 

At the Feast of Tabernacles, water from Siloam was poured 
forth upon the Altar. This was typical of the outpouring of the 
Holy Ghost (v. 37). The first effusion of the Holy Ghost upon 
our Nature was in the Incarnation of Him Who as Man was con- 
ceived by the Holy Ghost. (Luke i. 35.) A fresh effusion took 
place at His Baptism (Matt. iii. 16), and the final consummation 
was at Pentecost; but all were due to the condescension of the 
Son of God taking our Flesh. ‘ 

At the Feast of Tabernacles, there was special joy and ex- 
ultation in the Court of the Women in the Temple. There lights 
were kindled (see below on viii. 12), while the Priests sung the 
Songs of Degrees, i.e. of the Pilgrims going up to Jerusalem. 
(Ps. exx.—cxxxiv.) At the Incarnation of Christ, the promised 
seed of the Woman was born (Gen. iii. 15), and then Woman, 
who had been the cause of man’s expulsion from Paradise, became 
in God’s hands the instrument of His restoration (see on | Tim. 
ii. 15); and by her Seed we ascend to the Jerusalem that is 
above, which is the Mother of us all. (Gal. iv. 26.) 


Supposing, then, the Feast of Tabernacles to be typical of 
our Lord’s Incarnation, and sojourn-in this world, we may 
thence see some fresh light reflected on the incidents of this 
chapter, describing our Lord’s ascent to this Feast at Jeru- 
salem. 

Our Lord went up to this Feast (v. 10), not openly, but as 
it were in secret ; His Nativity was private, ina poor inn. He 
spent a great part of His Life in obscurity at Nazareth. The 
Evangelist’s words here are literally true of that time, before His 
Manifestation to the world, He abode in Galilee (v. 9). 


But when His season was come, He went up and taught 
publicly at Jerusalem in the Temple (see Luke xix. 47; xx. 1; 
xxi. 37; xxii. 53). Especially did He manifest Himself twice 
with power in the Temple, in His Ministry, at the beginning of it 
and the end; when He cleansed the Temple. (John ii. 14, 15. 
Matt. xxi. 12.) 

His sojourn upon Earth divides itself into two parts; the 
first part when He was in obscurity, the latter part when He 
came forth publicly and taught in Jerusalem. 

Accordingly, we find that He came up to the Temple in the 
midst of the week of the Feast of Tabernacles (v. 14), éopris 
secovons, i.e. when three and a half days remained to its close. 
And it may be worthy of notice, that in all probability His public 
Ministry lasted three and a half years. See Dan. ix. 27, and 
above on v. 14. 

During His teaching in the Temple, as here recorded by St. 
John (v. 35), the Jews asked whether He would go to the dis- 
persion among the Gentiles? He did go to them by His Apos- 
tles; and they came to Him at the outpouring of the Holy Ghost 
at Pentecost, to which He refers v. 39; and by means of which 
His Gospel was preached in all tongues to those who were scat- 
tered abroad. (Acts ii, 9—12.) 

On the eighth day of the Feast (v. 37), He cried, “If any 
one thirst, let him come unto Me and drink.’”’ This spake He of 
the Sprrit, which they who should believe in Him would receive 
after He was glorified. 

The Feast of Tabernacles, properly speaking, lasted for seven 
days. That is, they dwelt in tents for a week. See Levit. xxiii. 
34—42. Numb. xxix. 12—35. Deut. xvi. 13. Neh. viii. 14—18. 
The eighth day, or Great Day, was a Feast by itself; it was the 
consummation of that Feast, and of all the Feasts of the year. 
The outpouring of the Holy Spirit was the crowning boon, and 
final gift which Christ bestowed on the Church, after that the 
week of His sojourn in His fleshly Tabernacle on earth was over, 
and when He was glorified (v. 39), and the Tabernacle of our 
Nature was carried up by Him into Heaven. It was the con- 
summation of all the Blessings of the Incarnation. 

The Jews omitted to keep the Feast of Tabernacles for many 
centuries, even from Joshua to Hzra. (Nehem. viii. 13.) And 
now, for many centuries, they have refused to receive the Eternal 
Word, Who became Flesh and tabernacled in us. (John i. 14.) 

It is prophesied that all Nations will come up to keep the 
Feast of Tabernacles. (Zech. xiv. 16—19.) Is not this a pre- 
diction of the universal preaching of Christ, as Emmanuel, God 
with us? 

It is said at the close of this narrative (viii. 1), that Jesus 
went to the Mount of Olives,—the place of His future Ascen- 
sion into Heaven; whence He would send the gift of the Holy 
Ghost. 

The Law of Moses was read at this Feast (see note on v. 19), 
and the cycle of the Jewish Calendar of Lessons of the Law to be 
read in the Synagogues commenced with this Feast. And our 
Lord defends His own practice from the Law, and compares His 
own beneficent miracles with the ceremonies of the Law to which 
He appeals. He came not to destroy the Law, but to fulfil. 
(Matt. v. 17.) The Law was given by Moses, but Grace and 
Truth came by Jesus Christ (i. 17). 

A question arises (vv. 27. 41, 42) concerning the place at 
which Christ was to be éorn, i.e. to become Incarnate, or pitch 
His Tabernacle in our Nature; it was very appropriate at the 
Sknvornyia; and our Lord tells the Jews that the time of His 
sojourn with them on earth is short (v. 33). His bodily Sxnv}h 
would soon be removed from them. 

At the Feast of Tabernacles, water from Siloam was poured 
forth on the Altar of Burnt Sacrifices in the Temple (see on 
v. 37). This water was commemorative of the water miraculously 
flowing from the Rock smitten in the wilderness, to refresh the 
Israelites on their journey; and that Rock was Christ (1 Cor. x. 
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4), smitten for the sins of the world, and pouring out His Life 
for the supply of living streams to the soul; and for the hallowing 
of all sacrifices of prayer and praise to God. He is the true fount 
of Siloam, “ which is by interpretation sent’? (ix. 7), for He was 
sent to save the world, and He is true who sent Him (v. 28), and 
He will return to Him that sent Him (v. 33), The water poured on 
the Altar was also figurative of the effusion of the Holy Spirit, 
which He sent, and which they who believed in the Incarnation 
5 Eternal Word should receive, after He was glorified 
v 39). 


It has been affirmed by some learned writers that the Feast 
of Tabernacles was also prophetic of Christ’s Incarnation in 
another respect, namely, in ¢ime; and that our Lord’s Nativity 
coincided with it in the season of the year in which this Festival 
was celebrated, see Mede’s Works, pp. 266—270. Mather on 
Types, pp. 424—428. This opinion deserves consideration. 
Many in ancient times believed that our Lord’s Ministry lasted 
three years and a half; see above on vy. 1, and vii. 8 and 14. 
If this belief is sound, then since His Ministry ended at a 
Passover, it must have commenced in the fourth year before that 
Passover at or about the Feast of Tabernacles in that year. His 
Baptism must have taken place at or about that season. And the 
season of His Baptism seems to have been nearly contempo- 
raneous with that of His Birth ; see Luke iii. 23, and above, i. 49. 


Nore on ch. vii. 53—viii. 1—11.—This passage, from ch. vii. 
53, to ch. viii. 1—11 inclusive, is rejected as spurious by many 
Editors, on the following grounds !. 

It is not found in some of the oldest and best Manuscripts, 
viz. A, B, C, L, T, X, A, nor in the Leicester MS. (Scriv. 
p- 394), and above fifty cursive copies. 

It is not found in many Ancient Versions; particularly the 
Old Latin (Codd. Vercel. and Brixian.), the Old Syriac 
Cureton, the Peschito and Harclean Syriac, the Armenian and 
other Versions. 

It is not commented on by Origen, Cyril, Chrysostom, 
Theophylact, and others, in their Expositions of this Gospel; nor 
is it quoted by Tertullian and Cyprian on occasions when they 
could hara y have failed to notice it; nor by any Father of the 
second century. 

It is not found in any consistent form in those MSS. where 
it exists, but in a variety of diverse recensions, with many discre- 
pancies of various readings. (Liicke, 254. Davidson, p. 359. Alf, 
p. 708. Tisch., p. 602.) 

It differs in style from the rest of St. John’s Gospel, e. g. 
mopevoua: with eis is not found in this Gospel; nor dp6pov, nor 
maparyivouc eis, nor 6 Aads in this sense, but 6 dxAos; nor such 
an expression as éd{Sackov airovs, nor of ypauyparecs as the ad- 
versaries of our Lord; nor does St. John usually connect his 


1 Cp. Liicke, Commentar. vol. ii. pp. 243—279. Davidson’s Intro- 
duction, pp. 8356—367. Tregelles on the Text of the Greek Test., 
pp. 236—243: and the Notes and Collations of Griesbach, Kuinoel, 
Scholz, Bloomfield, Tischendorf, Alford, and Meyer. The passage has 
been regarded as an interpolation by Hrusmus, Culvin, Bezw, Grotius, 
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Kai éropevOn exaotos eis Tov Olkov avTov. 
*Ingovs dé émopevOy eis TO Opos TOY EAaLoY. “Op- 
O@pov Sé mad mapeyéveTo cls 70 tepov, Kal mas 
© Aads NpXeTO Tpds avToOV, Kal Kabioas edidacKkev 
airovs. “Ayovor S€ of ypapparets Kai ot Papi- 
Galo. yuvaika emi morxeta KatecAnuperynv. Kal 
aomoavres avTnv ev mécw Aéyovow atte 8da- 
oKare, avtTn 1 yuvn KaterdjpOy én’ avtodadpw 
porxevoy.evn. “Ev b€ 70 vow.m Mwoys nuty ev- 
eretAato Tas ToavTas ALOdCeLY’ oY odV Ti AdyeLs 
mept avtns; Tovro d€ éheyov meipagovtes avtov, 
iva éxwou katnyoptay Kat avtod. 6 6& "Incots 
kétw Kiwas To daKTiAw eypahev eis Thy yar. 
‘Os 8 éréuevoy épwrbvTes avTov, avakvwas elie 
mpos avrovs’ 6 avaudptntos vuav mpOtos Tov 
AiWov ér avT_ Badrértw. Kat madw KaTw Kvias 
éypadev eis Tyv ynv. Ot d& aKkovoavtes kai vo 
ms ouverdnrews eAeyxouevor e&npxovTo els Kal? 
eis apéduevoL and Tov mpeaBuTEepwy ews Tov 
ecyxdtwv, Kat KatedetbOn pmovos Oo ‘Tygods Kal 
n yuvn ev péow otoa. “Avaxvas d& 0 “Inaods 
Kat pydéva Peacdpevos ahny THS ‘yuvatKos elev 
avrq’ ywvat, Tov elowy Exelvor ob KaTHyopot cov ; 
ovbeis ce xatéxpwev; “H 6é elev" ovdets, kvpre. 
elme 88 ati 6 “Incods’ ovdé ey oe Karakpiw* 
Mopevou Kal pnKeTL aMapTavE. 


Badétw Aov. 


MKEeTL apapTave. 


Textus codicis D. 


Kai émopevOnoay exaotos «is Tov olkoy avrod. 

"Inoods dé éropevOn eis 70 dpos THY eAaLOY. 
"OpOpou 8 maw mapayiverar cis 7 Lepov, Kat 
Tas 0 Aads NPXETO TpPds avTov. 

“Ayovot O€ ob ypapmarets Kal ot Daproator ent 
amaptig yuvatka ciAnMmevyy Kal OTHTaVTES aUTYY 
ev péow, Aéyovow aut exrreipagovres avrov ob 
iepets, tva EXwWTL KATNYOpLaY avTov" didokanre, 
AUTH N YUVH KaTEAnT TAL eTavToOPupy MoLXEVOLEVN’ 
Mwions S€ év TO vom éxédevoe Ta5 TOLadTAS 
Abagew* ov bé viv TL Aéyeus; 
KaTW Kipas 7H SakTVrAW Kare 
‘Os 8€ eméuevov Epwrwvtes, avexuWe Kal eimey 
avrows’ 6 avawdpTnTos vuav mparos em avTny 
Kai radw Katakvipas 7 daxtiAw 
Karéypadev els THY YY. “Exaotos 5¢ tay “lovdatwv 
eEnpxeto, apEdpevor amo Tov mpecBuTépwv’ Hate 
mavrTas e&edOetv" kat KarereihOn MOvos, Kal 1 
yuvn ev mer ova. : Avakias de ° Iygovs, elev 
TH ‘yuvaiki? mov elow; ovdeis oe KaréKpuver ; 
Kaxeivyn elrev av7@ ovdcis, Kvpre. 
ode ey oe KaTaKpivw, Umaye, ard Tod viY 


sentences by means of 6, as here, vy. 1—3. 5—7. 9—1], but 
oty. See Liicke, ii. p. 256. Alf, p. 710. Meyer, p. 214. 

It is said that it was derived from a narrative of Papias, a 
scholar of St. John, which was first inserted in the Gospel of the 
Hebrews (Hused. iii. 39), and thence passed into this Gospel. Cp. 
Routh, R. 8. i. 39. 


On the other hand, it is found in D, H, F, G, H, K, M, §, 
U, IT, and in more than 300 cursive MSS. 

It is, however, to be observed, that in E it is marked with 
asterisks in the margin, and in sixteen cursive copies. In S it is 
marked with obeli, and in forty cursive copies. It is placed at 
the end of the Gospel in ten cursive copies. In some MSS. (e.g. 
Lr.) it is placed at the end of St. Luke xxi. 

It is found in some MSS. of the Old Latin Version, and in 
the Vulgate, and in the Arabic, Persian, Coptic, Philoxenian 
Syriac, and Aithiopic Versions. 

It is commented on by Augustine, in his Exposition of the 
Gospel (Tract. xxxiil.) ; and he adverts in another place (de Conj. 
Adulterin. ii. 6, 7) to its omission from some MSS. ‘ Hoc infi- 
delium sensus exhorret, ut nonnulli modice, vel potius inimici 
vere fidei, credo, metuentes peccandi impunitatem dari mulieri- 
bus suis, illud quod de Adulterze indulgentia Dominus fecit (Joh. 
viii. 3—11) auferrent de Codicibus suis; quasi permissionem 
peccandi tribuerit Qui dixit ‘ Deimceps noli peceare.’”’ Cp. Aug. 
de Cons. Evang. iv. 17. De vera Poenit. c. 13. 

It is also quoted by S. Ambrose (Apol. David. ii. 1), who 
refers to the scruple which the hearing of this Chapter read in the 
Church might cause in some minds. ‘Non mediocrem scru- 
pulum movere potuit imperitis Evangelii lectio, que decursa est, 
in quo advertistis Adulteram Christo oblatam, eamque sine 
damnatione dimissam. Nam profectd si quis ea auribus acceperit 
otiosis, incentivum erroris incurrit, ctm legit .... Adulterz 
absolutionem. Lubrica igitur ad lapsum via.’’? See also Ambrose, 
de Spiritu Sane. ili. 3. Epist. vii. 58; ix. 76. 

It is also adduced by S. Jerome, in his argument against the 
Pelagians (ii. 6), with an assertion that it is found ‘‘ in Evangelio 
secundum Joannem, in muitis et Greecis et Latinis Codicibus.”’ 

It is treated as genuine in the Apostolic Constitutions, ii. 24. 

Some assert that it was in the MSS. of the Armenians, and 
that they expunged it, BAaBepay civar Aéyovtes Tots moAAots 
Thy rovabrny axpoacw. (Nicon in Coteler. Patr. Apostol. i. 
p- 238.) 

The various readings of this passage are indeed very nume- 
rous. But they may be reduced on the whole to three main 
Recensions :—that of the ‘Textus Receptus;’ that of the Codex 
D (Codex Bezze), which is a somewhat abridged form of the 
narrative ; and that of other MSS. differing from those on which 
the ‘ Textus Receptus’ is grounded. 

These Recensions are printed below ?. 


Wetstein, Semler, Wegscheider, Paulus, Tittman, Knapp, Liiche, Cred- 
ner, Tholuck, Olshausen, Davidson, Bleek, De Wette, Tischendorf, Lach- 
mann, Tregelles, Meyer, and others; and defended as genuine by 
Muldonutus, a Lupide, Mill, Whitby, Fabricius, Wolf, Lampe, Ben- 
gel, Michaelis, Storr, Stueudlein, Hug, Kuinoel, Scholz, and others, 


Textus codicum multorum. 
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yuvatka émt porxela KatadnpOetcav’ Kal o77)- 
cavres avTyy ent TO wéow, Eloy mewpacov7es* 
SiSdoKare, TavtTny eUpouev em avropwopw poL- 
xevomevnv. Kal év 7h vouww nuav Mwojs év- 
eteiAato Tas ToLaVTas ALOdGe’ ov ody TL A€yers 
mept avTys; Todro dé elroy meipacgovtes (exmetpa- 
Govres), Wva éywor (oxo) Katnyoplav Kar avTov* 
0 6€ “Ingots Katw Kiwas TH SaxTVAw (7 5. = alii) 
katéypadev (Ss. eypawev) eis THY YhVY, UH mpoc- 
movovjevos (al. Kat mpoomorovpevos). “OAs dé 
éméuevoy erepwrwvres avTov, Kal davaBrebas 
(avéxube Kat) Aéyer adTots’ 6 avawaptyTos tuav 
mpatov AiMoy Barérw ew avtyy (Ss. em avTny Tov 
A. Badérw* alii aliter). Kat madw kdtw kias 
éypahey eis THY yyv évos ExdoToV avT@Y Tas 
dmaprias. Kai e&qAOov els exactos avt&r. (Ss. ets 
Kad’ cis) ap&dmevor amd tay mpecBuTépwr, Kal 
KaTedynhOn o “Ingods (8. 0 "Inoovs pdvos) kat 7 
yuvn ev yéow ovoa. “AvaBrdpas S& 6 “Ingots 
elSev adtny Kat (eldev adthy Kat = alii) ele yivat" 
(yvvar = alii), mod eiow of Karyyopot gov; (alii 
mov eigw ol K. o. =, alii mov evow; habent) 
‘H 6é elev’ ovdels, Kvpie* Kal O “Inaots elme: 
ovse €yé oe KpLvd* Topedov, Kal aad rod viv 
pnkere amdprave. 


‘O 8€ “Ingots 


‘ypaev els THY yav. 


0 O€ elev’ 


310 


Deut. 22, 21— 


JOHN VIIL 5, 6. 


e \ 4 93 S) ? , 5a? Q a iA Soe 
beta, 2 YN KaTenpoyn er avtopapw MoLyevopery. Ev 0€ t@ vop@ Meovons 


lal \ iO) , ~ WC aueN 
Hew éverethato Tas TovavTas ufalews ov obv Ti héyers TEpl avTNs ; 


6 Todro 


Many of the objections from style may be in part removed 
by an examination of the various readings ; 

It is said that wopedoua is not used with e’s by St. John, but 
it is found in vii. 35; and it is not easy to say what other prepo- 
sition he should have employed here. ép@poy is not used by him 
elsewhere in this Gospel. It is used by St. Luke, but only once 
in his Gospel (xxiv. 1), and dpOpia only once (xxiv. 22). 6 Aads 
is found in D here, but 6 dxAos is in S and other MSS.: édi- 
dackey adrovs is not in D; and for of ypaumare?s some MSS. 
have of apxtepets. 

As to the narrative by Papias, it is not clear that it relates 
to the same incident as that before us. Eusebius says (iii. 39) 
concerning it, that ‘‘ Papias has put forth a history concerning a 
woman accused before the Lord of many sins (éml moAdAats 
Guaptias), which the Gospel of the Hebrews contains.” And 
even if it were the same history as that in this passage, it is not 
evident that it might not have been recorded by St. John, as well 
as by his scholar Papias after him. 


We find, then, that the external evidence on both sides is 
strong. The Western Church of the fourth century appears to 
have pronounced in its favour. No¢ so (it seems) the primitive 


Western. It does not appear to have been known to Tertullian 
or Cyprian. And the authority of the Eastern Church is against 
it. 


There is, however, a difference in the nature of these two 
testimonies. That of the West is affirmative; that of the Hast 
negative. The evidence of the former is the evidence of positive 
testimony ; that of the latter is rather the evidence of silence. 

For example: much stress has been laid on the omission of 
this passage by Chrysostom in his Exposition; and his example 
seems to have given a bias to the Hastern Church in this respect. 
As the Athenian Editor of Huthymius Zigabenus says (p. 560, 
ed. 1842),—EvOjuos, eis To Kpos ToD Xpvoogrduov ornpi(d- 
Mevos, Oewpet adThy (Thy Tepixomhv) mapéyypamtov. Hence also 
perhaps it was omitted by Theophylact and others. It may be 
observed also, on the evidence of Chrysostom, that he omits it in 
his Exposition, but nowhere says that it is spurious, though it is 
not improbable that he knew of its existence in some MSS. of his 
age. He passes it by in his Exposition. But it must be remem- 
bered, that his Exposition is not a theological treatise, but a 
series of Homilies ad Populum. And for such reasons as are 
suggested by Augustine and Ambrose (above, p. 309, col. 2), 
Chrysostom might have thought that this history might be per- 
verted to evil purposes in the licentious age and city in which he 
lived and preached, and therefore have passed it by in his Homi- 
lies. We have it in our Bibles now; but how few Sermons are 
preached and published upon it! Still, there is the silence of 
Origen, Cyril, and others, to be accounted for. It may however 
be thought, that the Discipline of the Eastern Church, which 
was very severe towards such sins as that of the woman in this 
history, may have acted as an impediment to its reception. ‘“ S. 
Basil’s Canons prescribe fifteen years’ penance for adultery ; the 
Council of Ancyra imposes seven years. The Council of Eliberis 
(in Spain) five for a single act, and ten years if repeated.’”’ (Bing- 
ham, xvi. c. 11.) 

As to internal evidence, it seems to be rather in favour of 
the passage. 

The Pharisees had been publicly convicted by our Lord of 
ignorance and violation of the Law of Moses, of which they were 
the guardians and teachers, with regard to the Sabbath. (See 
vii. 19. 22.) They had sent officers to take Him, but He had 
escaped (vii. 44—46). Exasperated by this exposure and dis- 
comfiture, they would, it is probable, have endeavoured to set 
themselves right in the eyes of the people, and to show, if possi- 
ble, that He Who charged them with contravening the Law of 
Moses was Himself at variance with Moses. They once tried to 
do this in vain, in regard to the Bill of Divorce. (Matt. xix. 
7-9.) Then they had attempted to show that He had contra- 
dicted the Law of Moses by too much severity. (Matt. v. 31, 32.) 
Now they might think they would be sure of exposing Him to a 
charge of inconsistency with Moses and Himself by too much 
laxity. ‘* Moses in the Law commanded that such as this 
woman should be stoned. But what sayest thou? This they 
said tempting Him.” (Cp. Matt. xix. 3.) 

Thus this passage seems to be coherent with what precedes. 
The mode also by which our Lord turned back, as it were, the 
horns of the dilemma on those who pressed Him with it, and by 
its retorted force drove them from His presence, even by means 
of their own question, is very like what He did with divine 


wisdom and power on another occasion, when they assailed Him 
with the captious question concerning the tribute-money. (Matt. 
xxii. 17.) 


Upon the whole, on considering the evidence of the case, we 
may come to the following conclusions :— 

That this passage contains a ¢rue history of an event which 
occurred at the time here specified. The Harly Church would 
never have invented such a History as this. Its tendencies were 
in the other direction ; 

That it is in all probability from St. John ; 

That it may have been delivered by him oradly; but that it 
was not written by him as a part of his Gospel. Hence the 
variety of Recensions; hence also, perhaps, the narrative of 
Papias, which may have been derived from St. John’s oral 
teaching (cp. Euseb. iii. 39), and so it may have been added, first 
to the margin here of some MSS., and thence have passed into 
the text. Hence also, perhaps, we may account for the fact that 
it is found in some MSS. at the end of his Gospel ; 

That it is not to be called a part of Canonical Scripture, as 
the rest of his Gospel is Canonical Scripture. For by the term 
“‘ Canonical Scripture’? we mean, not only what is true, nor only 
what was delivered by holy men, but what they were inspired by 
the Holy Ghost to deliver to the Church as divinely inspired 
Scripture, and what they did deliver as such, and what also has 
been received as divinely inspired Scripture, not only by par- 
ticular Churches, such as the Churches of Italy or Africa, but by 
the Universal Church of Christ. 

These conditions, which are necessary to constitute Canoni- 
cal Scripture, are not satisfied by the present passage. It is 
indeed now received as Scripture by the Church of Rome (Conc. 
Trid. Sess. iv.), but it was not received by the ancient Eastern 
Church, nor, even, by the primitive Western Church. It cannot 
be said to have ever been received as Canonical Scripture by the 
consentient voice of Christendom. It seems to occupy a peculiar 
position; namely, a middle place, between Canor.cal Scripture 
and those few narratives of incidents concerning our Blessed 
Lord, which are found in primitive writers, and are probably true 
(see Fabric. Cod. Apocr. p. 330), but have never found their way 
into any Manuscripts of the Gospel. 


Some moral inferences may close this investigation. It 
serves to inculcate the duty of thankfulness to Almighty God, for 
the solid foundation on which the proof of the Genuineness and 
Inspiration of the Canon of Scripture rests. This passage is 
found in three hundred MSS., and numerous Versions and 
Fathers. But it does not quite stand the test, nor quite satisfy 
the conditions requisite for its admission into the Canon of Holy 
Writ. How severe an ordeal, therefore, have the Canonical 
Books of Holy Scripture gone through! The strong claims of 
this rejected candidate for admission bring out more clearly and 
forcibly the value and strength of those which have been admitted 
into the Canon of Scripture. This passage consists only of twelve 
verses. Few persons doubt its authenticity. But its canonicity 
is the question at issue. How much and minutely has that been 
discussed! How rigid, therefore, is the scrutiny to which Canoni- 
cal Scripture has been subjected, and which it has passed through, 
before it has been acknowledged as Scripture, i.e. before it has 
been received as the work of the Holy Spirit by the Universal 
Church of Christ! And in proportion to the rigour of that 
scrutiny is the solidity of the ground of our belief of its Inspira- 
tion. 

Tt reminds us, also, of our own privileges in possessing many 
Manuscript Copies of the New Testament, which mount in anti- 
quity up to a time before this passage was received even (as it 
seems) in the Western Church ; i. e. to the primitive age of Chris- 
tendom, and which enable us to read the Text in its pristine and 
original purity. 

It leads us to examine carefully the grounds on which we 
receive the Scripture as Scripture, viz. as the divinely inspired 
Word of Almighty God; and to thank Him, that He has not only 
given us Holy Scripture, but has also planted in the World His 
Church Universal to guard Holy Scripture, and to assure us of its 
Inspiration. See above, on Mark xvi. 9—19. 


Cu. VIII. 5. everetAaro] commanded us to stone such women 
as this. See Levit. xx. 10. Deut. xxii. 22, which, however, do 
not authorize the assertion that such women were to be stoned ; 
unless this was a particular case specified Deut. xxii. 24. The 
Jews seem to have interpreted the Law, which commanded 
capital punishment, as prescribing death by stoning. See Mi- 
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chaelis in Mosaisch. Recht, § 262. ‘Sic quoque Hxod. xxxi. 14; 
xxxy. 2, poena mortis indicitur violatori religionis sabbati, sed 
Num. xv. 32, 35, ejusmodi violator sabbati dapidatus esse perhi- 
betur, cf. et Ezech. xvi. 38. 40.’’ (Kuin.) They quote the Law 
amiss, for hasty accusers often forget the terms of the Law which 
they desire to put in force: cp. Aug. 

— ov oby ti rAéyets] What then sayest Thou? They thought 
to accuse Him of breaking the Law. But our Lord avoided their 
snare, and maintained Justice, without swerving from Mercy. 

Aug.) 

6. kdtw Kipas] having stooped down He was writing on the 
ground. An emblem that the Law, which He Himself had given, 
had been written on earthly and stony hearts. (Cp. Aug. de Con. 
Evang. iv. 10.) ‘‘ Hoc digito mysticé scribebat in terra, cum a 
Judzis adultera esset oblata, significans, quando de peccatis alte- 
rius judicamus, nostri nos debere meminisse peccati.’’ (Ambrose, 
de Spir. Sanct. iii. 3.) 

Bengel and others have supposed that there is a reference 
here to the curses written by the Priest against women charged 
with unfaithfulness, and drunk by them in the ‘ water of jealousy’ 
(Numb. v. 17), and that our Lord changes the order of proceed- 
ing by writing a curse against the accusers. See Burgon. 
here. 

7. ‘O dvapydptntos tuav] Let him that is without sin among 
you first cast the stone at her. Let the Law be enforced, but not 
by those who infringe it; let her who is a sinner be punished, 
but not by sinners. (Auwg.) He is not fit to judge another who 
does not first judge himself. (Gregor. Moral. xiv. c. 13.) dv 
Al@ov is the stone which was to inflict the sentence, and to bea 
signal for other stones to follow. (Cp. Deut. xiii. 9; xvii. 5.) 

9. cis ka cfs] one by one. A Hebrew formula, Im¥) 77x 
(echad-ke-echad), ‘unus et alter.” (Rosenm.) Cp. Mark xiv. 19. 

— katerelpOn udvos 5 “Incots, kal 7 yuvh] Jesus was left 
alone, and the Woman. Two things were here left together 
alone; Misery and Mercy. (Aug.) 

HW. Ov5é eyd ce karaxpiyw] Neither do I condemn thee. 
What? does our Lord favour sin? No; observe what follows: 
“© Go and sin no more.” He therefore condemned sin, while He 
pardoned the sinner. Let them, who love Christ’s mercy, also 
fear His truth; for “ gracious and righteous is the Lord”’ (Ps. 
xxy. 7). (Aug.) ‘‘* Vade et ne pecces.’ Habes auctoritatem, 
quia vetera donavit ; habes judiciwm, quia futura prescripsit.’’ 
(Ambrose, Apol. Dav. ii. 75.) 

Observe also that this acquittal was pronounced by Christ 
under special circumstances, viz. when the Teachers of the Law 
were breakers of the Law: as was shown by our Lord’s test, ‘let 
him that is without sin among you first cast the stone at her,’ 
v. 7; and consequently, great indulgence was due to those who 
were subject to their teaching, and looked to their example. 

Hence our Lord’s merciful reply. But let it not be abused 
by misapplication to the times of the Gospel, when the sin of 
Adultery has been made more heinous by the Incarnation of Christ, 


and by clearer teaching on the sanctity of Marriage (Eph. v. 32), 
and by still more awful denunciations on the sins of Uncleanness 
and Adultery (1 Cor. vi. 9. HEph. v. 3. 5. 1 Thess. iv. 5—7. 
Heb. xiii. 4. Rev. xxi. 8). 

Christ is the Lion of the Tribe of Judah (Rev. v. 5) as well 
as the Lamb of God (John i. 29. 36). Let us not presume on 
the meekness of the Lamb, lest we feel the wrath of the Lion. 

12. 7d pas] the light. It was early dawn (see v. 2); hence 
the allusion. (Bengel.) Christ is the “AvaroaAy (Luke i. 78), the 
Day-spring from on high; the rising Sun. This also perhaps 
may confirm the truth of the above history (vv. 1—11). 

There may be also a reference here to the Lights kindled 
with special exultation at the Feast of Tabernacles in the Temple, 
and particularly in the court of the women where our Lord now 
was. See v.20, and the quotations from the Talmud in Wetstein, 
p- 894. In Christ’s Incarnation a special light sprung up for 
Woman (see note at end of the foregoing chapter), and in Him, 
the promised Seed of the woman, is pardon even for such as that 
woman who was now before Him. This Festival was distin- 
guished by an effusion of Water (vii. 37) and Light—both typical 
of Christ’s office in the world. 

This passage also serves happily as a contrast to the darkness 
and blindness of the Pharisees as just described ; and asa transi- 
tion to the assertion in v. 56, that Abraham, whom they claimed 
as their father, rejoiced to see His Day—that Light, which they, 
his children, strove to extinguish ! 

Observe, that our Lord in His former Discourse at the Feast 
of Tabernacles had declared the mystery of His Incarnation ; 
He now describes its gracious influences, especially in opposition 
to the Powers of Darkness, and for the Illumination of the World. 

14. ipets 5é odk ofdare wd0ev Epxouat] but ye know not whence 
I am coming. I am the Sun of Righteousness. You neither 
know My rising nor My setting. But I, like the Sun, bear 
witness to Myself by My own light. 

The Sun illuminates the face of him who sees, and of him 
who is blind ; but it is seen by the one, and not by the other. So 
Christ, the Light of the world, is every where present to all, even 
to the unbelieving; but they cannot see Him, because they have 
no eyes in their hearts. 

15. eyed ob Kpivw ovdéva] I am not judging any one. For I 
have not now come to judge the world, but to save the world. 
(John xii. 47.) (Chrys., Aug.) This also perhaps may be 
thought to be an allusion to the case of the Woman brought to 
Him for judgment. (See vv. 10, 11.) 

17. 300 avOpdmwv % waptupia} the testimony of two men is 
true. In this reference of our Lord to the Law (Deut. xix. 15) 
we have an evidence of the plurality and distinction of Persons in 
the one Godhead. (Ayg., Chrys.) When the Witnesses are 
said to be two, it is implied also that they are of the same Nature. 
If one is a creature, so is the other. If One is God, both are 
God. Compare what is said of the Three Witnesses (1 John v. 7). 

Sabellius teaches heretically that the Father is the same as 
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than the Son. He is of one substance with the Son, but He is a 
distinct Person from the Son. Our Lord says, ‘‘I and my Father 
are One” (John x. 30), “‘Ego et Pater meus wnwm (not unus) 
sumus ;” one Substance, not one Person. The word ‘unum’ is an 
antidote to Arianism; the word ‘ sumus’ is a refutation of Sabel- 
lianism. (Awg.) 

19. Ore Qué ofSare] See above, vii. 28. 

— by Marépa p.— Serre ty] ye would have known my Father 
also. A proof of the Unity of Substance, as v. 17 is of the 
Plurality of Persons in the One Godhead. 

20. ey TH yalopudalw] in the treasury. In the Court of the 
Women (Mark xii. 41. Luke xxi. 1); a public place, where He 
might easily have been taken, if it had been His Will to be taken. 

Whenever we read it recorded that our Lord spake such and 
such words in such and such a place, if we attend to the narrative, 
we shall find the propriety of the addition. ‘The Treasury ’’ was 
a depository of money collected for the honour of God and relief 
of the poor; and the coin may be regarded as emblematic of the 
Divine Word stamped with the image of the Great King. Let 
every one contribute according to his power to this spiritual 
Treasury. Christ, teaching in the Temple, offered, as it became 
Him, rich gifts—the words of eternal life. (Origen.) The appro- 
priateness and pertinency of these words to the Court of the 
Women, when He had before Him a Woman brought for con- 
demnation, but pardoned, is obvious. See v. 12. 

21. ev 7H Gpaptia budy dmobaveicbe] ye shall die in your sin. 
This was the misery of the Jews—not only to commit sins, but to 
die in them. This is what every Christian ought to fear. Hence 
we resort to Baptism. Hence even the suckling is borne by the 
pious hands of its mother to the Church, that it may not depart 
this life unbaptized, and may no¢ die in the sins in which it was 
born. (Augustine. ) 

— bmrov eye trdyw, duets ov Svvacbe eAOciv] They who die 
in their sins cannot come to the place where Christ is. (Origen.) 

22. Mhte Gmroxreve? Eavtdv] Will he kill himself? Our 
Lord’s answer shows that such a thought is sinful. (Chrys.) The 
suggestion of it was worthy of them who were about to kill the 
Prince of Life. 

23. eyd ee Tay tyw] Tam from above. Hence the Manicheans 
and Apollinarians erroneously argue that Christ brought His Body 
from Heaven, and they quote St. Paul also (1 Cor. xv. 47), “ The 
second Man is the Lord from heaven.’’ Did then our Lord mean 
that His Apostles had a heavenly body when He said, “ Ye are 
not of the world?”’ (John xv. 19.) No; but He means that the 
thoughts of the Jews are from the earth, earthy, and that His 
thoughts are not as theirs. (Theoph.) 

— ey obk ciud éx Tod Kdcuov Tovrov] I am not from this 
world. Yam not of those who, like you, are of, i.e. from the 
earth, and entertain earthly and sinful thoughts ; and therefore I 
could not entertain such an idea as ye impute to me, saying, 
“Will He kill Himself ?’’ (Zheoph.); but I am from the Father. 
(Aug.) Compare below, His words to Pilate, xviii. 36. 

24. éay yap wh morevonre bri eyw cis] for except ye believe 
that Iam, ye shall die in your sins. St eiql, literally, “that I 


—15), ‘1 am that I am.” And therefore He means, unless ye 
believe that I am God, ye shall die in your sins. (Aug.) Cp. 
above, on vi. 20, and below, v. 58. 

25. Thy apxhv] Altogether, according to Rosenmiiller, Glass. 
(Phil. p. 461), Loesner, and others. Winer, p. 412. Others 
read the sentence as a question, Firsi of all, why do I even speak 
to you? So Lachm., Licke. Others, as Meyer, Do ye ask what 
I say to you at the first ? 

But these interpretations do not seem to give a sense worthy 
of the occasion and of the Divine Speaker. Rather, with S. Cyril 
and Augustine, we may explain it ;—I am what I am also declar- 
ing to you, the Beginning. The use of the accusative may be 
compared with “‘wrdem quam statuo vestra est’’ (Virgil); and com- 
pare the accusative in Mark iv. 31. Acts x. 36. And this sense 
is adopted in the Vulgate and £thiopic Versions. Cp. i. 1, év 
&pxh 6 Adyos, and He is 7 apxh Kal 7d TéAos (Rev. xxi. 6; xxii. 
13); cp. 1 John i. 1, 0 jv dm adpxijs: ii. 13, eyvdaare toy dar 
&pxis: whereas the ArdBodos is a murderer am’ &px7s (v. 44). 

This appears to be one of those speeches of our Lord, occur- 
ring often in St. John’s Gospel, which can only be understood by 
reference to His Divine Nature; which He is asserting in this 
discourse. 

It is no valid objection to this interpretation, that this speech 
would thus be a hard saying to those who first heard it. Many 
of our Lord’s sayings, when first uttered, were not intelligible even 
to His own disciples (see xii. 16), and St. John says (v. 27), that 
the Jews did not understand Him. Our Lord spake to all future 
ages ; and when the disciples perceived what afterwards took place, 
and when they were enlightened by the Holy Ghost, then they 
saw clearly what before was dark; and they there beheld a proof 
of the prophetic power of Christ. And we must read the sayings 
of Christ in the Gospel, by the light of subsequent events, and 
of that spiritual knowledge which He has given us by the illumi- 
nation of the Holy Ghost. See above, p. 258. 2°1. 302. 

26. kpivew] to judge. Observe the infatuation of the Jews, 
who, after so much teaching, and so many miracles from Christ, 
ask, “‘ Who art thou?’’ Our Lord, therefore, rebukes them as 
unworthy of further instruction, and proceeds now to speak to 
them of judgment. (Chrys.) 

27. OvdK Cyrwoav—Breyey] They understood not that He was 
speaking to them of the Father. Another instance of the eaposi- 
tory character of St. John’s Gospel; see on ii. 24 and p. 268. 

28. “Oray tbdaonte| When ye have lifted up the Son of Man. 
See above, iii. 14. You will desire to crucify Me; and when you 
have crucified Me, you will imagine that you have destroyed Me. 
But [ tell you, that then especially, when you have lifted Me up, 
in shame, and yet in glory, you will know from My Resurrection, 
and from the Miracles wrought in My Name, and even from your 
own Captivity, consequent on your sin in rejecting Me, and from 
the graces of the Holy Ghost poured upon you to enlighten your 
minds,—from all these things you will know that I am He, i.e. 
that 1am One with the Father, God with God. For God would 
never have worked such miracles by Me, as He will then work, if 
I had not been all-pleasing to God, and if I had not been the Son 
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of God. (Chrys., Theoph.) Ye will then acknowledge that I am 
Hg, i.e.that lam Gop. (Aug.) 

81. ?Edy Spets pelynte ev TH Adyw TE EuS] Tf ye remain sted- 
JSast in My word. He refers to some, who, after they had believed, 
had gone away from Him; see vi. 66. It is a little thing to come 
to Christ, we must abide in Him. (Aug.) 

82. ydcecbe Thy GrAfOciav] ye shall know the truth. They 
who believe in Christ, by abiding in Christ learn to see the Truth 
which is unchangeable, and is the bread of the soul, and is not 
changed into him who feeds on it, but changes him. (Awg.) 

33. ovdev) SedovrAcbKauev] we have never been in bondage. 
Not true; for they had been in bondage to the Egyptians, Baby- 
lonians, and others; but Christ was speaking of the slavery of sin, 
and does not correct them. (Chrys.) 

34. was 6 moldy Thy apaptiay dodAds Cort THs GuapTius] every 
one that worketh sin is the slave of sin. What slavery is that ! 
A man may find escape and rest from a tyrannical master, but 
whither can the slave of sin fly? He drags his master with him. 
He alone can free us from sin, Who came into the world without 
sin, and offered Himself a sacrifice for sin. (Aug.) 

35. SovAos ov méver ev 7H oikia] the slave abideth not in the 
house. Many sinners enter the Church which is Christ’s house, 
but Christ abides in it for ever. Here is our hope that we may 
cease to be slaves, and be freed by Him Who is free, and gave 
not silver and gold, but His own blood for us; and Who is our 
Head; and ‘“‘if He makes us free, we are free indeed.” (Aug.) 

86. dytws edcUOepor Evecbe] ye will be free indeed. Do not 
therefore abuse your freedom, to sin freely; but use it, not to sin ; 
your will is free if it is holy; you will be free, if you are servants 
of righteousness. (Awg.) 

87. orépua ABpadu eore] ye are Abrahams seed, by the pro- 
pagation of the flesh, not by faith of the heart, or imitation of life. 
“Tf ye were Abraham’s children, ye would do the works of 
Abraham.” They were therefore a degenerate seed; we are 
made true sons of Abraham by God’s grace; for if ye be Christ’s, 
then are ye Abraham's seed, and heirs according to the promise. 
Gal. iii. 16. 29. (Aug.) 

Vor. I. 


38. éwpdxare] ye have seen. Some MSS. (B, C, K, L, X) have 
jkovoate, ye heard—a reading which deserves consideration. 

40. rovro ’ABpadp ovk emotnoey] this did not Abraham. But 
how could he do it? Because the spiritual Advent of Christ has 
ever cheered the Saints of God. Wherefore we may conclude that 
they, who after their regeneration, and other graces conferred on 
them, are guilty of sin, ‘crucify afresh the Son of God.” (Origen.) 

41. ex mopvelas ob yeyevynucda] we be not born of fornication. 
The Jews who heard our Lord, had now begun to perceive that 
He was speaking spiritually; and it is the usage of Scripture 
to describe as fornication, the prostitution of the soul to false 
gods. (Aug.) 

42. e&7AOov kal jxw] I came forth from the Father, and am 
come to you. “ Exii et adsum.” 

43. ov duvacbe axoveww Toy Adyov Thy éudy] ye cannot hear 
My word, i. e. will not ; cannot, on account of your perverse will, 
and malignant minds. (Theoph.) dkovew, with an accusative, 
means something more than to hear, namely, to consider, and 
understand. See Acts ix. 7. 

44. éx matpds Tod AiaBdrov éoré] ye are of your father the 
devil; not by generation, but imitation. (Aug.) In words you 
claim to be children of God; by works ye show yourselves chil- 
dren of the Devil. (Theoph.) 

— OéreTe moretv] ye love todo. It is your (@éAnua) will to 
do them. On this use of @éAw, see on Philem. 14; above, v. 35; 
vi. 21. Acts x. 10. 

— °Excivos avOpwrokrtédvos hv aw apxijs| Therefore to tempt 
a man to evil, as the Devil tempted Adam, is murder ; and since 
in Adam all died, the Devil was a murderer from the beginning. 
(Aug., Origen.) 

— webortns éor) Kal 6 rarnyp avtov] he is a liar and the father 
of it. Some interpreters (e.g. Bengel, Meyer) interpret marhp 
avrov to mean “ father of the liar,’ i.e. the liar is a child of the 
Devil. But adrod refers to Tod Wevdous, to be supplied from the 
preceding sentence. So avrov in Rom. ii. 26. Cp. 2 Thess. ii. 
11; and the sense is, I am the Truth; but he is a liar, and some- 
thing more than a liar; he is the father of that which is false. 
Cp. Liicke here, and Winer, pp. 104. 132. 169. 
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From these words rariyp avtov, some have imagined that the 
Devil has a father. This is the error of the Manicheans. But 
“Pater ejus’’ means ‘“ Pater mendacii,” Jerome (on Isa. xviii.), 
and cp. Glass. Phil. S. p. 329. Our Lord calls the Devil the 
Father of falsehood in the abstract, rod Wevdous; as God is the 
Father of the Truth. 

Men, when they tell a lie, use what does not belong to them, 
but to the Devil; but the Devil, when he tells a lie, uses what is 
his own offspring, for he is the Father of lies. And ye will not 
believe in Me, because I speak the truth; and thus ye prove your- 
selves the children of him who is the Father of lies. (Theoph.) 

46—59.] On these verses, see Greg. M. Hom. in Ev. i. 18. 

48. Sauapelrns ef ov] Thou art a Samaritan. Yes, truly; 
He is the ‘ Good Samaritan.’ See on Luke x. 23—27. 37. 

51. Cavatoy od uy Oewphon] shall never see death, that is, never 
feel. He who spake was about to die, and He spake to men who 
were about to die. What then did He mean, when He spake 
thus? He meant, that whosoever keeps His saying shall never 
see that Death, from which He came to save us, viz. everlasting 
death, the death of damnation with the Devil and his angels ; that 
is real death. Other death is only a blessed translation to a better 
life. (Aug.) When, therefore, the Psalmist asks, “‘What man is 
he that liveth and shall not see death ?” (Ps. lxxxix. 48,) we may 
reply, “‘he who keepeth Christ’s Word.” And this our Lord 
meant, when He said (Matt. xvi. 28), ‘Verily I say unto you, 
there be some standing here that shall not taste of death.’’ They 
who stand by Christ, and continue to stand by Him to the end, 
they shall never ¢aste of death. (Origen.) See on Matt. xvi. 28. 

52. “ABpadu aréOave] Abraham died. The Jews were blind, 
and only looked at the death of the flesh, and therefore could not 
see the light of Christ’s words. (Greg. Hom. xviii. in Evang.) 
According to that death, of which our Lord spake, neither Abra- 
ham was dead nor the Prophets. They were dead, but alive. 
The Jews were alive, but dead. Consider what our Lord said to 
the Sadducees, who were dead in soul, concerning the Patriarchs, 
who were alive. Matt. xxii. 31, 32. 

Our Lord declared in a remarkable manner, in the history of 
Dives and Lazarus, that Abraham is not dead; for He said that 
the beggar was carried by angels into Abraham’s bosom. Luke 
xvi. 22, 23. Could the place of rest and joy, in which are the 
departed spirits of the righteous, be the bosom of one who is 
dead? Could Paradise, to which our Lord’s soul went at His 
death (Luke xxiii. 43), be the bosom of one who is dead? No; 
Abraham never saw death, he never tasted death; but death with 
him was the joyful passage to a better life. And why? Because 
he saw Christ’s day with faith, and was glad; because he saw 
the day of Him Who has tasted death for every man (Heb. ii. 9); 
Who has taken away its sting (1 Cor. xv. 55, 56), and opened 
the kingdom of heaven to all believers. 

— yevonra] So A, C, D, K,L,S, U, X, A, A, and ninety 
Cursives. Elz. has yetoera. See above, iv. 14. 

58, ob molcis] ot is expunged by some recent Editors (Lachm., 


Tisch., Alf.) ; but it is found in the major part of the MSS., and 
adds force to the sense. 

54. judy] of us. Rightly received by recent Editors (Griesb., 
Scholz, Lachm., Tisch., Alf.) from A, C, D, E, G, H, K, L, M, 
8, U, A, A, and many Cursives. Elz. has tuav. Cp. x. 36, 
Aéyete Ste BAaoHnuets, and Acts i. 4,—where the words of the 
speaker are adopted as here. 

56. "ABpadu 6 marhp tuay iyyadAdoato—nuepay] He rejoiced 
with faith and hope that he should see. The particle ta often 
serves to connect verbs of willing and desiring in N. T., as va 
does in modern Greek. (See John iv. 47; xv. 8; xvii. 15. 24. 
Matt. vii. 12. Mark vi. 25.) So Teles in Stob. Serm. 95, tya 
Zevs yevnta emibuuhoe, Cp. 1 Cor. ix. 15, nadrby iva, and 
Winer, pp. 301—303. 

The name Jsaac (laughing), Gen. xvii. 17, had a reference to 
this &yaAAlacis, —for in Isaac, the promised seed, Abraham had a 
vision of Christ, in Whom all rejoice. See S. Jerome ad loc. 
Jones, Proper Names of O. T. p. 163. Here is a glorious testi- 
mony given to Abraham by the Creator of Abraham, and Seed of 
Abraham. 

— 7. huépay T. é.] My Day. Christ’s coming is beautifully called 
the Day; for it is the sequel of, and is opposite to, Night. And 
it is happily so called here, where He is describing Himself as the 
Light of the World. See above, v. 12, and cp. Cyril here. 

My day. Does our Lord mean the Day in which He was 
incarnate, or the day of His Divinity—that Day which has neither 
morning nor evening? Abraham saw both by faith and hope, and 
therefore in joy. How great was the joy of his heart when he 
saw the Word of God, and His brightness beaming on holy minds, 
and yet remaining as God with the Father ; and hereafter about 
to come in the flesh, and yet never to be separated from the bosom 
of the Father! (Auwg.) 

Abraham saw the day of Christ, i.e. the cross of Christ, 
when he laid the wood on his son, and in will offered up Isaac, 
Heb. xi. 19; and when he Jdelieved the promise, that of his seed 
should come the Saviour, in Whom all nations would be blessed, 
Gen. xxii. 18. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

On this text see the Sermon of Bp. Andrewes, i. 118. 

See also Article VII. of the Church of England, and the 
passages quoted from Holy Scripture and the Fathers by Bp. 
Beveridge and Prof. Browne, and notes below on Gal. iii. 6. 
Heb. xi. 19. F 

57. Tlevrjkovra ern ovrw exeis] Thou art not yet fifty years 
old. Chrysostom reads teccapdkoyta, forty, and so A; but 
Treneus had wevrjxovra, Our Lord was then about thirty-three 
years old. Cp. Theophyl., who inquires why they did not rather 
say forty than fifty ? 

The inference of S. Ireneus (ii. 39) from this passage, that 
our Lord’s life upon earth extended to fifty years, was corrected 
by the writers of the fourth century, e.g. Eused. (i. 10), Theodoret 
(ad Dan. ix. tom. ii. p. 1250). And indeed §. Hippolytus, the 
scholar of Irenaus, had already rectified it. See his Comment 
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on Daniel, Num. iv., where he says that our Lord suffered in His 
thirty-third year. 

58. amply “ABpadu yevéoOa, eyd ciui] before Abraham was 
born, I am. It would seem that the words éy eiw are used 
by our Lord singly (i.e. without any predicate) three times (v. 
23, 24. 28) in this chapter to signify His own Divine Pre-existence, 
—I am, i.e. from everlasting, and His co-existence with the 
Father. (See S. Cyril on chap. i.) Why did He not say,— 
before Abraham was I was, but I am? because He uses this 
word, ‘“‘I am,’”’ as His Father uses it; for it signifies perpetual 
existence, independent of all time. And therefore they charged 
Him with blasphemy. (Chrys.) 

Acknowledge your Creator, and distinguish Him from the 
creature. He who speaks was the Seed of Abraham; and yet He 
was before Abraham, and Abraham himself was made by Him. 
Abraham was a creature, therefore Christ did not say, ‘‘ before 
Abraham existed,””—‘‘ antequam esset,” mply "ABpadm efya1,— 
but He said, “ before Abraham was made,”—‘‘ antequam Abraham 
factus essei,” mply "ABpadm yevéoOat,—and He did not say, ‘I 
was made,” but “J am.” (Aug.) The Deity has no past or 
future, but a perpetual present, and therefore He uses the present 
tense, and says, ‘J am.” He does not say, I was before Abraham, 
but J am,—according to that in Exodus (iii. 14), “I am that I 
am.” (Greg.) Our Lord uses the same language, ‘‘1 am,” when 
proving His Deity by walking on the sea, Mark vi. 50. 

59. °Hpay ody Aidovs iva Bddwow én avtdv] They therefore 
took up stones to cast at Him, as if He was guilty of blasphemy 
in claiming to be God. Here is a plain proof of Christ’s 
Divinity, against the Socinians. Our Lord said to the Jews, 
“ Destroy this Temple, and in three days I will raise it up again (ii. 
19). I have power to lay down My life, and I have power to take 
it up again. Before Abraham was I am (viii, 58). I and My 
Father are one (x. 30).”” The Jews understood Him to claim 
divine power by such words as these, and St. John relates that on 
several occasions, they took up stones to cast at Him, because, 


by speaking thus, He made Himself equal with God. Cp. below, 


xeol : x1. 8: 

They charged Him with blasphemy for doing so. And if He 
had not really claimed to be equal with God, He, in His love to 
them and to the world, and in His dutiful reverence to His Father, 
which ever characterized His conduct, would certainly have un- 
deceived them. But He never disclaimed the meaning which they 
assigned to His words. That meaning therefore is true. He did 
claim to be Equal and One with God,—He did claim to be God. 
And how did God, on His side, regard that claim ? He is “a jealous 
God, and will not give His glory to another’’ (Isa. xlii. 8; xlviii. 
11). He severely punished His servant Moses, because in the 
heat of passion he let fall one hasty expression, and “spake un- 
advisedly with his lips’? (Ps. evi. 33), and claimed more than 
human power to himself, and said, ‘‘ Must we fetch you water out 
of this rock ?” (Num. xx. 10.) For this one saying, in which Moses 
appeared to arrogate to himself what belonged to God, God ex- 
cluded him from the promised land, notwithstanding his long and 
faithful service, and his earnest entreaties to be admitted into it. 
If, then, Jesus Christ had been a great prophet like Moses, and 
nothing more; if He had not been what He claimed to be, Equal 
and One with the Father, the everlasting I am, then we may be 
sure, that the same God, ‘‘ with Whom is no variableness nor shadow 
of turning” (James i. 17), and who visited one vain-glorious ex- 
pression in the case of Moses with such a severe penalty, would 
have marked His displeasure against Him who repeatedly and 
uniformly laid claim to divine-power. Jesus did this. God there- 
fore would have disowned Him, if what He did had not been 
rightly done; and He would have rewarded the Jews for their 
pious zeal in behalf of His own Divine Honour, and for taking 
up stones to execute the Law of God on one who was guilty of 
blasphemy. A 

But what was the fact? God gave witness to Him in their 
presence by miracles, and wonders, and signs, ‘‘ which God did by 
Him in the midst of them’’ (Acts ii. 22), and He gave assurance to 


all men of the truth of what He spake by calling Him His beloved 
Son in Whom He is well pleased (Matt. ili. 17; xii. 18; xvii. 5. 
2 Pet. i. 17); and by raising Him from the dead, and by setting 
Him at His own right hand in heavenly places (Acts iii, 15; iv. 
10; xiii. 30; xvii. 31. Eph. i. 20. Phil. ii. 9). Thus God has 
shown His approval of Christ’s preaching. 

But on the other hand He has displayed His severe indigna- 
tion against the Jews for their rejection of that preaching. He 
has inflicted a severer punishment upon them for ¢had sin, than 
He ever inflicted on their forefathers, even for the sin of idolatry. 
He destroyed Jerusalem of old, and He cairied their fathers 
captive to Babylon for idolatry; but on their repentance, He 
restored them to their own land. He has now destroyed Jerusa- 
lem for their sin in rejecting the claims of Christ; and for eighteen 
hundred years the Jews have been scattered as outcasts among all 
nations. Thus they themselves bear witness to the truth of Christ’s 
claim ; they attest His divinity. May He hasten the time when 
their eyes may be opened, that they may see Him, and worship 
Him, and so be restored to the favour of God! (2 Cor. iii. 14—16.) 

— €k TOU icpovd dieABay Sid wécov] He went out of the Tem- 
ple, going through the midst of them. That is, He rendered 
Himself invisible, and thus showed His divine power. He fled 
from the stones which might have touched Him as man. Woe to 
them from whose stony hearts God flies! (Aug.) 

They take up stones to cast at Him. He had told them, 
“Let him who among you is without sin first cast the stone at 
her’’ (v. 7). Was their present act one of vindictiveness for that 
saying? And is this another mark of the coherence of the con- 
text with that passage? Christ escaped unseen from His enemies 
(viii. 59), and saw a man who had never seen from his birth, and 
made him see; and showed Himself to be the Light of the world; 
and proved, that they who thought that they could see better than 
others, were blind in body and soul, because they would not see 
Him Who is the Light, but sought to extinguish Him. 

Our Lord rendered Himself invisible. For other refiections 
on this subject, see on Luke iv. 30, and below, on John xx. 19. 


Cu. IX. 2. tls ijuaprey] who sinned? The Apostles could 
not have imagined that a man had sinned before his birth; nor 
does it appear that they believed in a transmigration of souls, or 
that children are punished for their parents. (Cp. Ezek. xviii. 
2—4.) But this question of theirs may have been occasioned by 
our Lord’s speech to the paralytic whom He had healed (John v. 
14),—‘ Sin no more, lest a worse thing come upon thee;” and it 
may have been a statement of an objection on their part to the 
assertion of our Lord that sin is the cause of physical evils. 
(Cp. Chrys.) 

3. OvTe obTos Huaptev] Bothheand his parents were sinners ; 
but their sin was not the cause of his being born blind. 

— a havepw6h 7a Epya Tod cod ev ait] in order that the 
works of God might be made manifest in him. But had this man 
been punished with blindness that God might be glorified? 
Would not this have been unjust? We may reply, that the con- 
junction ¢hat does not here indicate the cause, but the effect,— 
ie. the man was not born blind in order that God might be 
glorified, but God’s glory was an effect of his blindness. So it is 
in our Lord’s words (John ix. 39), ‘‘I came into the world that 
they who see might be made blind ;”’ but we cannot suppose that 
Christ, Who is the Light of the world, came in order to make men 
blind. So also we may explain the words of St. Paul (Rom. iii. 4 ; 
v. 20},—‘‘The Law entered in that the offence might abound ;” 
whereas in fact the Law was given as a check to sin. In all these 
and other cases the conjunction signifies consequence and event, 
and not a reason or cause. Cp. Chrys., Theophyl., who quote 
other parallels, and Glass., Phil. 8. pp. 529, 530. Matt. xxiii. 
34, 35. See below, v. 39; xii. 40. 1 Cor. xi. 19. 

4, Ewe det épydfecOa| I must work the works of Him that 
sent Me. Observe, this was said on a Sabbath (v. 14), when 
God specially does works of mercy,—to the body by rest, and to 
the soul by grace. Observe also,—the cripple at the other pool— 
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Bethesda,—was healed on the Sabbath (above, ch. v, 2—10). 
The two pools of Bethesda (the house of Mercy) and of Siloam 
were from one spring (see below, onv. 7); and these two Miracles, 
both wrought on the Sabbath, may serve as mementos that all 
streams of Mercy are from the One source of Him, Who is also 
the Sent, and in Whom is our Rest. See also above, p. 261, 262. 

— &pxerat vit] the night cometh. While you have life, do 
what you have to do; for after death there is no place for faith or 
repentance. (Chrys.) 

5. pas eiut Tod Kdouov] I am the Light of the World, ‘even 
to the end of the world’ (Matt. xxviii. 20) ; for the day of Christ’s 
presence has no Evening: His Sun never sets. (Aug.) 

6. érrvce] He spat: this would not have seemed strange to 
the mind of Easterns in that age, which ascribed a medical virtue 
to the human saliva. See the authorities in Wetstein’s note, 
p- 902. But the making of clay with the saliva, as if it were to 
be an eye-salve, would indeed have appeared extraordinary. 

— éréxpice thy mnddv] He anointed the eyes of the blind 
with the clay. Observe the faith of the man who had been born 
blind. He did not say, that clay is apt to blind the eye, rather 
than to open it, or that he had often washed in Siloam, and was 
not a whit the better; or that if Christ could heal him He would 
have doneit by His word. He did not speak of Christ as Naaman 
did of Elisha (2 Kings v. 11); but he obeyed. He went his way ; 
he washed, and the result was, he came seeing. 

Observe also the manner in which Christ wrought the miracle. 
It was one of tenderness to the Jews. They might see the clay 
on the blind man’s eyes; and might see him go to Siloam. All 
these things were done, that their eyes might be opened, and that 
they might see and believe. 

He thus reminds us that He is the Creator of all who made 
us live and see. He who anoints the blind with clay, and makes 
him see, formed Adam from the clay of the earth, and breathed 
into him a living soul, and made him see and live. (Cp. Cyril.) 

Christ anointed the eyes with clay, and so gave sight to one 
who had been born blind. He opened his eyes by means of that 
which seemed only to seal them up. Here is an answer to those 
who object that sight cannot be given to the sow! by means of 
things so feeble and inadequate to the purpose, as Sacraments. 
Almighty God can perform the greatest works by the weakest 
instruments; and He loves to effect them by such means, in order 
that the power of the Agent may be more manifested and magni- 
fied thereby. He is wont to work by means, which, as far as 
human knowledge could predict, would not produce any such 
result. He has walled the sea with sand. He clears the air 
with storms. He warms the earth with snow. So in the world 
of His grace. In the desert He brings water, not from the soft 
earth, but from the flinty rock; He heals the sting of the serpent 
of fire by the serpent of brass; He overthrows the walls of 
Jericho by rams’-horns; He slays a thousand men with the jaw- 
bone of an ass; He cures salt-water by salt; He buoys up iron 
with water. He fells the giant with a sling and astone. And 
thus the Son of God works in His Gospel. He cures the blind 
man by what seemed only likely to increase his blindness; He 
opens his eyes by anointing them with clay. He exalts us to 
heaven by the stumbling-block of the cross. In the simplest 
symbols He hides supernatural grace. In the weakest creatures 
He conceals Divine power. He regenerates us by water; He 
gives immortal food in bread and wine,—in order that, from the 
weakness of the instruments used, the excellency of the power 
may be seen to be not of man, but of God. Cp. 2 Cor. iv. 7. 

The Anointing with Clay may also be designed to remind us, 
that the blessings of spiritual illumination are derived from the 
Incarnation of Christ. The first Adam was formed of the clay 
of the earth, and he derived his name Adam therefrom. He was, 
€x ys xoixds (1 Cor. xv. 47.49). He was, from xovs, xéw,—i.e. 
from earth fused and moulded. The Son of God, who is “the 


Lord from heaven,’ became the Second Adam, and took our 
Nature of clay; and in it He became the Messiah, the Christ, the 
Anointed One; and by virtue of the unction of the Holy Ghost, 
which He received in that Nature, and has poured down upon us, 
He has regenerated, illumined, and sanctified that Nature, which 
ever since the Fall was born blind; and He has sent it to Siloam 
to wash. See note on v. 7. 

%. vibar eis] Cf. Mark i. 9, CBarricAn eis. 

— Sirwdu d épunvederar dmecraruevos] Siloam, which is in- 
terpreted, Sent. Shiloah, Isa. vii. 2; viii. 6; xxii. 9. Neh. iii. 
15; from root mw (shalah), to send forth. So called from the 
sending forth of the water from one source into the two pools of 
Bethesda and Siloam. Lightfoot (in loc. ii, p. 677), and see 
above, v. 2, and Meyer’s note here, p. 357, and compare also 
Rosenmiiller and Mintert, Lex. in v. The sense of the word 
Epunveverat is not to be pressed too closely; it does not mean 
always a literal interpretation, but rather an allusion. See Acts 
iv. 36. 

Our Lord, by sending the blind man to Shiloah, here appears 
to refer to His own words as recorded above in v. 4, ‘I must ao 
the works of Him that sent Me.’’ The Jews endeavoured to set 
Him in opposition to Moses, whe was sent by God (see vii. 19— 
23; ix. 28, 29), and He proves His own Divine Mission by His 
Works. The words ‘‘ He that sent Me,” or ‘‘the Father that 
sent Me,” are repeated by Him no less than seventeen times in 
the first nine chapters of this Gospel. And it would appear that 
by sending the blind man to wash in the pool of Siloam, He in- 
tended to teach that He Himself, Who was sent by the Father, is 
the true “‘ Fountain to be opened in Jerusalem for sin and for un- 
cleanness’’ (Zech. xiii. 1. Joel iii. 18). He is the Fount of Siloam. 
As St. John says, ‘This is He that came by Water and Blood; 
and the Blood of Christ cleanseth us from all sin.” (1 John i. 6; 
v. 6.) “He loved us, and washed us from our sins in His own 


’ Blood (Rev. i. 5); and the Saints have washed their robes, and 


made them white in the Blood of the Lamb.” (Rev. vii. 14.) 
Hence S. Cyril says here, ‘‘No one is ‘the Sent’ but the only- 
begotten Son, Who came from the Father to destroy sin and Satan. 
And when we know Him operating invisibly in the Waters of the 
baptismal fount, we wash with faith,—not by putting away the 
filth of the flesh, as the Scripture says (1 Pet. iii. 21), but cleans- 
ing off the uncleanness of the eyes of the mind, so that we may 
be able to behold the beauty of the Lord.”’ The name Siloam, 
says Bengel, had a prophetic character; ‘‘ quia Christus eo mis- 
surus erat cecum; et ab hoc tempore erat monumentum miracli 
facti?’’ The same may be said of Bethesda (above, ch. v. 2). 

— 7dbe BAérwv] he came seeing. This opening of the eyes of 
the blind was one of the signs of the Messiah. (Isa. xxix. 18; 
xxxv. 6.) And this opening of the eyes was very different from 
all human operations on the organ of sight. It was the bestowal 
of a new faculty—an act of Creation; and it was the gift of im- 
mediate power to use that faculty; a power no less wonderful 
than the faculty itself. Cp. Burgon. here. 

8. mpocalrns] a beggar. So A, B, C*, D, K, L, X, and many 
Versions.—Elz. tupAds. But it is not probable, that if tupAds 
had been the genuine reading, it would have been altered in so 
many MSS. to zpocalrns, a word no where else occurring in N. T. 
Cp. Acts iii. 10, émeylywoxoy aitdy bri otros Hy 6 mpds Thy 
éAenmootyny Kabjmevos. 

The Evangelist mentions that he was a beggar, to teach us 
by Christ’s example not to despise any. (Theoph.) 

10. Tas avedxOnoay cod of dp0adpuol;] How were thine eyes 
opened? No one knew the mode, but what wonder? The Evan- 
gelist himself did not know, nor did he who was healed know; 
but the fact he knew, and we know it also. (Chrys.) cod is em- 
phatic; see on v. 11. 

ll. “AvOpwros Aeyduevos *Incods] A man called Jesus made 
clay, and anointed my eyes, Remark the appropriateness of these 
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words in a spiritual sense, as applicable to ourselves. The Son 
of God became man (&v@pwmos) and Saviour (Incovs). He came 
to us in our blindness, as we sat and begged by the wayside of 
life; He made clay, i.e. He took of the mortal dust of our earthy 
Nature (see v. 6), and moulded it by the breath and moisture of 
His mouth, and blended it with the Divine Nature, and anointed 
it with the Holy Ghost; and sent us to Siloam; and by the co- 
operation of our Faith and Obedience with His Divine Power and 
Love, our eyes are opened and we see. 

— pod] emphatic here, and so placed in the best MSS., and 
not after op0armovs as in Elz.; cp. vv. 15. 30. The eyes of me 
—who was born blind. And so god, vv. 10. 17. 26. 

— cis 7. Kk. T. StAwdu] B, D, L, X have eis roy SiAwdu. 

12. Mod éorw] Where is He? Christ withdrew Himself after 
His miracles. He did not seek glory from man. (Chrys.) 

14. *Hy 8 cdBBarov] It was the Sabbath, the end of the week ; 
Christ illumined the world in the last age. (Cyri/.) See also 
above on v. 4. 


17. “Or1] In regard to that: cis éxeivo bri—imtp Gv bre. 
(Meyer.) See xi. 47. 

22. amocuvdywyos| put out of the synagogue. On the forms 
of Excommunication among the Jews, see Weitstein, p. 904. 

27. yevécba] to become. 

34, e&éBadrov airy gw] they cast him out. The children of 
falsehood cast out the confessor of Truth. The Jews cast him out 
of the Synagogue for confessing Christ; and the Lord of the 
Temple found him: they who suffer for the truth will be found 
by Christ. (Chrys., Theoph.) It was no evil to be so put out; 
they excommunicated him who confessed Christ, and Christ re- 
ceived him. (Aug.) 

_85. edpdv avtdv] having gone in quest of, and having found. 
nupev is the Hebr. xz (matsa), for which it is often used by the 
LXX. Cp. above, i. 42. 44; v. 14; and below, xii. 14. 

The Pharisees cast him out; Jesus went in search of him. 
“When my father and my mother forsake me, the Lord taketh me 
up” (Ps. xxvii. 10). ‘‘ Blessed are they that are persecuted for 
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righteousness’ sake, for their’s is the kingdom of heaven” (Matt. 
v. 10: see also ». 11, and Luke vi. 22). 


This history affords comfort, direction, and encouragement to 
members of the Church of England, in regard to the Church of 
Rome. Our Lord commanded His disciples to love all men, even 
their enemies (Matt. v. 44. 46), and to hearken even to His worst 
enemies, the Scribes and Pharisees, ‘‘sitting in Moses’ seat ”’ 
(Matt. xxiii. 2); that is, as far as they taught in accordance with 
His law; but to beware of their false doctrine (Matt. xvi. 6. 11). 
And therefore it is the duty of all His disciples to cherish a spirit 
of Christian Love and Unity toward all men, and to submit in all 
godly obedience to those who are over them in the Lord. 

But if those who sit in Moses’ seat teach things contrary to 
the Law of Moses, and proceed to impose false doctrines as terms 
of Communion; if they threaten with Excommunication those 
who do not receive those false doctrines, but hold fast to the 
truth as taught by Christ and His Apostles,—then no desire of 
Unity, no love of Enemies, no fear of separation from Parents and 
spiritual Superiors, no dread of spiritual censures and penalties 
may deter the disciples of Christ from confessing Him Who is 
the Truth, and from holding the Faith whole and undefiled; but 
they must boldly acknowledge Christ, and leave the issue to Him. 

Our Lord Himself has set the seal of His Divine sanction 
on these principles. He went in quest of the man who had been 
put out of the Synagogue. He Who is the lover of Unity, and 
Who commanded His Disciples to love their Enemies, and prayed 
“that they all might be one’’ (John xvii. 21), and taught them 
to hearken to the Scribes and Pharisees; and Who hates strife 
and disobedience, showed by seeking out the man whom the 
Pharisees had excommunicated, that he, whom He sought and 
found, was not guilty of sin, when he confessed Christ, though 
he had been excommunicated as a sinner; and that he had done 
his duty in confessing Christ; and that the sin of schism,—for a 
schism there was, and there cannot be schism without sin,—lay 
at the door of those who cast him out. 

Soit is now. We donot say that the communion of spiritual 
Pastors is to be forsaken, simply because they teach some doc- 
trines that are false. Spiritual Pastors are men; and men are 
fallible ; and wherever fallibility is, there error may arise. And if 
separations were allowable for every error in a Church, there 
would be no such thing as Church Communion left. Our duty 
is to communicate with those who sit in Moses’ Seat, but not to 
communicate with them in any false doctrines by which they may 
corrupt his Law. 

Let it then be allowed, for argument’s sake, that the Bishop 
of Rome sits in the Chair of Authority. Then we do not say, 
that, merely because he is fallible, or because he teaches some false 
doctrines, Communion with him is impossible. Christ communi- 
cated with Scribes and Pharisees. He taught with them in the 
Synagogue, and worshipped with them in the Temple. So, though 
the Bishop of Rome teaches some false doctrines, we might yet 
communicate with him in what he still retains of Christian truth. 

But he has gone beyond this. He has proceeded to impose 
False doctrines as terms of Church Communion. He makes com- 
munion in error to be essential to communion with himself. He 
teaches in opposition to Christ. He has endeavoured to supersede 
Christ’s Copy of the Old Testament by an Old Testament of his 
own. He adds human codicils, as of equal authority, to the 
Divine Testaments. He mutilates the Sacraments of Christ. 
He substitutes other objects of worship in the room of Christ. 
And he teaches Articles of Faith which were not preached by 
Christ and His Apostles, and were unknown for fifteen centuries 
to the Church of Christ. And he reguies all men to receive 
these novel corruptions, on pain of excommunication. He thus 


contravenes Christ; and puts himself in the place of Christ. 
Therefore, if we confess Jesus to be the Christ, we are ‘ put out 
of the Synagogue” (John ix. 22). 

We do confess Jesus to be the Christ. We believe Him to be 
“the Way, the Truth, and the Life” (xiv. 6). We know that He 
hath the Words of Eternal Life (vi. 68), and that if any one preach 
any thing beside what He and His Apostles preached, he is to be 
anathema (Gal. i. 8, 9); and that in vain they worship Him, if 
they teach for doctrines the commandments of men. (Matt. xv. 9.) 
We know that the Church of Rome, in excommunicating us for 
confessing Christ, has excommunicated herself ; we believe that 
the sin of the separation between us lies at her door. And we 
humbly hope and trust that we have been found by Christ; and 
are in communion with Him Who is the Head of the Church ; 
and if, being illumined by Him Who is the Light, we walk in the 
Light, ‘‘ we have fellowship one with another” (1 Johni. 7); we 
are in communion with Christ the Head, and with all His Mem- 
bers throughout the world ; and with all of every age who have 
departed in His true faith and fear. 

— mortevers cis Tv Tidy Tod Ocod;] believest thou on the Son 
of God? It is not enough to believe in Jesus as the Christ, we 
must also believe in Him as the Son of God. (Hilary, de Trin. 
vi.) And it is not enough to believe, we must worship Him as 
God. Hence the Evangelist relates of the blind man healed, “ he 
said, Lord, I believe, and he worshipped Him” (Aug.); and 
Christ approves this, for He says, ‘“‘I am come, that they which 
see not might see,”’ as much as to say, he who was blind from his 
birth, now sees both in body and soul. (Theoph.) The Worship 
of Christ is the Vision of the soul. 

36. Ka) tis éort] The xa) is omitted by Elz., but is found in 
B, D, E, F, G, K, M, 8, U, X, A, A, and many Cursive MSS. 

37. édparas avrdv] thou hast seen Him. Thou who wast born 
blind hast seen Christ. This is His gift. This Scripture may be 
used against the Nestorian heresy, which separates the Son of 
Mary as a different person from the Son of God. Christ says, 
that in seeing Him we see the Son of God. (Theoph.) 

We are all born blind, and we must all repair to Siloam, the 
font of baptism, and be baptized in Him Who is Sent, that is, 
Christ. And when we are baptized, we must expect to be tempted. 
We may be brought before Kings and Rulers for His sake who 
has healed us. We must then quit ourselves valiantly, and not be 
afraid to confess Christ ; and if need be, to suffer excommunica- 
tion according to Christ’s words, ‘ They will put you out of their 
synagogues, and ye shall be hated of all men for My name’s sake ” 
(John xvi. 2. Matt. x. 22. Mark xiii. 13. Luke xxi. 17). Then 
Jesus will find us, and He will bless us with fuller knowledge and 
firmer faith. (Theoph.) 

39. «ptua] Incorrectly printed xpiua in some edd. here and 
elsewhere in N. T. The vis long by nature. Asch. Suppl. 392, 
ovk etxpiroy Td Kpiwa. 

— Brérwor] may see: now, and in other ages. 
proposition applicable to all times. 

41. Ei ruddol are] If ye were blind ; if ye had no access to the 
Scriptures your sin would not be so great as it is; but now that 
ye profess to be teachers of the law, ye are self-condemned. 


A general 


Cu, X. 1. *Auhy auhy—anorhs] This chapter is a Divine 
Pastoral, addressed especially to Bishops, Priests, and Deacons. 
The blind man had been excommunicated by the Pharisees 
for confessing Christ (ix. 34). They were the Doctors of the 
Law and Pastors of the People (Matt. xxiii. 2); but they had 
become hireling shepherds and idol pastors (Hzek. xxxiv. 2.. Jer. 
xxiii. 1. Zech. xi. 17). And from this act of theirs our Lord 
takes occasion to show that they had eacommunicated themselves. 
And why? Because He is the Door of the Fold. And by 
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casting out a man who had come in by the Door of a good con- 


fession to Christ, they, who cast him out, had proved that they | 


did not know the Door, and were therefore not in the fold. 

Besides, they had endeavoured to make Moses into a Door, 
in opposition to Christ (ix. 28, 29). They had accused Christ of 
breaking the Law of Moses, which was given by Christ. Thus 
they had shown that they did not understand the relation of 
Moses to Christ. Christ therefore here declares that He Himself 
is the Only Door; and that Moses and all true Prophets have 
passed through that Door; and that there is no other entrance 
for Pastors or People but by Him; and that all who profess to 
be Shepherds, but do not pass through that Door, are ‘“ thieves 
and robbers.” 

This may be applied more generally, as follows: 

Many persons, who are called good men according to the 
language of this world, and yet are not true Christians, ask, as 
the Pharisees did, ‘‘ Are we blind also ?”? (John ix. 40.) Many 
who compose subtle treatises on Morals and Metaphysics, and 
have formed Schools of Philosophy, and draw disciples after them, 
yet will not stoop to pass through the Door. To them our Lord 
says, ‘‘ He that entereth not by the dvor is a thief and a robber.” 
He says the same to many, who boast that they alone can see, and 
that they are even enlightened by Christ, but are, in fact, teachers 
of false doctrine. Such are the Sabellians, for example, who say 
that the Son and the Father are but One person. Such are the 
Arians, who say that the Father and Son are not of the same sub- 
stance. Such are the Photinians and Socinians, who say that 
Christ is a mere man and not God; and, in fine, all who preach 
such a Christ as they invent for themselves in their own imagina- 
tions, and not such a Christ as the Scriptures reveal. They do not 
enter by the Door. Ina word, none can have a solid hope of 
eternal life, unless he knows the true Life, which is Christ, and 
enters by this Door into the fold. Let him not only preach 
Christ’s name, but seek Christ’s glory, and not his own glory. 
Christ’s Door is lowly, and he who enters by this door must 
humble himself; he must stoop, in order that he may enter by it. 
(Cp. Aug. here, and Serm. 137, 138.) 

On KAérrns and Anois see further, v. 8. 

8. Toitw 6 Ovpwpds avoiyer] To him the porter openeth. 
Christ is the Door of the fold, and the Keeper of the door as well 
as the Shepherd of the Sheep. He is the Truth, and opens 
Himself, and reveals to us the Truth. (Aug.) 

He uses various metaphors here, in order that we may not 
interpret His words /iferally, and may know Him to be All in All. 

— kare] A, B, D, L, X have pave?. 

4. mpéBara] B, D, L, X have mdvra. 

— 7a mpdéBara a’T@ axodovbe?] the sheep follow Him. The 
Saints before the Advent of Christ in the flesh, believed in Him 
who was to come, as we believe in Him Who has come. The 
seasons are changed, but the Faith is One. All who before the 
Incarnation believed the faith which was taught by Abraham and 
the Patriarchs, and Moses and the Prophets, preannouncing 
Christ, were Sheep of Christ, and heard and knew His Voice 
speaking by them. (Aug.) All the saints follow Christ (cp. Rev. 
xiv. 4); none go before Him (see on v. 8); He goes before them 
all (v. 4). 

1 7) dpa He is the Door by Whom Abraham entered and 


the Prophets, as well as the Apostles. (Ignatius ad Philad. 9.) 
Cp. Herme Pastor. ili. 9, who says, ‘‘ As no one can enter into 
a city but by its gate, so no one can enter into the kingdom of 
God but by the name of the Son of God.”” Cp. Eph. ii. 18. 
“ Christus et Ostium, et Pastor, et Omnia.” (Bengel.) 

8. Idvtes—Anoral] All, as many who came before Me, are 
thieves and robbers. Did not Moses and the Prophets come 
before Him? No; they came with Him. He Who is the 
Eternal Word sent them as His heralds, and He possessed their 
hearts. All who preached the Truth came with Him who is the 
Truth. But others, who put themselves before Him, who do not 
come from Him, and do not acknowledge His Eternity, are 
thieves and robbers. (Chrys.) ‘‘ In venientibus presumptio 
temeritatis, in missis obsequium servitutis.”” (Jerome, in Matt. i., 
who quotes Hzek. xiii. 3. Jer. xiv. 14; xxiii. 21.) Similarly Aug. 
ad Ps. xc. They who come of their own accord, and were not 
sent by Christ, are thieves and robbers; but all true Prophets 
were ministers of Christ; and the Church is “ built on Apostles 
and Prophets, Jesus Christ Himself being the chief corner-stone”’ 
(Eph. ii. 20). Elias raised the dead by the power of Christ. Cp. 
above on v. 4. 

The Manicheans perverted these words of Christ by apply- 
ing them to the Prophets of the Old Testament ; and by alleging 
therefrom that the Old Testament is contrary to the New. But 
our Lord is speaking only of false prophets. For He says, ‘as 
many as came before Me,”’ that is, who were not sent ; according 
to what God says by Jeremiah (xxiii. 21), ‘I have not sent these 
prophets, yet they ran; I have not spoken to them, yet they 
prophesied.” They defrauded Him of His own prerogative, and 
spoiled men’s souls of the only faith and hope that can save 
them. (Col. ii. 8. 2 Tim. iii. 6.) (Theoph.) Hence they who 
came,—claiming to themselves the incommunicable attributes of 
Christ, Who is the only Door,—are thieves and robbers. Hence 
St. Paul uses the words 6 épxduevos to describe a false teacher 
who sends himself, and is thus distinguished from an Apostle 
who is sent by Christ. (2 Cor. xi. 4.) 

Hence the Church of England says in her Collect for the 
third Sunday in Advent, ‘‘O Lord Jesus Christ, Who at Thy 
first Coming didst send Thy Messenger to prepare Thy way before 
Thee.”’ He Who is the Eternal Word sent him who was the 
Voice. He Who is the Way sent His own forerunner to prepare 
it in the hearts of men. 

1l—16.] See the Homily of Greg. M. on these verses, in Evang, 
i. 14, p. 1484. 

11, (Eyé cis 6 rouuhy 6 rards] Iam the good Shepherd; and 
yet He had said before (v. 9), ‘I am the Door.” How does He 
enter through Himself? He by Himself knows the Father, and 
we know the Father by Him; He enters the sheepfold by Him- 
self, and we by Him; He declares Himself, as a light shows other 
things as well as itself. 

Christ is the Shepherd, and yet He grants to others to be 
Shepherds. Peter is a Shepherd, and the rest of the Apostles are 
Shepherds, and all good Bishops are Shepherds: but none of us 
calls himself the Door. (Aug.) 

— 6 romhy 6 Kards—mpoBarwy] the good shepherd lays down 
his life for the sheep. The phrase Ti0évar tiv Wux hv, to lay down 
his life, is peculiar to St. John (xiii. 37; xv. 13. 1 John iii. 16). 
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The Seibfeines of the Shepherd is tested by his sufferings 
fer the Sheep, Heace St. Pal recounts bis own ils in answer | 
f@ the fle Apostles bis accusers. (2 Cor. xi. 23.) (Chrys) | 
Hee 3 == istrection te all Pastors: first, to give of their 
extemeal good thimes fe their sheep; and next, if necessary, to | 
ewe ther Eves, He who does not sive of his substance for his 
Sheep, how will be sive bis He? They who love their substance 
matre tham their sheep, feed net im love, bat for lecre, and forfeit 
the mame of Shepherds and become hirelines. (Greg. Hom. xiv. 
im Evaee.) 

Bere S true maztyrdom. Noi all who give their bodies to 
be barat ive ther Eves for the sheep. Bat we must have chs. | 
my. (1 Ge. xm 3) And how cam 3 man be sid to have 
chartiy whe does mot love Unity? (4ug.) Here then is a warn- 
ime te the Shepherds azeinst Schisn. 

—  iipr:] days down: a word repented by car Lord five times | 
here with ereut emplasts (Bexgel.) The death of Christ is the 
source of all Be (Is im. 1@ See shove on i 99.) He save | 
His Be em the Gross; and He sive: it in the Holy Communicn |} 
e@ Ei: Body ams Blood. (Greg. MW) 

Ee Geupet tle Aimw Qoydezow)] he belelds ihe welf coming. 
The Welt—spemlly Sete It is the coming of the wolf that 
Proves the Gidelity of the Shephard. = In times of tranquillity the 
SeeGee stands om gerd ss well as the Shepherd. The hour of | 
tue! Shows the Giieremce of the twa. (Greg. Hom.i 1+) 

BS. prtewris Gerja] Tie Rireling feeth because he ix @ Bire 
Beg. and scebs corthly sein. eed dees not love the sheep, and | 
Gherefore fers fo expe Mimcelf to peril, let he lose what he 
lores. Sach is he who declines to evercise cudly discipline, or to 
wiser godly rebebe fm simmers. and so kets the sheep fall into 
the Jews of the wolf, whe Ws the devil. (4ug., Greg.) Woe iv | 
those who comselt their own temporal welfare and not the gi | 
reel cond of the Gock. Woe to the Shepherds wie feed them- 
Selpes end mot the Sock. See Hrek_xuxiv. 2, and Phil. 21. (Cirgs.) | 

Yet the berelee is sometimes necessiry, and we may hear | 
the Gand speskime by the hireline’s mouth. Many in | 
the Church who seek their own, yet preach Christ; and the Voice 
of Cizist is heard speaking by them; and the sheep follow—not 
Masti sami 2) (4my.) We may not therefore separate ourselves | 
from Cieisi’s Charch, because of hirelings in it. ) 

: 


4 youre ta Sec) Tivow my own. An exemplary exon 
te Pastors, The bireiee does mot kmow bis sheep, because he 
does mot offen wisit them ; bet the irue Pastor, who is like Christ, 
Kheows bis Sheep. becemse be tzkes care of them; and is known by | 
Se norms they are visited by him, and Know their guardian | 
by mimescy wih em. (Theoph) : 

— 7eéeme=] Iam ivews of them, ss My Fathe knoweth | 
Me, and a: I keow My Father Cp. vi SJ; Miv. 20; xvi. 22. | 


np vay pov ba walw Ad8w adryp. | * Ovdeis ape avryy da eod, add 
SEES Syd viPyur atrjy dw cuavtod efovciay Eyw Oetvar avrpy, Kat efovciay eyo 
sm wal haSei> atrnp- tavryy my Gop €a8ov wapa Tod Matpds pov. 

Xyicna ot» walw eyevero & Tots “Iovdatois Sid tTods Adyous TovTous' 
*® * Eheyow SE roldoi €€ atrar, ' dayndrrov Eyer Kat paiverae Ti advTod axovere ; 
= ahha: Eheyor, Tatra ra pyara ove eote SamoriLoupevovy ™ pr) Sayedviov 
duwarat Tudhar édGaluods avotyew ; 

*“Ey@ero S€ ra eyxaira & trois ‘Tepocodduots, cal yemav ur % Kat 
wepiemara 6 ‘Incovs & TO iep@ & TH TTOR Jolopovos. 


The word youers signifies the knowledge of love; see Acts 
xv. 18. 

16. EArc tpdSara Ew] J have other sheep Seside the sheep of 
the Israel after the Mesh; namely, the sheep of the Israel in 
Jaith, Ue came to make both one in Himself. (Bph. il, 14, 18. 
1 Cor. vi. 19.) (Chrys, Aug.) Our Lord came to redeem the 
Gentiles and Samaritans as well as the Jews, (G@reg. Hom, 14.) 

— yertrera:] will become. This is not yet; but is an end to 
be attained by the missionary labour and prayers of the Church, 
See the third Collect for Good Friday. And its full end will be, 
when the Sheep are felded together, on the Right Hand of the 
Chief Shepherd at the Great Day. (Matt. xxv. 33.) 

— gla welwny, cfs weuejy] ene Hock, the Church Universal; 
and Owe Shepherd, Christ. There is one seal of baptism to all; 
ene Shepherd, He who is the Word of God, and God. Hence we 
msy refute the Manichesns, and prove against them that there is 
one Shepherd and one Ged, both in the Old and New Testament, 
(Taeop’., who quotes Col. ili, 10.) 

TIS. Syd Tiegu: chy Wexhy xov x7.A.] I pay the price of 
the world’s ransom freely. See on ev. 11. However men may con- 
spire against Me, they cannot tee my life from Me, but I sur- 
render it willingly. He goes spontaneously to His Passion, 
and endured it because He so willed, and when He willed, and as 
He willed. He had power to lay down, and He had power to 
take His life again, because He is the Word; and He proves this 
by prophesying that He will take it up again when He has laid it 
down. (Chrys.) Whatsoever Christ suffered, He suffered will- 
ingly; and we are not to imagine that His sufferings were any 
sign of Ris Father's anger against Him ; they were indeed proofs 
of His Father’s anger against sin for which He suffered, and so 
proofs of His Father's love to Him for taking away sin by suffer. 
ing. Here is an answer to those who cavil at the doctrine of the 
Atonement as inconsistent with God’s love and justice. (See on 


| Mstt. xvii. 5 and xx. 28.) “ Amor Patris non modd erga nos, sed 


etiam erga Cfrisiwe In Passione Christi spectandus est; non 
solim severitas ultrix.” ( Benge.) 

By this saying of Christ we may refute the Apollinarians, 
who deny that Christ has a reasonable human soul. At Christ's 
death the human flesh laid down the human soul, by the power 
of the Word which dwelt in the flesh, and which took a human 
soul, but was never separated from the soul. (Carys., dug.) 

22. rd Syxalma] the Exewnia, or Feast of Dedication of the 
Temple; Le its renewal or restoration by Judas Maccabees, 
after its pollution by Antiochus Epiphanes. Cp. 1 Mace. iv, 59. 
2 Macc. 1. 18; x. 6; called by Josephus gdta (Ant. sii, 7). It 
fell in the month Cisleu or December. See Lightyood, i. p. 979; 
S76. Meée, p. 268. Weiséein, p. 909, who observes that it 
was usual to read then the seventh chapter of Numbers concern- 
ing the dedication of the Tabernacle. Buator, Synagog. xxviii. 
Prigeawx, Connexion, at Bc. 165. PPiner, i. 650. The dedica- 
tion of Solomon was in the autumn; that of Zerubbabel in the 
Spring; that of Judas Maccabeus in the winter; and therefore 
the Evangelist adds the words, ‘it was winter.” (dleuin.) St, 
Jobn tacitly reminds the reader that our Lord in His merey, now 
appruaching the end of His Ministry, abode longer than usual at 
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Jerusalem and in its neighbourhood, in order to win the Jews to 
Himself. Our Lord suffered in the following spring. 

This then was the last celebration of the Encenia, or Feast 
of Dedication, next before Christ’s Passion. He Who was the 
true Temple (ii. 19. 21) was now walking in a Porch which bore 
the name of the royal builder of the First Temple, and was a 
remnant of his fabric; and at the festival which commemorated 
the restoration of the Second Temple. The Temple itself was 
soon to be profaned again, and to be destroyed, because they who 
should have been builders rejected the head Stone of the corner. 
But He, the true Solomon, the Divine Architect of the Temple, 
was now about to raise up the Temple of His own body (John ii. 
19), and so to institute a great Encenia; and to build up the 
Temple of His Church, Universal and Indestructible. 

The lawfulness and reasonableness of appointing religious 
Festivals and Holy Days by human authority, is inferred from the 
practice of the Ancient Church of God in appointing that of 
Purim (Esther ix. 27), and this of Dedication. See Hooker, V. 
Ixx. Ixxi. 

— xeEpuov jv] it was winter. A circumstance well known to 
the Jews, but not to all or many for whom St. John wrote; and 
showing that the Feast of Dedication here mentioned was that of 
the Maccabees; see preceding note. 

Probably he had also some other design in specifying this 
season: he thus showed that it was not long before our Lord’s 
Passion. 

Nothing is insignificant in the Gospel. And in this Gospel 
especially, every touch of the Spirit, however slight, has its 
meaning. May we not venture to suggest, that an intimation 
may be here given of an inner sympathy between the world of 
Nature and that of Grace? Both are from the same Divine hand; 
both were made by Him, Who was from the beginning with God 
(John i. 1, 2), and both are tributary to Him. The Sun and the 
Earth paid homage to Him at His Passion: and now the season 
of contradiction of sinners at Jerusalem is one of Winter in the 
natural world. Their hearts are frozen. But the Spring will 
come; and Christ, Who is to fall like a seed into the earth in 
winter (Johu xii. 24), will rise from the grave and ascend to 
heaven, and send the Holy Ghost, in vernal showers, in the season 
of May, to refresh His inheritance (Ps. lxviii. 9); and to open 
the flowers, and expand the leaves, and ripen the fruits of the 
Church; and the spiritual mustard-seed will shoot forth its 
branches and overshadow the earth. Compare the words of Christ 
to the Church in the Canticles (ii. 1O—13), ‘Lo, the winter is 
past, the rain is over and gone; the flowers appear on the earth ; 
the time of the singing of birds is come, and the voice of the 
turtle is heard in our land; the fig-tree putteth forth her green 
figs, and the vines with the tender grape givea good smell. Arise, 
my love, my fair one, and come away.’”’ Consider also our Lord’s 
words (Matt. xxiv. 20), ‘ Pray ye that your flight be not in the 
winter.’’ May there not perhaps be a similar suggestion in the 
words of the Evangelist concerning the going out of Judas on his 
dark and unholy errand, “Jt was night” (xiii. 30); and also 
concerning the morning of the Passion, when the love of the 
world was chilled (xviii. 18),—‘ I/ was cold ?”’ See further below 
on v. 23. 

But after the Passion and Burial, the Morning of the Resur- 
rection is ushered in with more joyful words (Matt. xxviii. 1), 
“when the day was dawning into the first day of the week.” 
Mark xvi. 2, ‘‘when the sun was arisen,’’—that sun which had 
been darkened, Matt. xxvii. 45. Cp. there, wv. 51, 52. 

23. mepierdre:] He was walking, i. e. when they came and sur- 
rounded Him,—a proof of the impression He had made at 
Jerusalem. 

— 070% Soroudvos] in the arcade, cloister, or colonnade, 

Vox. I. 


at the east side of the Temple, and a remnant of the original 
Temple of Solomon. See Joseph. B. J. v. 6. Ant. viii. 3; ix. 
Ils -xxur9: 

Observe that this discourse of our Lord, concerning His own 
Divine power as proved by His works, was delivered in Winter, 
in Solomon’s Porch. And then the Jews rejected Him (v. 39). 
But afterwards, Solomon’s Porch was the place, in which His 
Apostles, having wrought mighty works in Christ’s name, boldly 
proclaimed His Messiahship and Divine Power to the People, who 
gladly accept the Gospel. (Acts iii. 11; v. 12.) Both in Nature 
and in Grace it was then Spring. Christ had ascended; the 
Comforter was come. See the last note but one. 

24. “Ews mére 7. Wuxhy huey atpes;| How long dost thou hold 
our mind lifted up in suspense? etéwpov motets. See Luke 
Ri208 

28. odx aprdce Tis ata ex THs xepds u.] none shall pluck 
them out of My hand ; ‘‘ for I have graven them upon the palms 
of My hands.” Isa, xlix. 16. (Burgon.) 

But did not Judas perish? Yes; because he did not ‘‘ endure 
unto the end ;” and if any man separates himself from the flock, 
and forsakes the Shepherd, he incurs peril of perdition. Heb. ii. 3, 
4. (Theoph.) 

29. yeipds Tod Marpds pov] the hand of My Father. See v. 
28. He thus shows that His own hand and His Father’s hand 
are one. (Chrys.) 

30. & écuev] we are one. Listen to both words, ‘are’ and 
‘one.’ The word ‘ are’ delivers you from the heresy of Sabellius ; 
the word ‘one’ (‘unum’) delivers you from that of Arius. (Awg.) 
Sail thou in the midst, between the Scylla of the one and the 
Charybdis of the other. Christians framed a new word ‘ Homov- 
sion Parris’ (consubstantial with the Father), against the 
impiety of Arianism; but they did not coin a new thing by a new 
word. For the doctrine of the Homoiision is contained in our 
Lord’s own words,—‘‘I and my Father are one,’’—‘ unum,’ one 
substance. (Aug. Tract. xcvii. See also Aug.Serm. 139.) And there 
were Christians in fact, before the name ‘“ Christians,’”’ was given 
to believers at Antioch. (Acts xi. 26.) The same remark applies 
to the words ‘ Trinity,’ @cordKos, and some others; against 
which exceptions have been made by some in modern times. 

It has been objected by Socinians and others, that these 
words of Christ do not signify oneness of substance, because our 
Lord used a similar expression when speaking of His Disciples, in 
His prayer,—tva mdvyres tv Bow, Kabos ob, Wdrep, ev euol, Kayo 
ey gol, va Kad avrod év juiv ev dow, xvii. 21; cp. vv. 22, 23. 

That language of Christ does indeed prove that the Father 
and the Son are not the same person; and so it is valid against 
the Sabellian heresy. But it does not show that they are not 
consubstantial. It is a comparison; and things compared are not 
identical. It contains a prayer, that all believers may be one in 
heart and will, as the Persons of the Trinity are; that by virtue 
of Christ’s Incarnation, by which He became Emmanuel,—God 
with ws, God manifest in the flesh,—or, as He there expresses it, 
eya év avrois (xvii. 23. 26) —they may be united in the One God- 
head. Indeed that language proves the consubstantiality of the 
Three Persons. Men are not of different natures from each other ; 
they are all of one blood (Acts xvii. 26), of one substance, — being 
all from Adam and Eve. If the Son is inferior in nature to the 
Father, and different in substance from Him, the comparison could 
not have been made. The consubstautiality of all men, with a 
diversity of persons in each individual, and their union in God, is 
an apt illustration, as far as human things can be, of the true 
doctrine of the One Nature and Plurality of Persons in the God- 
head. 


81. "EBaoracav] The Jews therefore again took up stones to 
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XI. !°Hv 8€ tus dobevav Adlapos amd *Bybavias é« THs Kopyns Mapias 


stone Him. On the evidence thus given by them to His Divinity, | 


see above on viii. 58, 59, and below on v. 33. 

33. “lovdator.] Elz. and many MSS. add Aéyovres, which is not 
in A, B, K, L, M*, X. 

— rep) BAarpnutas| for blasphemy, and because thou being a 
man makest thyself God. The Jews understood what the Arians 
do not understand, viz. that our Lord asserted Himself to be God, 
and affirmed the equality of the Father and the Son. (Aug., Hilary, 
de Trin. vii., Chrys. ; and see Athanas., de Decret. Nicen. p. 165.) 

Our Lord did not disclaim the assertion which they imputed 
to Him; which He certainly would have done if the imputation 
was false. Thus the sin of the Jews charging Him with blasphemy 
is a proof of His Divinity. Their error is a confirmation of our 
Faith, The arguments of Christ against the Jews, are our best 
arguments against Socinians. See on Matt. xvi. 14. Acts ii. 36. 

34. ev TG vduw buoy] in your Law. The reference here is to 
the Psalms. (Ps. lxxxii. 6.) Cp. xii. 34; xv. 25; and 1 Cor. xiv. 
21. Our Lord sometimes called all the Jewish Scriptures by the 
name of Law. Sometimes He distinguishes the Law and the 
Prophets (Matt. xxii. 40), and He calls the whole Hebrew Canon 
of Scripture ‘Moses and the Prophets’? (Luke xvi. 29; xxiv. 
27); sometimes He divides the Scripture into Three Classes. See 
on Luke xxiv. 44. 

— Oeot éore}] DI (Elohim). 

85. ei éxeivous cime Ocovs—éeyéveto] if He called them gods, 
to whom the word of God came? He lowers His language to 
calm their indignation; and, having so done, He raises it again, 
v. 37. (Chrys.) 

Tf they, to whom God’s Word came, might be called sons and 
gods, is not the Word Himself God? Behold,—He claims to be 
God; and He proves Himself to be God, by the mighty works 
which He performs. He said these words, and forthwith showed 
His Divine Power by escaping out of their hands, v. 39, and left 
Judea, and went His way beyond Jordan. 

36. BrAacdnueis] See on viii. 54. 

40. amjrde mdAw mépay Tod *lopSdvov] He went His way again 
beyond Jordan, i.e. to Bethany in Perea. See on Johni. 28. 
He went afterwards from that Bethany (in Perea) to the other 
Bethany (that of Lazarus) in Judea (xi. 1). 

According to one etymology, Bethany signifies a ‘“ place of 
transit ’’ (see on i. 28; cp. xii. 2). Our Lord, Who is the true 
Passover, was now about to pass,—meraBivar (see on John xiii. 
1),—‘“‘ from this world to the Father.’”’ He was about to cross 
the flood of His own Passion; to pass through the Red Sea of 
His own Blood. From one Bethany, the scene of His first mani- 
festation at the beginning of the Gospel, where John declared 
Him to be the Lamb of God, the true Passover (John i. 29), He 
passes to another Bethany, where He proves His Divine Power by 
raising Lazarus; and thence He passes in His triumphal proces- 
sion to Jerusalem, on the first day of the Paschal Week (Luke 
xix. 28. John xii. 12, 13),—and thence finally He passes, in a 
still more sublime transit, by His glorious Ascension, into heaven, 
“from this world to the Father.” (Luke xxiv. 50.) 

— brov jy “lwdvyns To mpGrov Barti(wy] Not to be trans- 
lated ‘where John at first baptized ;’ for John began to baptize 
in the wilderness of Judea, on the west of Jordan (see Matt. iii. 
1—12. Mark i. 1—5), and not in Perea. The meaning is, 


‘where John was aé the first, baptizing,’—i. e. where John was 
at the beginning of the preaching of the Gospel (ev apxf Tov 
evayyeAlov), executing his office. Cp. Acts xiii. 24; and the use 
of 7d mp&rov, xii. 16. 

An honourable testimony is thus paid by Christ and the 
Holy Ghost to the teaching of the Baptist. Its effects were per- 
manent; and they whom he taught bear witness that all he said 
of Christ was true. Our Lord, at the end of His ministry, 
resorted to the place where John had been baptizing at the 
beginning ; and found that the way had been prepared for Him 
there (see v. 41). And the Holy Spirit records this as a tribute 
of praise to the blessed memory of the Baptist. 

We may add from Chrys., that our Lord did this to remind 
the people of John’s testimony to Himself, and to give occasion 
to the reminiscences and reasonings which the Evangelist relates 
vv. 41, 42. When our Lord had uttered any high and mysterious 
language which might offend the prejudices of the Jews, He 
retired for a while to avoid their rage, to give time for their passion 
to cool, and for their reason to exercise itself on His words. 

42. enlorevoay moAdo) éxet] many believed on Him there. 
They were posthumous fruits of John’s ministry leading to 
Christ. (Beng.) How different was their temper from that of 
the Priests and Pharisees putting the man out of the Synagogue 
for confessing Him ! 


Cu. XI. 1. *Hy 8€ tis dcOevGv] He whom Christ loved, and 
whose sisters Christ loved (v. 5), was sick. Those persons and 
families, which are dearest to God, are often tried by sickness. 
Heb. xii. 6. 

A question has been asked,—Why the other Evangelists 
omitted to mention this crowning miracle of our Lord’s Ministry, 
the raising of Lazarus—concerning which Spinoza said, that 
“could he believe it, he would renounce his whole system, and 
embrace Christianity ?’’ (Bayle, Dict.) 

Some exceptions have been made, on the ground of this ques- 
tion,—supposed to be unanswerable,—to the veracity of the three 
Evangelists on the one hand, or of St. John on the other; 

The following summary is given by Meyer (Kommentar, p. 
298) of various opinions of Biblical Critics in his own country :— 

“ Ueber die Geschichte der Auferweckung des Lazar. ist 2u 
merken: 1) Die Annahme eines Scheintodes (Paulus, Gabler in 
s. Journ. f. auerl. theol. Lit. iii. p. 235 ff, Ammon L. J. iii. p. 
128, Kern in d. Tiib. Zeitschr. 1839. 1, p. 182. Schweizer p. 
153 ff.) streitet entschieden gegen die Darstellung und Tendenz 
des durch sinnige Zartheit, Sicherheit u. Wahrheit ausgezeichneten 
Referats und gegen den Charakter Jesu selbst. 

“2) Die Aujlésung der Geschichte in ein wunderliches Miss- 
verstandniss, wornach entweder ein Gesprach Christi mit den 
beiden Frauen bei dem Tode des Lazar. iiber die Auferstehung 
zur Wundererzahlung ausgebildet (Weisse ii. p. 260 ff.), oder 
diese mit der Erweckungsgeschichte des (scheintodten) Jiinglings 
zu Nain (welches eine Abkiirzung des Namens Bethanien sei) 
verwechselt worden (Gfrérer Heiligth. u. Wahrh. p. 311 ff.), ist 
voller Gewaltsamkeit, und mit der Aechtheit des Evang. absolut 
unvereinbar. 

‘“3) Die villige Vernichtung der Geschichte zu einem Mythus 
(Strauss) ist eine Consequenz yon Voraussetzungen, welche grade 


JOHN XI: 2. 


Kal MdpOas rhs adeddys adrys: 2 > Hv S€ Mapia 7 adetibaca tov Kipvov 


323 


bch. 12. 3. 
Matt. 26. 7. 


lal A ay 3 ial a® € 3 \ 4 
pvpo, Kal expdaca Tovs Tddas avToD Tats Oprsiv adrys, Hs 6 ddekfpos Adlapos Mak 14. 3. 


bei dieser so ausfiihrlichen und originellen Darstellung die Spitze 
der Kiihnheit und des Machtspruchs erreichen, und erst in Miss- 
deutungen einzelner Ziige nach einer Stiitze suchen miissen. 

“4) Die Subjectivirung des Facti, wornach es eine vom 
Schriftsteller selbst gebildete Form zur Darstellung der Idee von 
der 5d Christi sein soll (Baur p. 191 ff.), welche sich erst dann 
recht zu erkennen gebe wenn sie sich auch in ihrer den Tod 
negirenden Macht bethatige, macht aus dem Wunder der Ge- 
schichte ein Wunder der Production, welches, in der zweiten Halfte 
des zweiten Jahrhunderts geschehen, auffallender wiire als jenes. 

““5) Befremdend erscheint zwar, dass die Synoptiker von der 
Erweckung des Lazar. schweigen, da dieselbe an sich so iiber- 
zeugungsmichtig, und auf die letzte Entwickelung des Lebens 
Jesu so einflussreich war. Allein diess haingt mit der ganzen 
unterscheidenden Higenthiimlichkeit des Joh. zusammen, und das 
gegen diesen gebrauchte argumentum e silentio miisste, die 
Aechtheit des Evangel. zugestanden, vielmehr gegen die Synop- 
tiker, sich kehren, wenn ihr Schweigen nur als die Folge ihrer 
Unbekanntschaft mit der Geschichte (Liicke, De Wette, Baur) 
begreiflich wire. Begreiflich aber ist dieses Schweigen, zwar 
nicht aus der Annahme schonender Riicksichtsnahme auf die 
Bethanische Familie (Epiphan., Grot., Wetst. z. 12, 10, Herder, 
Schulthess, Olsh., so auch, mit ausmalender Phantasie, Lange L. 
J. ii. 2, p. 1133 f.), womit man etwas dem Sinn und Geist jener 
ersten Christenzeit Zuwiderlaufendes, und zwar ganz willkiirlich, 
supponirt, wohl aber daraus, dass die Synoptiker einen dermassen 
begranzten Kreis ihrer Referate inne halten, dass sie, bevor sie 
mit dem Hinzuge Christi in Jerus. (Matth. 21. u. Parall.) den 
Schauplatz der letzten Entwickelung erdffnen, von der Wirksam- 
keit des Herrn in der Hauptstadt und dessen nachster Umgebung 
nichts aufgenommen haben, sondern sich bis dahin lediglich auf 
die Galilaische und iiberhaupt von Jerus. entferntere Thatigkeit 
Jesu beschranken (das geographisch nahste Wunderwerk ist noch 
die Blindenheilung zu Jericho Matth. 20, 29 ff.). Diess ist, wie 
ihre Evangelien thatsachlich beweisen, ihr Plan, und dieser schloss 
die Galilaischen Todtenerweckungen ein, aber die des Lazarus 
aus.”’ 

A similar analysis of recent theories on this subject may be 
seen in De Wette’s Erklarung, 4th ed. p. 197; with this addi- 
tion, that De Wette rejects Meyer’s solution; as Meyer does De 
Wette’s. 

The recital of the opinions above specified, concerning this 
stupendous Miracle, deserves serious meditation, and excites reflec- 
tions of melancholy interest. ; 

These opinions are not put forth by illiterate men, or in an 
unlearned age and country, but by persons celebrated for erudi- 
tion, and well furnished with material appliances of literature and 
science, for discovering the Truth ; men to whom others look up 
for instruction in their investigation of it. And yet what is the 
result ? 

Looking at it merely in an intellectual point of view, we see 
a strange phenomenon. The theories above mentioned reflect 
discredit on the rational faculties of those who propound them. 
Some of them might excite surprise, and even appear ridiculous 
in the eyes of peasants and of children. 

But yet they are instructive, and teach momentous truths. 
They show, that together with great literary advantages for Bib- 
lical criticism, such as learned leisure and patient toil, extensive 
knowledge of languages, accurate collations of MSS., careful exa- 
mination of Versions, there may co-exist lamentable ignorance of 
the meaning of Holy Scripture; strange perversions of its evi- 
dence, and wild and extravagant speculations concerning it, put 
forth in the specious name of superior intelligence and critical 
acumen. 

They suggest the reflection, that the present age may per- 
haps be chargeable with presumption, in claiming for itself the 
merit of having made great advances in the Science of Biblical 
Criticism. 

Let any candid reasoner examine the contents of the above 
summary of opinions of those distinguished Biblical Critics there 
mentioned, living in an age and country celebrated for learning : 
and let him compare them with the Commentaries of the ancient 
Christian Writers of the fourth and fifth centuries on this same 
History. What will he infer from the comparison? Will he say 
that the advantage lies on the side of the nineteenth century ? 
that its speculations as there displayed show any signs of pro- 
gress? Will he not rather say, that they exhibit melancholy 
evidence of intellectual decline? And in moral and spiritual re- 
spects, how great is the fall! And who can say, how much 
lower yet that fall may be? ; 

What is the cause of this unhappy descent and degradation ? 


How is the recovery to be effected? Some reply to these im- 
portant inquiries is offered for the reader’s consideration, in the 
Preface of this Volume, p. vi—ix. 


But bow (it may be asked) are we to account for the fact, 
that this stupendous miracle is not recorded by any of the former 
Evangelists, and that it was left to be related by St. John, whose 
Gospel was not written till about sixty years after the Ascension 
of Christ? 

The following considerations are offered on this subject. 

It is asserted by an ancient writer.of good credit that Laza- 
rus survived thirty years after his resurrection from the dead. 
(Bpiphan. Her. 66.) 

This Miracle, wrought at the close of our Lord’s Ministry, 
was probably designed by the Holy Spirit to be a signal speci- 
men of His Divine Power generally ; and a sample of the evidence 
which He gave to the Jews of His Mission; and a rehearsal of 
His Divine Operation in raising Himself, and in raising all men 
at the Great Day. 

It was very important, therefore, that in the description of 
this miracle, the particulars of place, and name of person, and 
manner of its operation, should be given in full and accurate 
detail. 

But to do this, while Lazarus was still living, might be 
attended with great inconvenience, on account of the malice of 
the Jews, who sought to kill him (see xii. 10) ; and on account 
of the curiosity which such a history, generally circulated, would 
excite. Many, coming up to the feasts at Jerusalem, from all 
parts of the world, would be eager to visit Lazarus and the family 
at Bethany (see xii. 9), and to put questions to him concerning 
the mysterious things of that other world from which he had been 
brought back ; and a morbid and irreverent spirit might thus be 
engendered, injurious alike to him who was the object of their 
public gaze and inquisitiveness, and to them who indulged it. To 
keep him and his sisters in the background, to throw over them 
and theirs a veil of delicate reserve, seems most consistent with 
the love that Jesus bore them; and to be quite in keeping with 
that beautiful spirit of modesty and silence which the Evangelists 
have used toward her whom our Lord specially loved—His Mo- 
ther. We see something of this feeling in the three Gospels with 
regard to St. John himself. We do not learn from them that he 
was the disciple whom Jesus loved. That there was a disciple 
whom Jesus singularly loved, we learn only from St. John—and 
he does not mention his name. 

Something of the same feeling, it is probable, restrained the 
other Evangelists from mentioning the name of the woman who 
anointed our Lord on the Saturday before His burial. We know 
from St. John, and from him alone, that it was Mary of Bethany, 
the sister of Lazarus. See on xii. 3. 

If it be said that something of the same feeling might have 
restrained the first three Evangelists from describing the resur- 
rection of Jairus’ daughter (Mark v. 42. Luke viii. 41) and of the 
widow’s son at Nain (Luke vii. 11), it may be observed, that, as 
to the first case, the name of the father is not mentioned by St. 
Matthew (ix. 18), and his daughter was only twelve years old at 
the time (Luke viii. 42) ; and as to the second, the names of the 
young man and his mother are not mentioned. 

None can doubt that many dead persons were raised to life 
by our Lord (Matt. xi. 5. Luke vii. 22) ; and the fact, that so few 
are particularly specified by the Evangelists, and not one by name 
but Lazarus and Jesus Himself, suggests that there were good 
reasons for partial and temporary reserve at the time in the case 
of the resurrection of Lazarus, as there was good reason for im- 
mediate and universal publicity in the case of the resurrection of 
Jesus. 

The miracle of the raising of Lazarus at Bethany, just before 
our Lord’s last Passover, though not explicitly mentioned by the 
three earlier Hvangelists, yet falls in harmoniously to explain the 
remarkable facts related by them ail, viz. the enthusiastic recep- 
‘tion which our Lord met with on coming from Bethany to Jeru- 
salem. The raising of Lazarus from the dead (as has been re- 
marked by S. Cyril) is the true explanation of the plaudits and 
hosannas of our Lord’s triumphal entry to Jerusalem. Indeed, 
St. John himself declares (xii. 18), that the multitude followed 
Him because they heard that He had done this miracle. See also 
note on John xii. 17. 

There is a remarkable analogy between this great Miracle 
and one of our Lord’s Parables—the Parable of Dives and Laza- 
rus (Luke xvi. 20—25)—the only one that deals with the myste- 
rious subject of the ‘ Intermediate State,’—(i. e. the condition of 
the disembodied soul in the interval between Death and Judgment) 
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from which the spirit of Lazarus was recalled to revivify his Body 
at his resurrection. 

That is the only Parable in which any of the persons intro- 
duced is mentioned by name. And this is the only Miracle of 
which the subject is specified by name. And in the Parable and 
the Miracle the name is the same, Lazarus. And when our Lord 
delivered that Parable, He put into the mouth of Abraham the 
words (in reply to the prayer of Dives, “Send Lazarus to my five 
brethren’’), ‘If they hear not Moses and the Prophets, neither 
will they be persuaded though one rose from the dead.’ He 
thus delivered a prophecy. Though one rose from the dead,— 
though a Lazarus be sent to them, they will not be persuaded. 
No. And the fact was, that when Lazarus was raised, they, who 
would not hear Moses, sought ‘ to kill Lazarus’ (xii. 10), and did 
kill Him who had recalled him to life. 

Thus the Parable, recited by St. Luke, is a prophecy in har- 
mony with the Miracle, recorded by St. John. And the Miracle 
fulfilled the Parable. And the one confirms the other. 

The question why the Raising of Lazarus is not described by 
the three Evangelists who wrote before St. John, may be a perplex- 
ing one to those who do not acknowledge that all the Gospels 
form but one Gospel; that they are all from One Everlasting 
Spirit, who, when He was inspiring St. Matthew, foreknew that 
He would also inspire St. John; and when He wrote some things 
by the first Three Evangelists, knew what He would write by the 
Fourth and last. But they who believe that this was the case are 
not staggered here. They read the Sermon on the Mount in St. 
Matthew. But they read other divine Discourses of our Blessed 
Lord in St. John concerning the highest Mysteries of the Truth, 
which they do nof read in any of the other Three; and they ex- 
pect to find Divine works also in St. John’s Gospel which they 
do not find recorded in them. See above, p. 257. 

The Holy Spirit doubtless exercised His Divine influence 
over the minds of the Evangelists, not only by suggestion and 
dictation, but also by restraint. He inspired them not only in 
what they wrote, but in what they did not write. There is In- 
spiration in their Silence. He exerted His divine attributes not 
only in enabling the Apostles to preach, but even sometimes in 
Sorbidding them to do so. See on Acts xvi. 6, 7. 

The Holy Spirit restrained the first three Evangelists from 
mentioning the first Miracle of our Lord, that at Cana; and left 
that for St. John. The fact, therefore, that three of the Evan- 
gelists do not mention one of the /ast Miracles,—this at Bethany, 
is not at variance, but quite in harmony, with what we know of 
the other operations of the Holy Spirit in diffusing the Gospel. 

There was also a remarkable fitness in the reservation of this 
narrative for the Gospel of St. John, which is pre-eminently the 
Gospel of the Resurrection. See above, Introduction, p. 265. 

“Thou hast kept the good wine until now” (John ii. 10). 
It is God’s own method to keep the best to the last. Four thou- 
sand years elapsed before Christ came into the World. The 
Gospel itself has been reserved to the last age of the world. 
How many nations have not yet heard it! And we have reason 
to believe that some glorious manifestations of the power of the 
Holy Spirit—for example, in raising a national Lazarus from 
the dead,—that is, softening the hard hearts of the Jews, and 
disposing them to receive the Gospel—are still in store for the 
Church before the Advent of Christ. What wonder then, that, 
as the working of this stupendous miracle was deferred by Christ 
to the close and consummation of His public ministry upon 
Earth, so the narration of it should have been reserved by the 
Holy Spirit to the Conclusion of the Evangelical Canon ? 


We may close these remarks with observing, that there is 
one great purpose which this Miracle fas answered, during 
many centuries, and is now answering, and which may have 
been designed by the Holy Ghost, and which deserves careful 
attention, 

This Miracle itself was a moral test to the Jews. It proved 
the tempers, and displayed the dispositions, of those who saw and 
heard it. It was like a savour of life to some, and of death to 


others. (See vv. 48—54.) So the Narrative of the miracle. It 
has been a moral test to the world. They, whose spirit is like 
that of the obdurate Jews, have stumbled at it. Instead of re- 
ceiving it humbly, they have criticized and cavilled at it. Instead 
of accepting it gratefully from the Holy Spirit, tendering it to 
them by the hands of St. John, they have asked —why He did not 
give it them by St. Matthew, St. Mark, and St. Luke? He has 
therefore been provoked to leave them to themselves, and to their 
own proud hearts. And when they are forsaken by Him whose 
grace dwells only with the meek, their intellectual eye is blinded, 
and they fall into childish errors, and are distracted by discordant 
opinions. 

But they who have the spirit of the family ‘which Jesus 
loved’ will accept this holy narrative as the sisters received their 
brother from the grave. They will reflect that the Holy Spirit by 
reserving many of our Lord’s divine Discourses on the most sub- 
lime verities, and some of His most wonderful Works, to be re- 
corded in the /as¢ Gospel, has given a striking proof of His own 
Divine Foreknowledge and Providential love; and that He also 
suggests to us,—what indeed He explicitly declares,—that as 
there are many things written by St. John, which were no¢ written 
by the former three, so there are many other great and glorious 
things which Jesus spake and did, which are not written in this 
Book (John xx. 30), and which will be revealed hereafter to 
those who thankfully accept and faithfully use what is revealed 
therein. If also these things which are revealed are glorious, and 
show Christ to be full of Glory, how glorious will He appear 
hereafter, when ali that He ever did or said will be unfolded to 
the eye! 

— Ad(apos] Lazarus. 
on Luke xvi. 20. 

Bethany itself is now called Azirieh, bearing in its name a 
record of Lazarus. And why should he have given it a name, 
unless he had been distinguished in some remarkable manner ? 
St. John supplies the reason. 

For an exposition of this history, see Chrys. tom. v. p. 271. 

— amd Bnéavias] of Bethany. So of amd *ITaAtas, Heb. 
xiii. 24. 

2. Hv S¢ Mapla H dActpaoca] it was that Mary which anointed 
the Lord with ointment ; a prolepsis,—it was she who afterwards 
did it (see John xii. 3), not the woman who was a sinner. Luke 
vii. 37. (Theoph.) 

Did she do it as a thank-offering for the resurrection of her 
brother, as well as with a presentiment of the Death of Him 
Who raised him ? 

The other Evangelists relate that she poured the ointment 
on His head (Matt. xxvi. 7. Mark xiv. 3), but they also mention 
His body (Matt. xxvi. 12. Mark xiv. 8), which includes the 
anointing of the feet, noticed by St. John. 

8. dy pircis acbevet] he whom Thou lovest is sick. They did 
not say, ‘‘ Come and heal him,” nor did they say, ‘‘ Speak the 
word where Thou art and it will be done.”’ 

5. “Hydra 5& 6 "Inoots thy Mapday] Jesus loved Martha. 

For yaa (the reading of almost all the MSS.) D has 
égiret. But the Evangelists never use the word ¢:Aciv when 
speaking of His affection for women, The use of @iAciy in the 
sense of osculari (Matt. xxvi. 48. Mark xiv. 44. Luke xxii. 47), 
may, perhaps, serve to explain this. He giAe? Ad¢apoy, but 
ayarg Mdpbav Kal thy ddeAphy adtis. See Tiltmann, Synonym. 
p. 53. Trench on the Miracles, p. 392. The Vulgate generally 
translates ayamay by diligere, and giActv by amare. See Butt- 
mann in Lachmann’s N. T. p. xlv, and see below on xxi. 15—17. 

The Evangelist thus teaches not to grieve overmuch for 
worldly calamities, which often happen to good men whom God 
loves. (Chrys.) 

7. eis Thy “lovdalay] into Judea. He was now in Perea. See 
above, x. 40, and on Luke x. 1. The place at which our Lord 
was, was called Bethany (see on John i. 28, cp. with x. 40). And 
our Lord, while in one Bethany, tells His Disciples what is going 
on in the other Bethany, many miles off. 

8. e(rouw oe ABdoat of *Iovdaio1] the Jews were just now 


On the meaning of the name, see note 
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seeking to stone Thee. He had fied from their stones as man, 
He will return and work a miracle as God. (Aug.) 

9. Eay tis wepimarh ev 7H juepal| Tf any one walketh in the 
day, he stumbleth not. He thus calms their fears, and comforts 
them. If any one sees the light of this world, he is safe; much 
more is he secure, if he is with Me. (CArys.) 

ll. Ad¢apos 6 pidros judy Kexolunta] Lazarus, our friend, 
sleepeth. He was dead in the eye of man, but asleep in the 
sight of Christ. 

Death is called in Scripture a sleep (1 Thess. iv. 13); but as 
some when they sleep have sweet dreams, and others have fearful 
visions, so in Death. Every one sleeps with his moral condition 
upon him, and every one will wake with it. And great is the dif- 
ference between the dormitories, in which they who sleep are 
guarded, and from which they will come forth to Judgment. The 
soul of the poor man was carried to his own place, and that of the 
rich man to his; the former to Abraham’s bosom, the latter to a 
place where he was athirst, and had not a drop of water to cool 
his tongue. Luke xvi.22—24. Cp. Aug., and see on Luke xxiii. 
43, and an interesting fragment on this subject by S. Hippolytus, 
Bp. of Portus, and scholar of S. Ireneus, in the edition of Fabri- 
cius, i. p. 220, and in “ Hippolytus and the Church of Rome,” 
pp. 156—160. 

— Wa ekvrvlow] in order that I may awaken him. To raise 
the dead is as easy to Christ as to wake the sleeping. Cp. Matt. 
ix. 24. Mark v. 39. Luke viii. 52. 

14. Ad(apos aréOave] He does not say réOvnxe, but amédave. 
Lazarus died; but, in regard to Christ, od ré0vnke, he is not 
dead; for He is going to wake him. Yet he is 6 reOynxws in the 
eye of men, vv. 39—44. Cp. on v. 32. 

He shows His Divine Power, by telling them of things at a 
distance, and thus prepares them for the miracle. 

15. tva muorevonre] that your faith in Me may become more 
strong than it is (Aug., see on ii. 11). 

— bri otk Hunv] that Iwas not there. As if it were incon- 
sistent with Christ’s dignity and holiness, that any one should die 
in the presence of Him Who is the Author of Life, and is ‘the 
Life” (i. 4; xi. 25). We never read in Scripture that any one 
died in His presence. Cp. vv. 21.32. (Bengel.) The thieves 
died after Him. (John xix. 32. 34.) 

16. @©wuas—Alduuos] Thomas. See on Matt. x.3. St. John 
alone translates his name, and does it three times (xx. 24; 
xxi. 2). 

— a drobdvwper pet avtov] in order that we may die with 
Him—with Jesus. This was said aside. 

The disciples were afraid of the Jews, and Thomas espe- 
cially; but afterwards he became firm in faith. He who 


feared to go to Judza, went and died for the faith in India. 
(Chrys.) 

17. réccapas jucpas| four days. Lazarus was therefore buried 
on the day of his death. See vv. 6 and 39. (Bengel.) 

18. ard oradiwy] On this use of amd, see xxi. 8. Rev. xiv. 
20; and Winer, p. 491. Cp. xii. 1. 

— oradiwy Sexarévte] fifteen stadia, two miles; hence many 
from Jerusalem had come to Bethany. Some came to Martha 
and Mary, whom Jesus loved, although the Jews had agreed that 
if any man did confess Jesus to be Christ, he should be put out 
of the synagogue. (John ix. 22.) Yet Mary and Martha received 
Him—a proof of constancy and courage,—rewarded by His love 
and mercy. 

19. Tas mep) MdpOav kal Maplay] Martha and Mary. See 
Glass. Phil, 8. p. 320, or it may mean also friends and relatives 
with them. See Acts xiii. 13. 

Mapidu is the form of this name in B, C, D, K, L, A, and 
is received by Tisch. here and in wv. 28. 31, 32. 45. A, EH, F, G, 
H, M, U, X, A, Lr. have Mapiay, and so Eliz. In v. 32, B, C*, 
E*, L, have Mapidm even as the nominative case, but there A, 
C¥**, D, E**, F, G, H, M, 8, U, X, A, A, have Mapia: in v. 2 
B alone is cited as having Mapidu: in Matt. i. 20, B and Lalone of 
the Uncial MSS. are cited as having Mapiay; the rest have Mapidu ; 
and in Matt. xiii. 55 B has Mapidu. In Luke ii. 19 B has Mapta, 
but in Luke i. 27. 30. 34. 38 B has Mapidu, whence it appears 
that B is not uniform in this respect. 

— tva mopapv0qowvta aitds] in order to comfort them, 
usually for seven days. See Gen. 1. 10. 1 Sam. xxxi. 13. 
1 Chron. x. 12. 

20. éxabé(ero] she was silting in the house; while Martha, it 
would seem, was out of it, and therefore heard the news first. 
(Chrys.) Cp. Luke x. 39. 

21. Kupte, ef As de] if thou hadst been here my brother had 
not died, and been now dead : observe, the plusquam perfectum, not 
the aorist, is used. Her faith was yet weak; and consequently 
she adds, ‘‘ whatsoever thou wilt ask of God.” She did not yet 
know that Christ could raise the dead by His divine power, but 
regarded Him as a holy man. Jesus correcting her erroneous 
notions, and strengthening her weak faith, says to her, “ Thy 
brother shall rise again.” 

23. ’Avaorhoerat 5 ad<eApds cov] Thy brother shall rise 
again. That is, his body shall rise again from the grave. A pro- 
phecy which was to have a double fulfilment, and to be explained 
by the event; first by an immediate Resurrection of Lazarus, in 
the sight of his sisters and others ; for Christ knew what He would 
do; and this first Resurrection was to be a proof to them and to 
the world, of His truth in preannouncing the Universal Resur- 
rection of the Body. 
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He does not say, J will ask God that he may rise again; but 
“he shall rise ;”’ for “‘I am the Resurrection and the Life.” I 
need not ask aid in raising him. I am the Resurrection; all who 
desire to partake in the Reswrection must ask of Me, must pray 
to Me. Thus He raises her mind, and teaches us what the Re- 
surrection is; which is far more important to her and to us, than 
that Lazarus should be raised to life. (Chrys., Theophyl.) 

24, év TH dvaordoce:] The Day of Resurrection and the Last 
Day are here represented as identical. Cp. v. 28, 29; vi. 39. 44. 

25. eyd cium 4 avdoracis Kal 7 wh] ‘Ego sum Resurrectio 
morientium, et Vita viventium.” (Beng.) See John xiv. 6. Deut. 
xxx. 20. 1 Cor. i. 30. 

— 6 moredtwy cis enue, Kav dmobdvn, Choerat] he that believeth 
in Me, though he die, yet shall he live; and what is more, his 
death shall be the gate to everlasting life, or, as S. Aug. para- 
phrases it, He that believeth in Me, although he die in the body, 
yet will remain alive in the soul, even until the day when his 
body will rise again, never more to die; for death is the life of 
the soul, and every one who lives in the body, although he may 
die in the body for a time, yet shall he live. 

I am the Life ; and he that believeth in Me shall never die; 
therefore, whether I am present to your bodily eye or no, I am 
able to give Life; and you must come to Me for life. This is a 
reply to her who said, ‘‘ whatsoever thou wilt ask of God, God 
will give it thee ;”’ and ‘‘if Thou hadst been here, my brother had 
not died.” (Chrys.) 

26. od wh amo0dvn eis Thy aidva] shall never die. See viii. 
51, 52; x. 28, i. e. shall live for ever. So od wh duhon eis roy 
ai@va (iv. 14), shall never thirst. See also xiii. 8. 1 Cor. viii. 
13. The Greek ov ph <is Tdy aiva is equivalent to the Hebrew 
DyVIND (Jo-leolam). Ps, lv. 22. Prov. x. 30. Cp. Vorst. de 
Hebr. pp. 730—735. And therefore the words “shall not die 
eternally’ (non morietur in sternum), in the last Prayer of our 
Burial Service (cp. the first sentence of it from John xi. 25, 26), 
are to be understood in this sense, ‘ shall never die.’ 

28. Ad@pa] secretly. Perhaps Martha did not say it openly 
for fear of the Jews, and so she is contrasted with Mary (v. 32). 

82. Mapla—trecev aiTod eis tovs 1ddas] So A, B, C, H, G, 
H, K, L, M, 8, U, X, A, A.— Elz. has cis robs rédas abtod,— 
but a’rod is emphatic, His feet. Mary was more fervent in spirit 
than her sister, and did not care for the crowd, nor for the jealousy, 
suspicion, and hatred, with which the Jews regarded Jesus, Whom 
they and their Rulers sought to kill; but she threw aside all 
human considerations, and having “ chosen the better part,” cared 
only for the one thing needful, and in a spirit of noble courage 
and affectionate devotion, meek and gentle as she was, paid public 
homage to Christ by casting herself at the feet of Him, Who was 
regarded with envious feelings by many around her,—even her 
private friends,—who had come from Jerusalem to comfort her. 

— ovk by aréOave od 6 adeApds] Observe the difference be- 
tween these words and Martha’s, v.21. Mary says, “If Thou 
hadst been here, Death would never have come to one so dear to 
Thee and me as that brother of mine” («od 6 adeApéds). Martha 
says, ‘‘If Thou hadst been here, my brother (6 adeAgds pou) 
would not have been dead,—as he now is.” 

88. *Iovdalovs KAalovtas] Jews weeping. Many witnesses, 
therefore, were present at this miracle, and many of them bitter 


enemies of Christ. (Aug., Theoph. See vv. 45, 46, and xii. 
17.) A strong evidence of its truth. 

— éveBpyuhoato TG mvebuati] was vehemently affected in 
spirit. This word éuBpiuducu, repeated in v. 38, euBpiudmevos ev 
éavT@, is from the root Bpéuw, ‘ fremo,’ and signifies to be angry, 
to rebuke, to menace, to forbid, to restrain, with vehemence and 
indignation ; see the passages where it is used, Matt. ix. 30. Mark 
i. 43; xiv. 5. The LXX use éuBpiunua for oy (zaam), ‘in- 
dignation.’ (Lament. ii. 6.) 

What was the cause of this éuSplunois? Some say that He 
was troubled by a contemplation of the ravages of sin; some, by 
the hypocrisy and malice of the Jews; some, by the grief of those 
around Him. The reason of this grief and indignation seems 
rather to have been, that now at the close of His Ministry, and 
after so many miracles of might and mercy, those persons who 
had been witnesses of His works, had so little faith in His power 
and love. See below, xii. 37, and Mark viii. 12, where our Lord 
is described in like manner as groaning in spirit on account of 
the unbelief of man; and below, xiii. 21, where it is said that 
He was troubled in spirit for the treachery of Judas. They 
were weeping vehemently for the dead, whom Jesus loved ;—as if 
He, Who is the Resurrection and the Life, were not now with 
them ; or as if He could not or would not comfort them. Indeed, 
some of them were so sceptical as to say, ‘‘ Could not this man, 
who opened the eyes of the blind, have caused also that this man 
should not have died?” ». 37. The Evangelist shows that this 
was the cause of our Lord’s indignation, by adding, ‘“ Jesus there- 
Sore again éuBpiudmevos ev éEavtg cometh to the grave,” in 
order to work the miracle immediately, and so put an end at once 
to their faithless surmises and cavils. For a like reason He had 
asked, v. 34, “ Where have ye laid him?” as much as to say, “I 
will raise him to life.’”’ 

Some of the ancient Fathers supposed this word to indicate 
an internal act, by which our Blessed Lord kept His human affec- 
tions under control, and, as it were, rebuked and restrained them 
from bursting into an immoderate excess of grief. Thus S. Cyril 
says, émimAyTTe: Tpdmoy TwWe TH idta capri. He does not allow 
His human affections to break forth, but represses and chides 
them. And again he says, dypidrepov TH Avan emetlunoe: ds yap 
Ocds TardaywyikGs emitimg. And so Huthym.: éretiunoe 7H 
mde. WS. Cyril adds, that to be overpowered by grief, rupay- 
veioOar Tats AV@ats,—is a disorder of human nature, and that this 
was overcome by Christ. 

We may say with reverence, that this wonderful work was 
not only a proof of the Divine power and love of the Incarnate 
Lord, and a pledge of our future Resurrection, by His might and 
mercy, but also the manner of its operation was exemplary to us 
in the exercise of our own human affections. Our Lord loved 
Martha, and her sister, and Lazarus; He wep/ as man at the 
grave (v. 35). But He checked His affections from breaking 
forth into passionate grief; He did not allow them to disturb His 
reason, to overpower His will, or to impair His quietness and dig- 
nity. He showed grief for the incredulity of the Jews; for un- 
belief is the death of the soul. He thus taught us to regulate and 
moderate our passions ; and particularly, “not to be sorry, as men 
without hope, for them that sleep in Him.” (1 Thess. iv. 13.) He 
showed human feeling, that we may surely know that He has a 
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human nature; and He was affected to tears when He saw Mary 
weeping, for ‘“‘ He is touched with our infirmities.’’ But He con- 
trolled His feelings, in order to teach us (says Theophylact) what 
are the proper bounds of sorrow, and its opposites,—7d yap dovp- 
mabes kar Udaxpu Onpiddes, Td dé morddaxpyv Kad PirdOpnvoy rat 
TOAVAUTOY YUVALK@OES. 

Let Christians endeavour to be like Christ. They are not 
Stoics, nor yet are they overpowered by their feelings ; they are 
not agitated by passions properly so called. (Beng.) 

— érdpatey éavtév] He troubled himself. A remarkable ex- 
pression. It was His own will and deed: it was in His own 
power to be affected as He would. The Eternal Word of God 
took a human soul as well as human flesh, associating with Him- 
self the complete nature of man in the Unity of His Person; and 
therefore human infirmity is troubled according to His will in His 
Person, where resided Divine power. (Awg.) 

The affections of Christ were not passions, but voluntary 
emotions, which He held under control. And this self-commotion 
was orderly, rational, full of dignity, and directed to proper ends. 
And therefore, when He is said afterwards rerapdx@a: (xii. 27; 
xiii. 21), some suffering of a more violent kind is indicated by the 
contrast. 

35. “Eddxpucev 6 Incots] Jesus shed tears; éddxnpvaev, not 
@xAavoev: non ploravit, sed flevit; i.e. gently, and without 
passion. When our Lord is about to do mighty works as God, 
He does something else to remind us that He is also man. He 
now sheds tears as man, when He is about to raise the dead as 
God; so He slept, just before He stilled the storm. See Matt. 
viii. 24. Our Lord was affected with the tears of the sisters of the 
dead, and sympathized with them. ‘‘ Ipse Salvator ploravit quem 
resuscitaturus erat.” (Jerome, Ep. Nepot. p. 269.) 

St. John studiously records, that Jesus shed tears, to show 
that He was really clothed with our nature; and because St. John 
relates more lofty things of Christ than the other Evangelists do, 
therefore he takes care to record the lowly also. Christ also 
thus teaches us to weep for our departed friends,—but to weep 
moderately, and in the fear of God, and in the faith of the Resur- 
rection. Our Lord, being partaker of our flesh and blood, was 
partaker in our human affections, and has taught us how to regu- 
late them ... The words describe what was seen,—but who 
shall describe what was felt? (Chrys., Theoph.) 

Our Lord éddxpucey, shed tears at the grave of Lazarus, but 
He éxAavoev, wept over Jerusalem. (Luke xix. 41.) So much 
more lamentable is the death of the soul than that of the body. 

87. 6 avoltas Tovs dpbarduovs] He that opened the eyes of the 
blind. Thus our Lord’s enemies bear witness to the truth of that 
miracle. 

38. omnaaoy, kod Albos] a cave; and a stone was lying upon 
it. See Matt. xxvii. 60. 66. Mark xv. 46. 

89. “Apare roy AlOoy| Take ye away the stone. Why did our Lord 
say, ‘‘ Where have ye laid him?” and ‘Take away the stone,” 
and ‘‘ Loose him?’’ Why did He not at once raise Lazarus? 
Because He designed to make those, to whom He gave these com- 
mands, to be so many witnesses, by the eye and touch, to the 
reality of the miracle. (Chrys.) 

—rteraptaios] guatriduanus. See v. 17. Cp. mporetoba 
meuntaiov. (Aristoph.) ‘‘ TetTaptatos, ap. Xen. Cyr. v. 3. 1. 
tpitaios, Herodot. li. 89. Sevrepaios, id. vi. 106. Swdexaratos, 
Theocrit. Id. ii. 4. Philostr. Apollon. vii. 10. meumrratos aot- 
keto.” (Kuin.) See the examples in Matth. Gr. Gr. § 144. Cp. 
Tpiraios, 1 Sam. ix. 20; xxx. 13. 

Observe this word in reference to Christ Himself Lazarus 


was dead four days, and #5y &¢e1,—he saw corruption. But 
Christ raised Himself the third day, and ‘‘saw no corruption.” 
Acts xiii. 37. 

41. of—xeluevos] These words are not found in five uncials, 
B, C*, D, L, X, and a few cursives, and in some Versions, and 
are omitted by many recent Editors; but the evidence of MSS. 
preponderates in their favour; and their omission makes an inhar- 
monious sound between jpay AlOoy and jpey opbadrpods. 

— Idrep, evyapict@ oor] Father, I thank Thee. Christ prayed 
not because He needed aid, but because we need instruction. 
(Hilary, Chrys.) Cp. Marki. 41; iv.39; ix. 25. Johnii.4—11; 
v. 9, which shows that Christ wrought His greatest miracles with- 
out prayer, and by His own authority. He prayed to show that 
He was not against God, or God against Him; and that what He 
did was done with God’s approval, as much as to say,—I pray, 
not because prayer on My part is necessary, nor in order that My 
will may be made effectual ; but in order to show that My will and 
the Father’s will is one and the same will. And this He proceeded 
to prove by saying, ‘‘ Lazarus, come forth,’’—i. e. I, by My power, 
command thee to rise from the dead. (Chrys.) 

43. povh weyddAn expatvyace] He cried with a loud voice. 
The Loud Voice of Christ raising Lazarus from the dead, is a pre- 
lude to the Loud Voice of the Trumpet at the Great Day, when 
all who are in the graves will hear His Voice (John v. 28); and 
the effect of that Voice will be immediate,—in the twinkling of an 
eye, as the raising of Lazarus was. (Cyril, Theophyl.) 

— Ad ape, dedpo %w] Lazarus, come forth. He calls all His 
sheep by name (x. 3). He knows them dead as well as alive. 

When our Lord works miracles, He speaks and acts with 
sovereign authority: “Damsel, arise ;” “Young man, arise,” 
“Stretch forth thy hand ;’’ ‘Thy sins are forgiven thee;” 
“Peace, be still!’’ ‘Take up thy bed and go to thy house;” “I 
say to thee, thou evil spirit, come out of him;” ‘“ Be it unto thee 
even as thou wilt ;”’ ‘Say, the Lord hath need of him;” ‘“ To- 
day shalt thou be with Me in Paradise.” (Chrys.) 

44. ek7jrOev 6 TeOvnKds] he who was dead came forth. This 
history may be considered as symbolical of what is done in the 
spiritual world, when the soul is raised by Christ’s voice from the 
death of sin, and released from its bands by the Ministry of Re- 
conciliation (2 Cor. v. 18, 19), which He has instituted in His 
Church. It is Christ Who quickens the dead, and raises from the 
grave. The Ministers of Christ, at His command, loose him who 
is bound, and who has been quickened and raised by Christ. 
Aug. See also Aug. Serm. 98, and Quest. 65, and Burgon. 


here, 

— reiplas] with graveclothes. oxolvia évrdpic, Gloss. Used 
by LXX for Hebr. D370 (marbadim). Prov. vii. 16, ‘ tapetes 
lectorum.’ xeiplar sunt fascie quevis, et hoc nomine insigniuntur 
fascize, quibus infantes vinciri, lecti subtendi, et mortuorum ca- 
dayera, linteo prius involuta (v. ad Matt. xxvii. 59), ut aromata, 
quibus corpora condiebantur, melius servarentur, circumligari 
solebant. Suidas : keiplae eldos (avns ek oxowlwr, Tapeouds 
iudyrt,  deopodor Tas KAlvas. Moschopulus : Keipla 6 TOV vi- 
Tley Seopds, Hyouv 6 crowds packta, Kar } decuovor Tovs vexpods. 
Fuerunt qui putarent totum Lazari corpus involutum, fasciisque 
circumligatum fuisse, instar infantum recens natorum. Basilius 
Homil. ae gratiar. actione T.i. 6 veKpds €(womoretro read 6 Sedeuevos 
mapiendrer, SOadpua ev Oatmart, reiplas Sedéc0a Tos médas, Kab 
bh KwrdverOou mpds Kivnow. Handem sententiam secuti Lighi- 
footus, Lampius. (Kuin. Cp. Wetst. p. 918.) 
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— sovdaple| with a napkin. 

47. ri mowtpuev, bti—ro1el;] what are we to do? 
reyara to that. See ix. 17. 

48. erevoovtat of ‘Pwuator] the Romans will come and take 
away our place and nation. They feared temporal loss, and in- 
curred eternal, and did not escape the temporal; for the Romans 
did come after Christ’s passion, and took away their place and 
nation, because they did not let Christ alone, but slew Him Who 
is now reigning in heaven, while they are scattered through the 
world. (Aug., Chrys.) Cp. Luke xx. 15, 16, where ovr Lord 
predicts the destruction of the Jewish polity, as a penalty to be 
inflicted on the Jews for their rejection of Himself. See here the 
results of preferring Political Expediency to Justice, Piety, and 
Truth. 

49. Kaidpas] Caiaphas. See on Matt. xxvi. 3. Luke iii. 2. 
He had been intruded into the office by Valerius Gratus, A.D. 25, 
and was put out by Vitellius, a.p. 36. Joseph, A. xviii. 4. 3. 

50. AoylCerbe] So A, B, D, L.—Elz. Siadoyl(eode. 

— trép tod daod] in behalf of the people. Caiaphas, in a 
Jewish spirit, prophesied of what would be expedient for the Jews ; 
but God designed the benefit of Christ’s death for the whole 
World; and made Caiaphas an instrument for conferring that 
venefit, which the Jews reject. 

51. dpxsepeds dy rod eviavtod éxelvov] being High Priest that 
year he prophesied. Annas was the High Priest de jure. (Cf. 
on Luke iii. 2, and below, xviii. 13. 24.) The addition “ of that 
year’’ is a silent indication of the irregular character of the tenure 
by which Caiaphas held office. The High Priesthood, by God’s 
Institution, was in the family of Aaron and for life; but through 
the ambition and strife of the Jews the office had ceased to be 
hereditary, and indeed there were sometimes more than one High 
Priest in one year; and Caiaphas had bought the office with money. 
But even then the Spirit of God had not yet forsaken the sacer- 
dotal office, though they who bare it were unworthy and abused it 
to their own destruction. But He-deserted them, when they had 
crucified Christ, and the veil of the Temple was rent in twain. 

Caiaphas was High Priest in that year, the year in which 
Jesus died; and in that year he prophesied. Jewish Prophecy 
expired with a prediction of Christ’s death on its lips. 

This power, however, in the case of Caiaphas is ascribed by 
the Evangelist to a divine mystery, because he was “‘ High Priest 
that year” (Aug.); the last in the seventy weeks of Daniel 
(Bengel) ; not that Caiaphas was made High Priest that year; he 
had been High Priest for several years. (See Josephus, Ant, 
xviii. 2 and 4; and on Matt. xxvi. 3.) 

The expression “‘ ¢hat year’’ is repeated in vy. 49. 51, and is 
emphatic. He prophesied as High Priest of that year in which 
the Levitical Priesthood and Ritual was about to be superseded by 
the Sacrifice offered by the One Great High Priest. But God 
would thus show, that He had not withdrawn all His graces from 
them, till they forfeited them by rejecting and crucifying Christ ; 
and then the veil of the Temple was rent; and the People and the 
Priesthood became the victims of False Prophets. 

Although there were many other High Priests in other years, 
yet we do not hear that any prophesied except the High Priest of 
that year in which Jesus was about to die. (Origen.) 

Caiaphas spoke with a view to political expediency, but God 


See Luke xix. 20. John xx. 7. 
ori = in 


overruled his words to spiritual edification. So He did with those 
of Pilate when he wrote the title on the Cross, xix. 19—22. ‘Out 
of the eater came forth meat’ (Judges xiv. 14). ‘‘ The fierceness 
of man shall turn to Thy praise, O Lord” (Ps. Ixxvi. 10). 

— énpophtevoe] he prophesied; here is one of the Comments 
on the History, according to St. John’s manner. See ii. 28; v. 
21; vi. 64. 71; vii. 39; xii. 33. 37. 43; xili. 11; xxi. 17. 

Sometimes evil men, as Balaam and Caiaphas, may be endued 
with prophetical gifts, and evil spirits themselves may confess 
Christ—‘‘ We know Thee who Thou art”’ (Luke iv. 34). 

See the power of the High Priesthood. Caiaphas, being 
invested in this office, prophesied, although unworthy and not 
knowing what he said, but was made an instrument in God’s 
hands for declaring the truth. Thus we are taught to honour the 
Priest’s office on account of the grace given by it. He prophe- 
sied, but not with a prophetic soul; and therefore was not a 
prophet. 

See also the power of the Holy Spirit, for He used Caiaphas 
as an organ, and made him utter a prophecy concerning Christ 
and the ‘efficacy of His death. Many, though unworthy, have 
foreseen and foretold the future—Pharaoh, Balaam, Saul, Nebu- 
chadnezzar, Caiaphas, Pilate. (Theoph., Chrys.) Prophetical and 
miraculous powers, eloquence, faith, and other ministerial gifts, 
may be found in evil men. And nothing profiteth without Charity 
(1 Cor, xiii. 1—3). 

We may look for the time, when Ministers of Antichrist, 
seducing men to idolatry, will be permitted to try the faith of the 
world by uttering prophecies, working signs and miracles. (See 
Matt. xxiv. 24. 2 Thess. ii. 9.) But the Holy Spirit, in the Old 
and New Testament, has provided a safeguard against these seduc- 
tions. (See Deut. xiii. 1—4 and 1 Cor. xiii. 1—3.) The test to 
be applied is—Do they, who prophesy and work miracles, also 
preach ¢rue doctrine? or do they lead to idolatry? Have they 
Charity? Do they show love to God and to Manin God? Or 
are they like Caiaphas, uttering a prophecy concerning Christ, and 
yet ready to kill Him? 

52. va—avvaydyn eis €v] that He might gather together into 
one. The prophecy took effect, but in the opposite way to which 
Caiaphas designed. Christ was slain, and the people of the literal 
Israel were scatlered. “Their house is left to them desolate ”’ 
(Matt. xxiii. 38), and the true Israel were gathered together in one 
in Christ. (Chrys.) 

53. ouveRovaevoayto] they took counsel together. What, as 
individuals, they had designed, they now deliberate in common to 
execute. (Cyril.) And so they fulfilled the second Psalm (Ps. ii. 1). 

— Wa aronrelvwow abtév] that they might put Him to death. 
They perverted a prophecy in behalf of Christ into an occasion of 
sin against Him. So evil men deal with the words of the Holy 
Ghost in the Holy Scriptures, which were written for our learning. 
“They wrest them to their own destruction” (2 Pet. iii. 16). 
(Origen. ) 

54. ovk er mepinota mepiendter ev rots "lovdatois] He was 
walking no more openly among the Jews. He would not offer 
any temptation to the impiety and malice of His persecutors, or 
give the wicked any cause of becoming more wicked. (Origen ; 
see Matt. x. 23.) Their time of probation was past. He thus 
gave His disciples an occasion of showing their stedfastness and 
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allegiance to Him; and therefore He afterwards said, ‘‘ Ye are 
they who have continued with me in my temptations” (Luke xxii. 
28). (Chrys.) 

— “Eppa Acyouevny wéAw] See on Luke x. 1. 
R. W. in v. Ephraim. 

55. Tis x@pas] from that country or region where Jesus had 
been (v. 54). Does the Evangelist intimate that the men of that 
region were solicited to deliver up Christ (see wv. 56, 57); and 
does he thus bring out more strongly the treachery of Christ’s 
own Apostle who betrayed Him ? 

— ta ayvicwow] in order that they might purify themselves. 
On this use of ayvilw, see Acts xxi. 24. 26; xxiv. 18. That they 
might purify themselves from such ceremonial defilements as they 
might have contracted; in order to participation in the Paschal 
feast. (See Numb. ix. 10. 2 Chron, xxx. 17.) This purifica- 
tion was effected by sacrifices, sprinkling of water, fasting, prayer, 
and other observances, which lasted from one to six days. (See 
Lightf.and Lampe.) This, and the other prescribed rites, brought 
a great concourse of people together at Jerusalem, before the 
Festival. Indeed, all who went had to undergo the rites in ques- 
tion. Soa Rabbinical writer, cited by Wetstein, says, ‘ Tenetur 
unusquisque ad purificandum se ad festum.’ And Jos. Ant. iv. 3. 
12, GOéuirov ayetro—uh mponyvevkds eciod-yew Td TAHOos. The 
rites are described by Jos. Ant. viii. 3, and Bell. v. 2. 

Probably in reference to this usage at this time our Lord 
Himself says, ‘for their sakes I sanctify Myself” (xvii. 19). The 
People were sanctifying themselves for the Levitical Passover. 
The True Passover was sanctifying Himself to be an Oblation for 
the whole world. Like them also, He came to the Holy City 
before the Passover. See xii. 1. 


Cp. Winer, 


Cu. XII. 1. ‘O ody *Incots—HAGev cis BynOaviay] Jesus then 
came to Bethany six days before the Passover. On the Sabbath 
before the Passover, the eve of Palm Sunday, see v. 12. This is 
the same narrative as in St. Matt. (xxvi. 6) and in St. Mark (xiv. 
3), concerning the woman in the house of Simon, who had been a 
leper. Aug. (de Cons, Evang. ii. 89.) 

— mpd e& juepayv Tod rdoxa] six days before the Passover. 
The term ‘eight days’ is equivalent to a week. On the construc- 
tion cp. xi. 18, éyybs Tay ‘IepocoAtuov as amd oradiwy dexamevre. 
So LXX, Amos i. 1, mpd d00 ery Tod cetouod: iv. 7, mpd TpLav 
pnvav Tod Tpvyntov (Winer, p. 492). 

2. detrvov] This Supper at Bethany was probably on the 
Sabbath before His death. It was on a Sabbath,—the Sabbath, 
or day of Rest before that great Sabbath, the last Sabbath 
which was of divine obligation, on which Christ rested in the 
grave, and fulfilled the Sabbath, and prepared the grave as a place 
of Rest for all who pass from this life in His faith and fear. This 
Supper, in which He was anointed and embalmed beforehand for 
His burial (see on v. 7), may be regarded as presenting a type of 
that rest and refreshment in the Sabbath of the grave, where all 
who are cleansed from the leprosy of sin, as Simon was from 
bodily leprosy, and who are raised from the death of sin, as Laza- 

Vo. I. 


rus from the grave, and all whom Jesus loves, as Martha and 
Mary, recline at a spiritual banquet, in Paradise,—which is a 
blessed Bethany, or House of Passage (see i. 28; x. 40), from 
this world to the heavenly Jerusalem. 

3. ‘H ody Mapia] Then took Mary a pound of ointment of 
pure spikenard. - See above on xi. 2, where St. John says aAci- 
Yaoa toy Kupiov, though he dwells specially on the anointing 
of the feet. 

St. John alone mentions the name of Mary here; St. Mat- 
thew and St. Mark say only ‘a woman’ (Matt. xxvi. 7. Mark 
xiv. 3). Probably she was still alive when they wrote their Gos- 
pels; and they would not draw her forth from her retirement into 
publicity. See above, p. 323. St. John shows his independent 
knowledge by specifying her name; and thus also fulfils our 
Lord’s prophecy that it would be illustrious for ever in the whole 
world. Matt. xxvi. 13. Mark xiv. 9. 

— vapdSov motinns| of pure spikenard. See on Mark xiv. 3. 
The distillations of pure oil are called &oAo by Alschyl. Ag. 95. 

— Tovs médas| Mary anointed His feet. We may imitate her 
in her love and ministry to Christ. For all Christians are members 
of Christ ; and what we do, from love of Christ, to the lowest of 
His members is accepted by Him as done unto Himself (Matt. 
xxv. 40). We therefore may be said to anoint His feet, when we 
show mercy to His poor. (Zheoph.) 

— 7 8€ oikla erAnpadn ex Tis dons] the house was filled with 
the odour. And the world is now filled with its fragrance. Do 
thou also anoint the feet of Jesus, and wipe His feet with thy 
hair. If thou hast more than enough, give to the poor, which 
are the feet of Christ’s body, so thou mayest wipe them with thy 
hair. (Aug.) This will be an odour of a sweet smell (douh 
evwdias), a sacrifice well-pleasing to God (Phil. iv. 18); ‘‘as Christ 
also hath loved us and hath given Himself for us, an offering and a 
sacrifice to God for a sweet-smelling savour” («is domyy ciwdias, 
Eph. v. 2). 

4. *Iovdas] Judas. The other Evangelists do not specify him. 
Here is an evidence of the later date of this Gospel. Cp. the 
mention of Peter and Malchus, xviii. 10, and Lazarus, xi. 1. 

Judas, we see, was permitted to remain in Christ’s company 
to the end. Our Lord, by His forbearance to the Traitor, teaches 
us to tolerate evil men in the Church, that we may not divide the 
body of Christ. Be thou holy, and tolerate the evil, that thou 
mayest attain the reward of the good, and not be condemned with 
the evil. Imitate Christ. (Awg.) 

6. Eime rovt0] He said this, not because he cared for the poor, 
but because he was a thief and had the bag. This comment is 
peculiar to St. John’s narrative of this fact. See above, p. 268. 

— yawoosdkouov] Properly, (1) acase for the stops or keys of 
pipes or flutes; (2) a chest, scrip, or purse for money, 2 Chron. 
xxiv. 10, 11; below, xiii. 29. See Wetst. p. 921, and Kuin., 
who says, ‘‘yAwoodkouoy, vocabulum compositum ex yAéooa 
lingua, item lingula tibiarum, et kouéw servo, proprié notat thecam, 
s. cistellam, in qua tibicines lingulas tibiarum reponebant, ne 
attritu corrumperentur. Hesychius: yAwtrTéKomoy, ev of abdnrar 


330 


JOHN XII. 7—14. 


> 5 \ e fel we) Las 
7 Etrev odv 6 “Inoods, "Ades adtiv, iva eis THY Huepay ToD evTapiacpov pov 


f Deut. 15. 11. 
Matt. 26. 11. 


, 
Mark 14. 7. TAVTOTE EXETE. 


, Ses, 8 f \ \ ‘ , + (ai € a é é be ov 
THPNHON QUT O° TOUS TTWXOUS yap TAVTOTE EX ETE HE EAUTWY, ine 


i an , “a ‘ io 
(2%) 9"Eyvw obv dxdos Todds ek TOY “Iovdatov Gru eet eater Kat dor, 
la) Y 7 x y¥ > 
od Sia Tov “Inootv pdvov, aN wa Kai Tov Adlapov idwow, bv yyepey eK 


VEKPOV. 


10 °EBovikevcavto Sé ot “Apyiepets a Kat Tov Adlapov amoxteivwcw, 


wn lal ) , Ns) , > ~ > la} 
11 gr. aoddot Ov abtov briyov TOV Iovdaiwy, Kat €miatevov els TOV “Inoodr. 


g Matt. 21. 1—11. 
Mark 11. 1—10. 
Luke 19, 29—38. 
h Ps. 118. 25, 26. 


0) WET eratprov by\os ToAvs 6 E\Oav Els THV EoPTHVY, akKOVTAVTES OTL 
I if) pP X é F 7 yy ' 
an e » fh A 7 dal 
épyerau Incods eis ‘Iepooddupa, > €haBov ra Bata trav gowikwy, Kat eénOov 
A te / 
eis tmrdvrnow avTav, Kal expalov, ‘QNoavva, evioynméevos 6 Epyopmevos ev 


évéopate Kupiov 6 Bacwevs tov “Iapayn. 


n > , 
(2%) ! Eipav dé 6 Incots dvdpiov éxdfioey én aito, Kabds éote yeypap- 


amet Ocoay Tas yAwootdas, deinde verd hoc idem nomen adhibetur 
etiam de arculé quavis ; sic Exod. xxxvii. 1, Arcam foederis Aguila 
dixit yAwoodicouov, Alexandrini ibi usi sunt vocabulo KiBwros. 
Cistulam, in quam Philistei aureos mures et simulacra conjece- 
rant, que in textu Hebraico 19x dicitur, Josephus, Ant. vi. 1, 2, 
yAwoodouoy dixit quod nomen § 3 explicuit, 7d &yyos 9 rods 
avdpidyras elxe kar pas, arcula in qua erant simulacra et mures. 
Inprimis autem yAwoodkouoy usurpatur loculo pecuniis asser- 
vandis apto sive marsupio, ut h. |. in versione Alexandrina 2 Par. 
xxiv. 8. 10, 11. Plutarch. Galba, p. 1060, éxéAevoev (Galba) 
aitS KomoOjvar To yAwoodKouov, Kal AaBov xpucods Twas 
erédwxe TG Kdvw. Lew. Cyrill. ined. yAocodxowovs Baddytioy, 7} 
Evalyn Ohun. Euthymius Zigabenus ad Matth. 26, yAwoodnopov 
58 Fv Baddytiov, dv & Ta mpocaydueva Xap TAY TevT@Y evaTeE- 
OnoavplCero. Etiam in scriptis Rabbinorum reperitur vocabulum 
xopora (quo h. 1. Syrus usus est) et xopo17 per Daleth, et vulgo 
ponitur de arcad sepulcrali, v. Lightfootus ad h. 1. et Buxtonfius 
Lex. Talm. p. 443.” Cp. on xiii. 29. 

Observe the striking contrast—Mary and Judas; the three 
hundred pence, and the thirty pieces of silver; her &AdBaortpov, 
his yAwoodxouov; she in a Simon’s house, he Simon’s son; the 
fragrant deed of the one, the miserable end of the other. Let all 
covetous men,—all who grudge Christ and His House what they 
lavish on themselves,—all robbers of Him and of His Church, 
beware. Let them cast away the spirit of Judas, lest they be con- 
demned with him; and imitate Mary, that they may be glorified 
with her. 

— BadrdAdueva] Offerings to Christ, from those who ministered 
to Him of their substance. See on Luke viii. 3. 

Why had Judas the custody of the oblations to Christ, and 
why did not our Lord, who knew his thoughts and secret acts, 
put him out of his stewardship? This is a question which has 
received different answers from various quarters. Some have 
replied, that He would not give Judas any occasion for betraying 
Him. (Chrys., Euthym.) Some have ventured to affirm, that his 
acts of embezzlement were unobserved by Christ. (Lzicke.) This 
is certain, that He has thus left a warning to all, and especially to 
the Clergy, on the solemn responsibility of pecuniary trusts and 
possessions ; and on the dreadful consequences to themselves and 
to their own spiritual being, from dealing dishonestly with Church 
revenues. He has also thus bequeathed to all an example of 
patience and forbearance. We may not forsake the Communion 
of the Church, even though a sacrilegious Judas ministers therein. 

7. “Ages aitiy] Let her alone. Observe the tenderness of 
Christ’s words: He does not condemn Judas, but praises and 
encourages Mary. (Awg.) 

— Waecis thy hucpayv—rtnphon aitd| Let her alone, she did not 
sell it for 300 pence and bestow it upon the poor, not because she 
has no love for the poor—as thou, O Judas, uncharitably allegest, 
who carest not for the poor, and who wouldst have its price for 
thyself—but she preserved it in order to keep it for the day of 
my burial. 

B, D, L, Q, X, and Vulg., and Aihiopic, Coptic, Sahidic, 
and Armenian Versions, have the reading in the text.—Hilz. and 
A, BE, F, G, H, I, M, S, U, A, A, and Syriac and Gothic Versions, 
and the majority of Cursives, have rerfpynxev, a reading which 
was perhaps derived from the narrative of the other Evangelists, 
Matt. xxvi. 12. Mark xiv. 8. 

The allegation of some, that St. John is at variance with the 
other Evangelists, and that Mary anointed only the feet of Christ, 
and had a surplus of nard which she reserved for the burial, is 
grounded on a misconstruction of his words. See xi. 2, where he 
says that she anointed the Lord (i.e. His body), and wiped His 


feet with her hair. This allegation of discrepancy, like many 
others of the same kind, is founded on the hypothesis, that St. 
John, in relating any given event, was bound to record a// the cir- 
cumstances related by his predecessors, or is else to be regarded as 
contradicting them! whereas, on the contrary, his practice of 
not repeating all that they had related, and in dwelling on some 
particular circumstances (e. g. the anointing of the feet here) not 
mentioned by them, ought rather to be regarded as evidence of his 
agreement with them. He takes for granted that his readers are 
well acquainted with the earlier Gospels, given by the Holy Ghost 
for their use, and are satisfied of their veracity. See above, p. 268. 

There is something impressive and affecting in the mention of 
day of burial, because, probably, this anointing took place on the 
day-week before our Lord’s rest in the grave. See above on v. 2. 

8. due dé od mdvrote ExeTe] but Me ye have not always. He 
is speaking of His dodily presence; for, according to His Divine 
Majesty and Grace, He is ever with us, as He promised, ‘“ Lo, I 
am with you alway.” Matt. xxviii. 20. (Awg.) He was speak- 
ing of the flesh which He took of the Virgin Mary, and in which 
He was crucified and buried, when He said, “‘ Me ye have not 
always,” for in that flesh He ascended into heaven, and is not 
here, but He is sitting at God’s right hand. But the presence of 
His Divine Majesty is not withdrawn from us; that is here, and 
every where. Here is a divine caution against the erroneous notion 
of a carnal presence in the Holy Eucharist. 

10. ta Kad roy Ad¢apoy aroxrelywow] in order that they might 
put Lazarus also to death. See the blindness of their rage; as if 
Christ could raise one who died, and not raise one who was killed. 
He did both. He who raised Lazarus raised Himself. (Aug.) 

12. Ty ématpiov] On the morrow. The first day of the week— 
Sunday. This triumphal entry took place on what is called Palm 
Sunday. Seeonv.1. Cp. Ps. cxviii. 24 and next note. 

18. 7a Bala rév powixwy] the branches of the Palms which 
grew there. The Palm, which is said to grow better when weight 
is hung upon its boughs, is emblematic of Victory, and specially 
of such a victory as that of Christ, which was made more glorious 
by the weight of suffering for the sins of the world laid upon 
Him, Who, from the lowest depths of sorrow and humility, and 
from the pit of the grave raised Himself, and ascended on the 
clouds to the right hand of God. 

These Palms of Victory, now strewn in His triumphal entry 

to Jerusalem, prefigured the conquest He would achieye over 
death, by dying and triumphing over the Devil, the Prince of 
Death, by the trophy of the Cross (Awg.), and of that glorious 
march of Triumph, by which He would mount upon the clouds, 
into the heavenly Jernsalem.—They prefigured that Victory by 
which the Saints also are enabled to overcome, and to stand with 
palms in their hands, and sing hallelujahs to the Lamb. (Rev. 
vii. 9,10.) S. Cyril, Bishop of Jerusalem in the fourth century, 
speaks of the Palm-tree, from which these branches were stripped, 
as still existing in his day. See the interesting topographical 
passage, Cateches. x. pp. 246, 247. 
— ‘Qoavvd| Hosanna, a word of prayer and worship, “ Save 
us.” See on Matt. xxi. 9. They are inspired to recognize 
Christ as greater than a prophet; Christ is God; for salvation is 
from God alone. (Chrys., Aug., Theoph.) 

14. Eipay 6 *Inoods dvdpiov] Jesus having gotten a young ass. 

cdpety is the Hebrew xx (matsa), to procure; and means, 
having sent in quest of and found. See i. 42. 46, and ix. 35. 

The young ass was one on which no one had ever sat, and 
was emblematic of the Gentile world, which had never been 
broken in, and was about to submit to Christ. (Aug., Chrys.) 
See below on v. 20. Matt. xxi. 7. Mark xi. 2. 
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= yeypaupevov] written. St. John does not often quote the 
Hebrew Scriptures, and gives the substance rather than the letter. 
See vv. 38—40. 

15. 6 Bacireds cov epxetar] thy King cometh, not like most of 
thy kings, proud and cruel, but meek; and not leading an army, 
and riding on a war-horse, but on the colt. of an ass. 

16. Tatra ove éyvwoay of pabnral] These things understood 
not His disciples at the first. Observe the modesty of the Evan- 
gelist. He is not ashamed to confess their former ignorance. 
(Chrys.) An evidence of truth. Compare Matt. xvi. 9. Mark 
viii. 17. John ii. 17. 22; viii. 28; xiii. 7; xvi. 12, 13 (Burgon.), 
passages which show that many things were done and said by our 
Lord to the Apostles, which they could not understand at the 
time. f 

This confirms the principle, which is ever to be borne in 
mind in reading the Gospels, that much of His teaching was an- 
ticipatory and prophetical, and is to be interpreted by the light 
of what He afterwards did or said. See particularly the doctrine 
in the Third and Sixth Chapters of this Gospel. Here also is an 
evidence of their Inspiration. If the Holy Ghost had not been 
given to lead them into all truth, and to bring to their remem- 
brance what Christ had spoken to them (John xiv. 26), they would 
never have been enabled, nor would have attempted, to record 
long discourses on abstruse matters; discourses which, when de- 
livered, they themselves, as St. John here candidiy confesses, did 
not understand. 

17%. "Euapripe: oby—ir1] The multitude, therefore, that was now 
with Him, was bearing witness that He raised Lazarus from the 
dead. Some MSS., e.g. A, B, E**, G, H, M, Q, S, U, X, A, have 
dre. But the sense is, that by this triumphal manifestation the 
people bare witness ‘iat He raised Lazarus from the dead. Their 
hosannas were a public proof of the Miracle. See v.18. And 
here is an answer to modern cayils against that Miracle, on the 
plea that it is not mentioned by the other Evangelists. (Cp. on 
xi. 1.) These hosannas are mentioned by them. And these 
Hosannas of the Multitude are Echoes of the Voice of Christ,— 
« Lazarus, come forth.” This reflection on the fact is quite in 
the manner of St. John’s Gospel. See above, Introduction, p. 268. 

19. 6 ndcpos—amn7nrbey] the world is gone away after Him. 
These words of the Pharisees are very like what they afterwards 
spake to St. James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, at the Passover of 
A.D. 62, just before they killed him, 6 Aads mAavara dmricw 
"Inood Tov otavpwOévros. And it is remarkable, that the people 
then also, as now (v. 13), cried acavva 7H viG AaBld. See the 
interesting narrative of Hegesippus preserved by Eusebius ii. 23, 
and note above on Luke xxiii. 34, whence it is evident that St. 
James, at his martyrdom, had a lively remembrance of our Lord’s 
words and actions at His death at the Passover about thirty years 
before. 

20. Hoa dé twes “EAAnves] Gentile proselytes; like the 
Eunuch in the Acts of the Apostles (Acts viii. 27. Cp. Acts xiii. 
43), who came up to Jerusalem to worship. ‘‘Commodeé ergo et 
h. 1, Proselyti simpliciter dici potuerunt “EAAnves.” (Kuin.) 

Observe that the young ass, brought to Him by two disciples, 
typified the Gentile world coming to Christ. See on Matt. xxi. 


Sruit. 


2—7. Mark xi. 2—7. And now in the next verses (20, 21) we 
see Gentiles, brought by two disciples, and coming to Him. Thus 
the type is explained by the Antitype. Thus, when our Lord had 
withered the leafy Fig-tree, He went up to Jerusalem and the 
Temple, typified by the Fig-tree. (See Matt. xxi. 19, 20. Mark 
xi. 13—20.) 

The Jews seek to kill Jesus, and the Greeks seek to see Him. 
But the Apostles who laid their garments on the colt and who 
bring these Greeks to Jesus—are Jews. Now, therefore, the two 
walls—that is, the wall of the Circumcision and that of the Un- 
circumcision—are coming together in the one Corner-stone, Christ 
Jesus, and Jew and Greek are meeting together in the one faith of 
Christ, with a kiss of peace. 

Ql. mpoo7jA0ov biAlwmw] These Greeks come to Philip, and 
he to Andrew, and they toyether came to Jesus (one would not 
come alone), a proof of reverence and awe for Jesus, after the 
stupendous miracle He had just wrought. 

— ths TadtAalas] Galilee of the Gentiles, and therefore a 
very fit person to bring them to Christ. 

— Oédouev] we desire. See above, vi. 21. 

23. eAnarvdey 7 Spal the hour is come. Before, He had 
charged His Apostles, “‘ Go ye no¢ into the way of the Gentiles.”’ 
(Matt. x. 5. Cp. also Matt. xv. 24.) But now the case is altered, 
and He was about soon to give a general commission to His 
Apostles. ‘‘ Go and teach all nations.” (Matt. xxviii. 19.) He 
foresaw that many of the Gentiles would believe after His Passion 
and Resurrection; and on this occasion of the Greeks wishing to 
see Him, He beheld the firstfruits of the harvest of the Gentiles, 
and He speaks of Himself as of a grain sown in the earth, and 
ripening into a spiritual Harvest of believers, who were to spring 
up from Him after His death, burial, and resurrection. 

24. édyv wh 6 Kdckos| unless the grain of wheat fall into the 
earth and die, it abideth alone, but if it die, it heareth much 
He compares Himself to a grain of corn, which would be 
buried by the unbelief of the Jews, but would fructify in the faith 
of the Gentiles. (Aug., Chrys.) As much as to say: The Jews 
desire to kill Me; but the Gentiles desire to see Me. My hour 
is come. I will comply with the desire of the Jews, that I may 
comply with that of the Gentiles. I will die, that they may live. 
My death will be their birth. As when a grain of corn is sown 
and dies in the earth it bears much fruit, so My death will yield an 
abundant harvest. If this is true of a grain of corn, how much 
more so of Me, Whose death is the cause of life ! 

When I have died and have raised Myself from the dead, 
then will My power be much more manifest, and the world will 
believe in Me as God. 

Tn another sense, also, Christ’s death is the cause of life. He 
dies and rises from the dead, and becomes the “ firstfruits of 
them that slept. For as in Adam all die, even so in Christ all 
shall be made alive ;’’ and therefore, from this saying of our 
Lord St. Paul derives His argument on the Resurrection. 1 Cor. 
xv. 36. 

25. ‘O pray thy Wuxnv adtod] He that loveth his life shall 
lose it. See Matt, x. 39; xvi. 25. Luke ix. 24; xvii. 33. As 
much as to say, As I give My life for you, so you must be ready 
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to die for Me; and as I bear fruit by dying, so will you. Love 
not thy life in Time, lest thou lose it in Eternity. (Cp. Aug.) 

— 6 miody thy Wuxhy abtod] he who hateth his life in this 
world shall guard it unto life eternal. He who does not give 
way to the temptations of sinful lusts, but crucifies his appetites, 
when they rebel against God, shall live for evermore. (Chrys.) 

26. édy uot tis Siaxovp] If a man is a minister (Sidiovos, 
servant) to Me, let him follow Me. If a man seeks not his own 
things, but Mine, and walks in My ways and not in his own, and 
does all his good works, not for his own glory but for Mine, let 
him be ready to die, as I am, and his reward shall be to be where 
I am, that is, in heaven. Therefore let us not love our lives, nor 
the things of earth, but of heaven. Thither let us ascend in heart 
and mind, and dwell with Christ. (Theoph., Aug., Chrys.) 

— Srov civd eyd, exe? kal 6 Sidkovos 6 euds] where I am, 
there shall My minister be. These words were remarkably ful- 
filled in St. Stephen, one of the first Sidkovor, or deacons, and the 
first martyr. He followed Christ ; he imitated Christ in a signal 
manner in his death ; and doubtless will be ever with Christ. See 
below on Acts vii. 59, 60. 

27. 7 Wuxh pov tetdpaxta:] My soul is troubled. In these 
and the following words we see proofs of His Humanity. Our 
Lord was liable to human infirmities, and as Man He clung to life. 
Christ’s body was free from sin ; but if His body had been exempt 
from the necessities of Humanity, it would not have been body. 
There was nothing sinful in this, any more than there is in hunger 
or in sleep; but He controls and corrects this human longing for 
life, and says, ‘‘ For this cause came I to this hour,’’—that is, to 
the hour of death, for the redemption of the world. Thus He 
teaches, that we must not endeavour to fly from troubie or from 
death for the truth’s sake; and by saying, ‘ Glorify Thy name,”’ He 
teaches us that the cross is the road to glory. See above, xi. 33; 
below, xiii. 21; and Matt, xxvi. 41. 

29. Bpovrny] thunder. An evidence of St. John’s veracity, 
not concealing the doubts of the people. If the Evangelists had 
wished to deceive, they. might perhaps have related that thunder 
was a voice from heaven to Christ, but they would never have 
related that any one said, that a voice to Christ was thunder. 

80, 31. Nov Kplows éori Tod Kédcuov TovTov' viv 6 &pxwy T. 
kéomou T. exBAnshoetat] Now is the season of judgment, by which 
men will be tried, tested, sifted. One man will be discerned 
from another, as the chaff from the wheat by winnowing. 

The Prince of this world is the Prince of the evil who dwell 
in the world ; not that he is the Lord of the world. 

Formerly, the Devil possessed the human race, and reigned 
in the hearts of the unbelieving, and beguiled them to forsake the 
Creator, and worship the creature, and held them captive in his 
chains. But now, by faith in Christ, and by the efficacy of His 
blood, and by the virtue of His Resurrection and Ascension, mul- 
titudes have been delivered from the Devil by Christ, Who has 
bound the strong man and spoiled him of his goods. (Mark iii. 
27.) 

We are not to suppose, that the Devil is as yet finally van- 
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quished, or that he does not continue to tempt men, now that he 
is cast out. No: he never ceases to tempt us; but it is one thing 
for him to reign within us, and another to assail us from without. 
And now, if we follow the Apostle’s advice, he cannot hurt us 
(1 Thess. v. 8); and if he does hurt us, we have One at hand to 
heal us (1 John ii. 1, 2). The Devil has been cast out from us ; 
let us not give place to him; let us not call him back to dwell 
within us. (Theoph., Aug.) 

82. édy tywd]) if I be lifted up from the earth. A prophecy 
to be interpreted by the event (cp. iii. 14) ; compare the prophecy 
concerning St. Peter, xxi. 18. 

— mavras édAxtow] T will draw all to Myself. He had said 
before, that none can come to Him, but whom the Father draws. 
(John vi. 44.) When the Father draws, the Son draws. By the 
word ‘ drawing,’ He intimates that we are by nature bound and 
held in chains by a tyrant, and that we cannot escape from the 
Devil’s bondage and approach Christ, of ourselves. (Chrys.) 

34. jKovoapey ex Tov vouov] we heard out of the Law, that 
Christ abideth for ever. And yet they had the Prophet Isaiah 
predicting the death of the Messiah (lili. 7). Christ shows them 
that He would both suffer, and abide for ever (Chrys.) ; as the light 
of the sun is withdrawn, and then rises again. 

It is no wonder, that the Jews were not able to believe, 
because in their pride they desired to establish their own righte- 
ousness, and would not submit themselves to God’s righteousness. 
(Rom. x. 3.) When we read, therefore, that they ‘‘ could not 
believe,’’ let us understand that they would not believe. (Aug.) 

Some are elated to presumption by too much confidence in 
their own will; and others are cast down into recklessness by too 
much diffidence. The former say, “‘Why do we pray to be de- 
livered from temptation, which is in our own power?’’ Others 
say, ‘‘ Why do we endeavour to live well, which is only in God’s 
power?” O Lord, Our Father, which art in heaven, do not 
Thou lead us into either of these two temptations, but “ deliver us 
from the Evil one.’’ On the one hand, if we are self-confident 
with Peter, let us listen to the Lord’s words,—‘“ I have prayed for 
thee, Peter, that thy faith fail not’? (Luke xxii. 32), lest we 
imagine that our faith is so much dependent on our own free-will 
as not to need divine grace. On the other hand, if we doubt and 
despond, let us hear the Evangelist St. John saying,— “ He gave 
them power to become the sons of God” (John i. 12), lest we 
imagine that it is not at all in our own power to believe. In both 
respects let us acknowledge God’s goodness (i. e. both for our own 
power and for His grace). Let us bless Him that He gives us 
power, and let us pray to Him lest our weakness fail; and in all 
things, ‘‘he that glorieth, let him not glory in himself, but in the 
Lord.” (2 Cor. x..17.) 

85. 7d pds we? busy] For ped Sudv, some MSS. (B, D, K, L, 
M, N, X, and several Cursives and Versions) have év duiy, which 
may perhaps be the right reading, and then the éy is equivalent to 


in the midst of you, or in your presence. See xv. 24. 1 Cor. 
vi. 2. 
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— éws] A, B, D, K, L, X, have as here, and so A, B, D, | not once in St. Luke. But in St. John He is said kpdia: ev ro 
L, in v. 36, for ews. iep® twice (vii. 28. 37, and xi. 43); kpavydoat pwvii weyddn at 

87—48. Tocaitta] The Holy Spirit, as it were, sums up the the raising of Lazarus from the dead, and lastly here. This was 
evidence and pronounces judgment in these verses. This is an | His last cry as a Prophet to the world. Cp. Rev. vii. 2 and x. 3. 
appropriate characteristic of the last Gospel. St. John particularly appears to dwell on the word Kpdceo (the 

39. obk HddvavTo mioTedverv] they were not able to believe. It Hebr. mele kara, ‘to ery ;’ see i. 15), and Kpavy7, as expressive 
was not possible for the prophets to utter what was false, but it | of prophetical and evangelical teaching in his Gospel and Book of 
was not, therefore, impossible for them to believe. For God | Revelation. And perhaps the tpla wvorhpia xpavyis (the three 
would not have prophesied as He did, if they had been about to | mysteries of crying) in the Epistle of St. John’s scholar S. Ignatius 
believe. But why could they not believe? Because they were | (ad Hphes. 19), may mean the three great mysteries of Prophecy 
not willing to believe. (Chrys.) Because Almighty God “ gave | and Preaching; viz. as he explains them, the Virginity of Mary, 
them over to a reprobate mind,” and, by a just retribution, | her bearing of the child Jesus, and His Death. These Christian 
punished them with blindness for their sin in closing their eyes | Verities were three great Mysteries of kpavyh, or crying aloud, 
(see v. 40). inasmuch as they were hidden from the world, and could never be 

40. Terdpdrwxey] He hath blinded their eyes. St. John | discovered by hwman reason, and were distinguished from all 
gives a paraphrase of Isa. vi.9. See above, v. 14, and Suren- | other Mysteries which are generally kept secret, or uttered in 


hus. p. 366. private to a few; but these were to be proclaimed aloud to the 
— ta ph wor] that they should not see. Our own sins are | whole World. 

the cause of God’s alienation from us, and of our own consequent — ‘O morevwv] Our Lord speaks to those who believed, but 

suffering. (Isa. lix. 2. Hos. iv. 6.) See above, ix. 3. 39. would not confess Him. See wv. 42, 43. 


41. bre eid Thy Sdéav adrod| when he beheld His glory. The 47. puddin] So A, B, D, K, L, X.—Elz. moreton. 
Evangelist here says that Hsaias (Isa. vi. 1—9) saw the glory of 47, 48. eye od kplvw abroyv—é Adyos dv edddnoa] Iam not 
the Son. St. Paul says (Acts XXvili. 25) that he heard the words | the cause of his destruction, but he himself is the cause, because 
of the Holy Spirit. There is one glory, therefore, of the Holy | he will not hear My word which will judge him at the last day. 
Trinity : and the glory of the Father is the glory of the Son, and (Chrys.) 
is the glory of the Holy Ghost. (Theoph.) The glory of the | 47. j,Gov wa xplvw] Now is the time of mercy; hereafter 
Ever-blessed Trinity appeared to Isaiah, when he heard the | wi)) be the time of judgment. (Aug.) 

Angelic Holy, Holy, Holy (Isa. vi. 3); and the glory of the | 4g. 2, 7 eeydrn Hucpa] in the last day. Therefore the Re- 
Trinity is here called the Glory of Christ, because Christ is God. aetna Universal Ji dgment will be on the same day. 
(Cyril.) ’ ; (Benge/.) 

There is a remarkable resemblance to this passage in the 49. cl etm al Tl AaAHTw] ‘ etrw de sermone drevi et mutuo ; 


Book of Revelation (Rev. iv. 8—11), compared with Rev. v. 12— ‘ ; 
14, where the Glory ascribed to the Holy Trinity, and the Wor- | A277 de copioso ; WY (amar), et 123 (dabhar), apud Hebr.” 


ship paid to the Holy Trinity, is ascribed and paid to Christ ; and (Bengel.) 
is therefore a clear evidence of His Divinity. 
A, B, L, M, X, have 87x here. 
44. %pate] He cried aloud; contrary to His custom. (Matt. 


Cu. XIII. 1. Mpd 5& ris éoprijs tod macxaj The words mpd 
Ths éopris do not mean the day before, for they were spoken on 
xii. 19.) A rebuke. (Cyril.) When Christ is said xpd(ew, or the first day of unleavened bread; but they intimate that this act 
xpavydCew, doubtless there is a special emphasis in what He says. | “4S introductory to the Passover. Cp. v, 29. 

He is said only once in St. Matt. xpdta (xxvii. 50), at His death ; — edhrvdevy} A, B, K, L, M, X, and many Cursive MSS. 
and once, at the same time, in St. Mark xv. 39 (cp. Heb. v. 7); | have Harder. 
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— tva petaBh] that He should pass. The word pascha here used 
signifies passing-by, ‘ transitus,’ wetdBacis. See on Matt. xxvi. 2 ; 
and the Evangelist seems to refer to this meaning, when he says 
that Jesus knew that the time had come, that He should pass to 
the Father. He is our true Passover (1 Cor. v. 7), for Whose 
sake the destroying Angel passes by us, and by whom we pass 
from the kingdom of the Evil one to the Kingdom of God, and 
from this world to a better. Cp. above on x. 40. 

2. Selmvov yevouevov] when supper had begun. Our Lord had 
already reclined (see v..12, dvarecdv méAw), and He rose from 
the couch to do this act (v. 4). The reason of this seems to be, 
that He desired thus to show that the act itself was an extra- 
ordinary one, and not like that of the usual washing before din- 
ner, but had a spiritual sense, that it was symbolical of a spi- 
ritual purification by love. See note, v. JO. 14. 34. The inha- 
bitants of Eastern countries bathed their bodies before they went 
out to dinner ; and when they had come to the house of enter- 
tainment, their fee¢ were cleansed with water from the dust they 
might have contracted in the way thither, and that they might 
not soil the cushions of the couch on which they reclined at meat. 
Cp. Luke vii. 44, and Weistein, p. 929. 

The bodily washing had already taken place before supper 
(cp. Luke vii. 44; xi. 38); the washing which Christ now per- 
formed was of another kind. It had a mystical meaning, and an 
enlarged reference to the well-being of the Church in all places 
and ages. This was specially the character of His actions which 
immediately preceded the Crucifixion, or accompanied it, or fol- 
lowed it during His forty days’ sojourn on earth. They are to be 
explained from the sequel. The clue to their interpretation may 
be found in His own words to St. Peter (v. 7), “‘ What I do, thou 
knowest not now; but thou shalt know hereafter.” 

— Tod AtaBdrov Hin BeBAnkdtos] when the devil had already 
put into the heart of Judas to betray Him. This is introduced 
to show that our Lord deigned to wash the feet of him who was 
about to betray Him, and proves the malice of the traitor when in 
the hands of Satan; such an act of condescension on Christ’s part 
could not moye him from his purpose. (Crys.) He Who sitteth 
above the Cherubim washed the feet of Judas. 

8. cidas 6 *Incods] Observe-cidas repeated. Seev. 1. He 
knew that His hour was come; He knew that the Father had 
given all things into His hands. He was conscious of man’s in- 
gratitude and of His own glory; and yet He did what He did 
now. The Evangelist says this, in a spirit of astonishment at 
Christ’s humility, into Whose hands the Father had given all 
things, the traitor, and all His enemies and persecutors. (Cp. 
Chrys.) 

The traitor was delivered into the hands of Him Whom he 
betrayed ; and it was so ordered, under Christ’s controlling power, 
that from the evil done by the traitor, that good, which he de- 
signed not, was elicited by Christ. Our Lord knew what He 
Himself was doing for His friends, in patiently availing Himself 
of His enemies. The Father had so given all things into His 
hands; even the worst things, for good use of them. 

The Evangelist, being about to describe Christ’s humility, 
first speaks of His exaltation, in order that we may remember 
from what a height of glory and majesty He stooped down to do 
the work of a servant. God gave all things into His hands, and 
yet He washed the feet of His Disciples, even of Judas, whom 
He foreknew as about to betray Him. (Cp. Origen, Aug., Gregor. 
Moral. iii. c. xii.) 

4. éyelperar ex Tod delrvov] He riseth from the supper. Ob- 
serve éyelpera:, present tense. So rlOno1, BddAct, epxerat, 


Aéyer: the whole is described and presented to the eye, with the 
graphic liveliness of a picture. He rises from the supper. By 
the word Setrvov, St. John refers the reader’s mind to the 
Sefmvov, the great Sefmrvov, the de?rvoy Kupiaxdy, the Lord’s 
Supper, just instituted by Christ, and described by the pre- 
ceding Evangelists. The act now described took place soon after 
that Institution. 

— rlOnor re iudria—éavtdy] He layeth aside His upper gar- 
ment (see on Matt. xxvi. 65), and took a Aévriov (linteum), 
towel, and girded Himself. 

He did not wash them before they had reclined, but after ; 
He then rises (Chrys., see on v. 2) and girds himself; that is, 
He appears before them as a servant. Cp. Luke xii. 37; xvii. 8, 
where He says, ‘‘ He shall gird Himself, and will come forth and 
serve them,’’ and “‘ gird thyself, and serve me, till I have eaten. 
Doth he thank that servant ?” 

To wash the feet, was to perform a servile act, especially of 
women. See 1 Sam. xxv. 41, “ Let thine handmaid be a servant 
to wash the feet of thy servants.’ Luke vii. 38. 1 Tim. v. 10. 
Schemoth Rabba, sect. 20, fol. 119, qualis est consuetudo omnis 
terre ? Resp. Quisquis emit servos, ut se lavent, ungant, vestiant, 
gestent, et lucem preferant: vid. Lightfootus et Schoettgenius ad 
h. 1. Suet. Calig. c. 26, nihilo reverentior leniorgue erga se- 
natum: quosdam summis honoribus functos—ad pedes stare 
succinctos linteo passus est. 

Each of these actions was symbolical. The Everlasting 
Worp, being in the form of God, divested Himself of His royal 
robe of heavenly dignity and glory, and ‘‘ made Himself of no 
reputation, and took upon Him the form of a servant” (Phil. ii, 
7); and as He said Himself (Luke xxii. 27), ‘‘I am among you 
as he that serveth.’’ He pours out water to wash His disciples’ 
feet. He was about to pour out His blood to cleanse us from 
sin. He wipes the feet of His Disciples with the towel with 
which He was girded. He refreshes us by the Flesh with which 
He clothed Himself for our sakes. His Passion is our Purifica- 
tion. He commended to us humility by His example. We 
should have been lost for ever through pride, unless God, hum- 
bling Himself, had found us and saved us. (Luke xix. 10.) We 
had been lost, by following the pride of our Deceiver; let us, 
now that we are found, follow the humility of our Saviour. (Cp. 
Aug.) On these incidents see Williams, Holy Week, pp. 392 
— 420. 

5. BddAAew USwp eis Tov vimtipa| He poureth water into the 
bason. He does not employ any one else to do these menial 
works, but performs them all with His own Hand. (Chrys.) He 
alone cleanseth us from all sin. Cp. 1 John i. 7. 

— vintew tos méSas T&v walnt&v| When the feet of the 
Disciples were washed by Christ, then it might be said that what 
was spoken prophetically of the Apostles was fulfilled, ‘‘ How 
beautiful are the feet of them that preach the Gospel of peace!’’ 
(Isa. lii. 7. Rom. x. 15.) (Origen.) : 

6. od pod virrets Tovs rédas;] Dost Thou, the Lord of all, 
wash the feet of me—thy unworthy servant? The pronouns ov 
and wov are emphatic. 

7.°O eye rod ob od« oldas &ptt] What Iam doing, thou 
knowest not now, but thou shalt know hereafter. Our Lord thus 
intimates that there was something mystical in this act. See on 
v. 2. The word virrw is repeated eight times in these first four- 
teen verses. The Evangelist dwells upon it as containing a 
divine truth of great importance. 

8. Ov wi—«is Toy aid@vya] On this phrase, see viii. 51, 52. 

— °Edy ph vilw oe, ove exers mépos wer euod] If I wash 
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(view) thee not, thou hast no part with Me. If I wash not thy | 


feet, i.e. if I cleanse not thy affections, so that thou mayest walk 
aright, thou hast no share in Me and My glory. (Origen.) The 
unholy cannot enter into the mansions above, but only they who 
have their conscience cleansed by love of Christ, and are sancti- 
fied by the Spirit in holy Baptism. (Cyril.) 

10. ‘O AcAovjéevos odk Exet xpelay 7) Tos wddas vivacGar] 
These words cannot be understood of a bodily washing, they 
must be interpreted spiritually ; 

Observe the words AeAoupévos and vibacda:. One total, the 
other partial. He that hath been dathed by the waters of Bap- 
tism, AcAousévos AouTPS Tadryyeveoias (Tit. iii. 5. Eph. v. 26. 
Heb. x. 22), is wholly washed, and needeth not but to wash 
his feet. (Aug.) After he has been bathed, once for all, in the 
laver of regeneration in Baptism, his affections are sullied by in- 
tercourse with the world, and contract dust and mire in his daily 
walk amid the cares and pleasures of life, he must therefore wash 
his feet by repentance, and cleanse his affections; ‘“ for if we say 
that we have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth is not in 
us; but if we confess our sins, He is faithful and just to forgive 
us our sins, and to cleanse us from all unrighteousness”” (1 John 
retin 

He Who is ever making intercession for us (Heb. vii. 25), 
daily washes our feet; and we have daily need of washing our 
Seet,—that is, of directing the paths of our spiritual steps, as we 
confess in the Lord’s Prayer, ‘‘ Forgive us our trespasses ’’ (Matt. 
vi. 12). 

They who have been bathed with the Baptism of Christ, and 
have their feet washed by Him, have a capacity to receive the 
cleansing graces of the Holy Ghost. (Cp. Origen.) 

13. gwvetré pe, 6 SiddoKadros] ye call Me, Master. On this 
use of the nominative, see Luke xix. 29. 1 Sam. ix. 9, roy 
mpophrny exddre. 6 Aads, 6 BAérwv. (Winer, p. 164.) 

14. Ei oty eyo] If I then, your Lord and Master, washed 
your feet, ye also ought to wash one another’s feet. Christ, as 
Lord, washed the feet of His servants; as Master or Teacher, 
He washed the feet of His Disciples, and gave them a lesson in 
both respects. Observe how the Word of God humbled Himself. 
Abraham gave water to the three men (Gen. xviii. 4); Joseph did 
the same to his brethren (Gen. xliii. 24); but neither of them did 
to them what Christ did to His Disciples. (Origen, who quotes 
Matt. xi. 29.) 

Ye ought to wash one another’s feet. This is to be under- 
stood figuratively. (Origen.) Sometimes it is done, literally, 
when Christians receive their brethren in hospitality (1 Tim. v. 10). 
It is done spiritually when we confess our faults to each other 
(James v. 16), and ask forgiveness one of another (Col. iii. 13). 
It is also done by those who are competent to teach others by 
Christian doctrine; they wash their feet, and make them clean by 
leading them from the impure ways of sin into the path of God’s 
commandments. (Cp. Aug., Origen.) 

It has been asked by some,—Are we not bound to imitate 
Christ’s example, and to comply with His precept literally, in 
this particular? And if we are not bound to do so in this case— 
why are we bound to imitate and obey Him in other respects? 
If, after His example and command, we are justified in not wash- 
ing one another’s feet, may we not also decline to imitate and 


obey Him in other respects? Are we not also at liberty to set aside 


His commandment, ‘Take eat, this is My Body; drink ye all of 
this?’’ May we not, in short, abstain from the Holy Communion? 

What is the difference between the two cases? 

The answer is: that the Holy Communion was instituted by 
Christ as the means for conveying what is necessary to all for the 
attainment of a permanent end; that is to say, for the reception 
of spiritual grace, which is requisite for everlasting salvation. 
And it has ever been regarded and observed as such by the Apostles 
of Christ, and by the Universal Church in all time; and there- 
fore the administration and reception of the Holy Communion 
are things of universal and perpetual obligation, even to the end 
of Time. But this is not the case with the washing of feet. We 
do not find, that it was designed to be an instrument of conveying 
present grace for the attainment of future glory: or that it was 
ever regarded and observed as such by the Apostles and Apostolic 
Churches, who were the best Expositors of Christ’s words and 
actions. Jt is therefore not obligatory on Christians, as to the 
letter ; but all persons are ever bound to cherish the spirit which 
is embodied in this act; that is, to demean themselves to one 
another in lowliness and love. Rom. xii. 9, 10. Gal. v. 13, 14. 
22. 1 Pet. v. 5. 1 John iii. 10, 11. 14. 16. 18. 23; iv. 7, 8. 11. 
20, 21. 

On this point see Hooker, H. P. I. xv., and III. x., and III. 
xi, 15—18. 

Whatever was appointed and used by Christ or His Apostles 
(who were inspired by the Holy Ghost), for the attainment of 
necessary ends, that we must hold to be always necessary to be 
observed in the Church, even to the day of doom. 

18. Od rep) rdvrwy bua Aéyw] Tam not speaking of you all. 
For He had said, ‘‘ Ye are clean, but not al/”’ (xiii. 10, 11). Judas 
had been washed by Christ, but was not clean, as it is said, ‘* Let 
him that is filthy be filthy still’’ (Rev. xxii. 11). The Eleven, 
when washed by Jesus, became more clean; but Judas, who was 
unclean, and into whom Satan had entered after the sop (xiii. 2), 
became more unclean. (Origen.) 

— ey oida ods eberctduny] I know whom I chose. Cp. John 
vi. 71. He does not openly upbraid the traitor, but speaks to his 
conscience; in order to show him that He knows his secret 
thoughts, and to deter him from his sin against One who thus 
proves Himself to be God. 

— ta 7 ypaph mwAnpw67] that the Scripture might have its 
full and final accomplishment. See on Matt.i.22. St. Matthew's 
forrnula of quoting the Old Testament is iva or drws mAnpw6h, 
or tére erAnpdédn Td fnOev (“in order that what was spoken 
might be fulfilled”), which he uses fen times (i. 22; ii. 15. 17. 
23; iv. 14; viii, 17; xii. 17; xili. 35; xxi. 4; xxvii. 9), and 
which is never used by St. John, who employs the form ta 7 
ypaph mAnpw67 (in order that what is written might be fulfilled) 
Sour times (xiii. 18; xvii. 12; xix. 24. 36). 

St. Matthew wrote specially for the Jewish Nation, to whom 
the Old Testament was delivered viva voce; St. John wrote for 
those to whom it was a written volume. 

— ‘O tpdywv wer’ euod Thy dprov} Ps.xli.9. St. John gives 
a paraphrase of the text, which is, ‘he that eateth my bread.’ 
See above, xii. 39. This is said in order that we may not be 
irritated by injuries from our friends, when we remember what 
Christ suffered from one who ate of His bread in the Lord’s 
Supper. (Chrys. ibid. and Aug.) It is also corrective of the 
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spirit of ambition and rivalry which showed itself in the Twelve 
at this time, among whom there was a strife who of them should 
be greatest (Luke xxii. 24); and it inculcates humility and love 
as the fittest accompaniments of that holy Feast. 

He says 6 tpdéywv wer’ euod Tov &prov, He that eateth with 
Me the Bread, the Sacramental Bread of the Holy Eucharist. 
(Cp. John vi. 54. 56. 58.) They (says Aug.), whom Christ had 
chosen, ate the Lord, Who is the Bread; Judas ate the Bread of 
the Lord (‘illi manducabant panem Dominum, ille panem Domini, 
contra Dominum’’). They ate Life; he ate Punishment ; for 
the Apostle says (1 Cor. xi. 29), ‘“‘ He that eateth unworthily 
eateth to himself damnation.’ Peter and Judas received of one 
bread. Peter received it unto life; Judas unto death. (Cp. 
2 Cor. ii. 16.) 

Our Lord here refers to the Holy Communion just instituted 
by Himself. S¢. John does not describe the Institution of that 
Sacrament, because it had been already fully described in the 
preceding Gospels. His silence in this particular respect, as in 
many others, is an eloquent testimony to the completeness of 
their accounts. He supposes their Gospels to be familiar to his 
readers; and writes accordingly. At the time when he wrote, 
the Holy Communion had been administered many years. And 
by that administration the history of its Institution was kept alive 
in the minds of all Christians. In all probability, the Kvangelic 
history of its Institution formed part of the Ritual of its celebra- 
tion. Then therefore the time was come, when our Lord’s pro- 
phetical teaching concerning the Holy Hucharist could be fully 
unéerstood. Hence the fitness of the insertion of that teaching 
in the Gospel of St. John, in the sixth chapter (vv. 27—71). 

Our Lord appears to refer here to what He had said before, 
as St. John records in that chapter. Compare v. 18 here with 
what He had said vi. 70, ‘‘ Have I not chosen you twelve, and 
one of you is a devil? He spake concerning Judas Iscariot, 
Simon’s son, who would betray Him, being one of the Twelve.” 
Thus He connects the Institution of the Holy Communion in the 
upper room at Jerusalem, with His prophetic discourse concerning 
it in the Synagogue at Capernaum. See above, p. 302, 303. 

In this most eventful part of the history of our Lord’s 
Ministry, St. John makes his own silence a more emphatic com- 
ment of approval on the narratives of the preceding Evangelists, 
by not recording a single action of our Lord on the Monday, 
Tuesday, or Wednesday of Passion Week. He passes at once 
from the Triumphal Entry on Sunday to the Paschal Meal on 
Thursday Evening. See xii. 12; xiii. 1. . 

20. ‘O AauBdvev] He that receiveth.whom I send, receiveth 
Me. An answer to the secret thoughts of His hearers, perhaps 
of Judas, and of others in all time. If one whom Thou hast 
chosen (v. 18) will betray Thee,—if one who eats Thy Sacra- 
mental bread with Thee will lift up his heel against Thee,—why 
didst Thou choose him? Why (might Judas think) didst Thou 
choose me ? 

Do not suppose that My purpose has been frustrated even in 
his ministry. Whosoever receives My Apostle in My Name,— 
even though he be a traitor,—receiveth Me. Here is an answer 
to the objection derived from Christ’s choice of Judas. Here is a 
consolation to the Church in all ages, when evil men bear rule in 
her communion. See on Matt. x. 4. 

21. erapdx on 7G mveduari] He was troubled in spirit. See on 
John xi. 33. He thought on the ingratitude and treachery of 
Judas and of his consequent doom; and He was now about to reveal 
the Traitor whom He had foreknown in His own mind, but had 
not yet disclosed to His Apostles. He was troubled by feelings 
of pity for him. Human infirmity was troubled in Him by a 
prospect of the violence that awaited Himself, and was now about 


to assail Him. Christ, Who transtigured the body of our humility 
to be like to His glory (Phil. iii. 21), transfigured into Himself the 
affection of our weakness through compassion for us; and when 
by His own will He is troubled, He consoles us who are troubled 
against our will. Away then with the arguments of Philosophers, 
who say that a wise man is not liable to be troubled. Let the 
soul of the Christian be troubled with fear lest others perish, with 
sorrow when others perish, with desire that others may not perish, 
with joy when others are saved from perishing, with fear lest we 
ourselves perish, with sorrow because we are absent from Christ. 
And let us not despair when we are troubled by a prospect of 
death ; for Christ was troubled by it. Thus He cheers infirm 
members in His Body, the Church, by the voluntary example of 
His own infirmity; thus He encourages Christians, if they find 
themselves troubled by the prospect of death, and invites them 
to look to Him, and not to suppose themselves reprobate, if they 
are troubled as He was. (Cp. Aug.) 

22. amopotpevor ep) Tlyos A€yer] being in doubt about whom 
He spake. See Matt. xxvi. 21,22. Mark xiv. 18. Luke xxii. 23. 
They were not conscious of such a sin in themselves or others, but 
they believed the judgment of Christ to be more credible than 
their own thoughts. (Chrys.) 

23. dvaxelwevos cis] there was reclining at meat on Jesus’ 
bosom one of His disciples, whom Jesus loved. This disciple was 
reclining on the bosom of Jesus, as He reclined at the table. See 
Luke xvi. 22. Thus St. John speaks of himself. Cp. xx. 2; 
xxi. 7.20. He Who loved all His Disciples, loved him especially, 
and made him Jean on His bosom at supper; perhaps, in order 
that He might specially commend to us the Gospel which He was 
about to deliver by St. John (Aug.), and which we receive from 
the mouth of him who imbibed wisdom from the lips of Christ. 

St. John does not speak of himself by name, but in the third 
person; so St. Paul of himself (2 Cor. xii. 2). St. John was 
writing for the whole world, and by mentioning his own name he 
might have made his name celebrated in the world ; but he shuns 
the mention of his own name. “ Optabilius est amari ab Jesu, 
quam nomine proprio celebrari.”” (Beng.) 

Tf thou desirest to be loved by Jesus, and to recline on the 
bosom of Jesus, and to know divine mysteries, imitate the inno- 
cence, and meekness, and gentleness, the modesty and simplicity 
of St. John ; and receive those divine words which the Evangelist, 
who leaned on His bosom. at supper, drank in from the mouth of 
Christ. (Cp. Theoph.) 

24, muécba tis dy efn] So Elz. with A, D, EK, F, G, K, M, 
S, U, A, A; but B, C, L, N, X have ka) Adyer ad7T@ ciwé ths eort. 

25. “Emnimecdy] Having leant back upon His breast. So A, 
C**, D, E, F, G, H, M, S, U, A, A. Some MSS. (B, C*, K, 
L, X) have avareodv. John was already reclining év 7G kbATro, 
on the bosom (v. 23), but he now leant back, more closely émt 7d 
o7700s, on His breast, and whispered the question into the ear of 
His Master. 

It appears from this chapter that our Lord Himself and His 
disciples did not.sit nor kneel at the Holy Communion, but reclined ; 

Hence arises the question, On what grounds do Christian 
Churches now require persons to do what our Lord did not do, 
i.e. to kneel at the Lord’s Table? And on what ground do they 
celebrate the Lord’s Supper at a different time of day from that 
on which He celebrated it at its first institution ? 

For a reply to these inquiries, which have led to conflicts in 
the Church in our own land, see Hooker, III. x. xi, and Bp. 
Sanderson, Lectures on Conscience, Lect. iii. § 19, vol. iv. pp. 
55. 278, and vol. ii. 136. 159; iii. 285. 30). 

— ottws] See iv. 6. 


26. Ywulov] the sop—which He held in His hand. wuloy 
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(from wdw, rado, frango) is used by LXX for np (path), ‘ frus- 
tum,’ @ morsel, (Jud. xix. 5. Ruthii. 14.) In the N. T. it is 
only used by St. John here and 27.30. It is now the usual word 
(Yop) in Greece for bread,—as Wap) (6Wdpiov), a word used only 
by St. John in N. T. (vi. 9. 11; xxi. 9, 10. 13), is the common 
word for fish. 

Woploy non tantum de frustulo panis adhibetur (et sic h. 1. 
Vulg. Syrus et Arabs hoc vocabulum intellexerunt), sed et omnis 
generis esculentorum frusta, sive buccellas designat. Schol. Hom. 
Odys. ¢’. 374, Pwpol cdpres, wéAn. In versione Alexandrina Job. 
xxii. 7, Youds respondet Hebr. ond panis. Suidas: Wopuds: 6 
tpros. Etiam verbum Youl(ew quo Alexandrini interpretes ex- 
presserunt Hebraicum >3y77 Num. xi. 4. 18. Deut. viii. 3. 16. 
Prov. xxv. 21, notat omnino: vescendum cibum prebere, nutrire. 
Hesychius: Wopret tpéper. (Kuin.) Cp. 1 Cor. xiii. 3. 

To give a Ywuloy at an Hastern Repast was an ordinary mark 
of friendship, and would not have attracted any attention. It 
was in this case like our Lord’s word to Judas, éraipe (Matt. 
xXvi. 50). 

It has been supposed by some, that as John was doubtless 
next our Lord, on His right hand (vv. 23. 25), so Judas was on 
His Jeft hand. (Cp. Matt. xxv. 33, 34. Luke xxiii. 33.) Cer- 
tainly Judas must have been very near Jesus; for no one could 
have heard the reply. (Matt. xxvi. 25.) 

We are not to suppose that when Judas received the sop 
he received the Body of Christ, says Aug., for Christ had already 
distributed to all the Sacrament of His Body and Blood, and 
among them to Judas, as St. Luke relates (xxii. 19—21). The 
act of giving the sop was one of kindness, Judas, though ad- 
mitted to the same table with Christ, was not deterred from his 
design, although Christ gave him this mark of love, which ought 
to have overwhelmed him with shame, (Aug., Chrys.) 

— “Ioxapiétn] B,C, L, M,N, X, have “Ioxapidrov. 

27. rére ciondrGev €. €. 6 Satavas] At first, Satan did not enter 
in, but only put it into the heart of Judas to betray his Master. 
(John xiii. 2.) But Judas gave place to the Devil (Kph. iv. 27), 
instead of resisting him (James iv. 7). After the sop, Satan 
entered in, and possessed Judas as his own, 

Let us be on our guard against the first suggestions of Satan. 
If he puts evil into our hearts and we resist not, he will enter in 
and dwell there (Origen, who quotes Matt. xxv. 29. Luke x. 6. 
2 Cor. vi. 15. Rev. xxii. 11, on the effect of good things on evil 
men). Hence learn how dangerous it is to receive good things 
ill. (Aug.) 

Observe the contrast, wetd 7d Wwulov, ciao HAVEV 6 Satavas, 
and v. 30, AaBay 7d Pwulov, edOéws €ERAVe. When Satan en- 
tered into him, he went out from the presence of Christ, as Cain 
went.out from the presence of the Lord. Gen. iv. 16. (Burgon.) 

Here also is a proof of St. John’s inspiration. Who could 
reveal to him the successive invisible operations of the Evil One 
on the heart of Judas, except the Holy Spirit, Who seeth all 
things, even the hidden things of darkness? The Holy Spirit 
alone knows the wiles of the Evil Spirit. 


— rotncov tax] do more quickly. ‘Non jubet facere, sed, 
si facere pertendat, maturare. Judas ex hoc radio Omniscientiz 
poterat sentire se nosci.’’ (Bengel.) On the sense of this impe- 
rative see on ii, 19. Our Lord did not command the deed, but 
prophesied,—to Judas evil, to us good; and showed His own 
readiness to suffer. and His eagerness to save. Judas delivered up 
Christ. Christ delivered up Himself. (Gai. ii. 20.) By deliver- 
ing up Christ, Judas sold himself to death; by delivering up Him- 
self, Christ delivered us from death. (Aug.) 

Vor. I. 


28. ovdels Zyvw] no one knew. It appears that John had asked 
the question privately, and none could believe that Judas was 
going out to betray his Master. (Chrys.) 

29. 7d yAwoodnouoy cixev] he kept the purse. See on xii. 6. 
Christ had a Purse, and kept there what was requisite for His 
own needs, and for the Poor. Here is the primitive form of a 
Church Fund; and thence we learn that when Christ commanded 
us not to be careful about to-morrow (Matt. vi. 34), He did not 
forbid us to possess money, but He forbade us to serve God in 
the hope of gaining it, or to forsake righteousness for fear of losing 
it. (Aug., who refers to 1 Tim. v. 16.) See on Acts ii. 44; iv. 
32—35. 

30. e&AGev] he went out. See on v. 27. 

— jv d¢ vbé] it was night. A proof that Judas was present 
at the Holy Communion which followed the Paschal feast, in the 
evening. On St. John’s notice of times and seasons in connexion 
with human actions, and in relation to Christ, see on x.22. Some 
MSS. and Editions connect jy d¢ yvE with what follows; but the 
mention of the time is made more impressive by the termination 
of the sentence at vvé& And the glorification of Christ by the 
going out of the Tempter is also rendered more emphatic by the 
connexion of dre e&AGe with Adye:, and so Aug. 

31. Nv éd0fd4c00n] When Judas goes out, Jesus is glorified ; 
when the Son of Perdition goes out, the Son of Man is glorified. 
Jesus, foreknowing His Disciples, had said, ‘‘ Ye are clean, but 
not all; for He knew who should betray Him’’ (John xiii. 10) ; 
and now that he is gone out, they remain all clean with Him 
Who cleanses them. He foresees that future time of glory, 
when all things that offend shall be taken away from His Church 
(Matt. xiii. 41) ; when all the tares will be gathered up, and the 
Wheat alone will remain ; ‘and the righteous shall shine as the 
sun in the kingdom of their Father” (Matt. xiii. 43). (Aug.) 

He says the Son of Man is glorified ; for the glory of which 
He speaks is not the glory of Christ reigning as God, but the 
glory now to be acquired by Him as Man, and as a reward for 
His sufferings on the Cross (Phil. ii. 8, 9), ‘‘ by which He spoiled 
principalities and powers, and made a show of them openly, tri- 
umphing over them in it”? (Col. ii. 14, 15); and God reconciled 
all things to Himself, ‘“‘ having made peace through the blood of 
the Cross by Christ’”’ (Col. i. 20). (Cp. Origen.) Thus also He 
raises the minds of the Disciples, which had been depressed. by 
sorrow. (Chrys.) 

84. °EvtoAny xawny] A new command. Our Lord having 
told His Apostles that they cannot yet come where He is, and 
cannot follow Him now, but will follow Him afterwards (vv. 
33. 36), now proceeds to point out the way (1 Cor. xii. 31),— 
the more excellent way by which they must follow Him, the way 
of love ; and He therefore says, a new commandment I give unto 
you. 

But how was it new? Was it not commanded in the old 
law, ‘‘ Thou shalt love thy neighbour as thyself ?’” (Lev. xix. 18.) 
Why then is it called a new commandment? Because, He adds, 
as I loved you; this is a new commandment, to love as Christ 
loves us—who were enemies and rebels against Him. And yet 
He died for us. And it is new, because this love renews us, 
makes us new creatures, heirs of the new covenant, and singers 
of a new song. This love renewed the Apostles, and renews Na- 
tions throughout the world, and knits together a New People,— 
namely, the body of the newly-married Spouse of the only-be- 
gotten Son of God; and by reason of this New Commandment 
her members are eager for each other’s welfare ; and if one mem- 
ber suffer, or one rejoice, the others suffer and rejoice with it 
(1 Cor. xii, 26), And they love one another, not as men love 
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men, but as children of God, and brethren and sisters in Christ, 
with the love with which Christ loved us. (Cp. Aug., Chrys.) 

And what did He love in us ?—God; not Whom we had in 
us, but He loved us in order that we might have Him in us. So 
let us love our brother that he may have God in himself. He 
who loves his neighbour with a divine love, as Christ loved us, 
what does he love in him but God? (Aug.) By loving God in 
man our life is hid with Christ in God, and love thus becomes a 
death to the world and a life unto God. ‘O God’ (says Aug. 
Conf. 9), ‘blessed is the man who loves Thee, and his friend in 
Thee, and his enemy for the sake of Thee.’ 

35. "Ey tov’Tw yvdéoovra] Here is the true ‘‘ Note of the 
Church,’”’ Love; Love of God and of Man in God and for God. 
‘“ What would the Apostles say, if they heard men propounding 
almost any other ‘notes of the Church’ than that which was 
given by Christ ?’’ (Grot.) Christ does not say that they shall 
be known to be His Disciples by their power of working miracles, 
but by Love. (Theoph.) 

86. ob divacat] thou canst not follow Me now, but thou shalt 
Jollow Me afterwards. Thou canst not follow Me now, because 
thou reliest now on thine own strength. Now therefore thou art 
weak. But when thou art humbled, and trustest in Me, and not in 
thyself, then thou wilt be strong; then thou wilt be able to 
follow Me. And therefore our Lord said to him afterward, ‘ Follow 
thou Me”’ (xxi. 19. 22). Thou canst not vow be a Peter, for the 
Petra (or Rock) has not yet consolidated thee with His Spirit ; 
but hereafter thou shalt follow Me by dying on the cross, as I 
shall die for thee. See on John xxi. 18, 19. 

— borepov—por] B, C*, L, X have d&koAovdqcess dé boTepar. 

37. thy puxhy pov brép cod Onow] Peter imagined that he 
would lay down his life for Christ; whereas Christ had come to 
lay down His life for all, among whom was Peter. Peter imagined 
that he could precede his Guide. Presumptuous supposition! It 
was necessary that Christ should first lay down His life for the 
salvation of Peter, before Peter could be able to lay down his life 
for the Gospel of Christ. But when Christ had died for Peter, 
and redeemed him by His own Blood, and had risen from the dead, 
then Peter was able to follow Christ, even to the cross. (Aug.) 


Cu. XIV. 1. M) rapacoérOw] This discourse was uttered at 
table after the celebration of the Lord’s Supper. (See v. 3].) 

— murevete cis Thy Ocdy, Ka) els Eve muoreveTe] A proof of 
Christ’s Divinity. The word morevew, followed by eis and an 
accusative, as here, when said of a person in the N. T., is 
never applied to a man, but only to God. See Vorst. de Hebr. 
p- 676. 

If ye believe in God, ye must-also believe in Me; because I 
am God. The prospect of My death makes you fearful. I have 
taken the form of a servant, but I amin the form of God (Phil. 
ii. 6). As God, I will raise Myself, Who am Man. Let not 
therefore your heart be troubled. (Aug.) 

2. woval moAdal] many mansions; poval, mansiones ; for 
there alone we have a continuing city, wévovcay méAw (Heb. 
xiii. 14). 


One of Christ’s Disciples may be more holy, more wise, 
more righteous than another; but none of His Disciples will be 
excluded from that paternal house, where every child of God will 
have a mansion proportioned to the use he has made of the grace 
given him in this life. The term ‘many mansions’ signifies that 
there will be different degrees of felicity in the same eternity, as 
there are stars differing from one another in glory in the same 
sky, ‘So is the Resurrection of the dead” (1 Cor. xv. 41, 42). 
See above on Luke xix. 17. 

So God will be all in all; and since God is Love, the effect of 
Love will be that what each has severally, will be common to all ; 
there wiil be no envy arising from disparity of glory, since the 
unity of love will reign in all. (Aug.) 

— mopevouot Eromdoa Térov Suiv] Christ ropeverat, sets out 
on a journey, to prepare a place for us. Let Him then depart ; 
let Him ascend, and not be visible to the bodily eye ; let Him be 
hidden from it, that thus He may be seen by the eye of faith; 
and being so seen, may be desired; and being desired, may be 
possessed for ever; the desire of our Love is the preparation of 
our house in heaven. (Awg.) 

3. wopev0d] I shall have made My journey, from earth to heaven. 
See xiv. 12. 28; xvi. 7. 

6. "Eyé «ius 7 65ds, kal 7 GANPeLa, Kal H Cwh] ‘ Ego sum Via, 
Veritas, Vita’? From the verb of eaistence, ctu), as used here 
and in other places of St. John’s Gospel, S. Athanasius (p. 329) 
infers the eternal existence of Christ, é€v r@ eiui Td Gtdtov Tov 
viod onuatverat. 

I am the Way, by which you desire to go; the Truth, to 
which you desire to come; the Life, in which you desire to 
remain. 

The Eternal Word, Who being with the Father, is the Truth 
and the Life, became the Way to us by taking our nature. Walk 
therefore in Him Who is Man, that you may come to Him Who 
is God. (Aug. Serm. 141.) He Who is the Way cannot lead us 
astray; He Who is the Truth cannot deceive; He Who is the 
Life cannot desert us in death. (Hilary, de Trin. vii. 9. Chrys.) 
He is the Way—by Doctrine, by Example, by Suffering (Heb. x. 
20), by Prayer. 

You need not inquire for the Way. He Who is the Way has 
come to you. Arise and walk. Walk in the Way. Many run, but 
do not run im the Way. ‘ Melius est claudicare in vid, quam 
currere extra viam ;’ it is better to limp in the Way, than to run 
out of the Way. (Aug. Sem. ibid.) 

He said before, ‘‘ No one can come to Me, except the Father, 
which hath sent Me, draw him”’ (John vi. 44). He now says, 
‘© No one can come to the Father but by Me,’”’ making Himself 
equal with the Father. “ If ye had known Me, ye would have 
known the Father.” They had known Him, but not rightly ; 
but afterwards the Holy Spirit would come and give them true 
knowledge ; and therefore He adds, “ hereafter ye shall know 
Him.” (Chrys.; see also Aug. Serm. 141, 142.) ; 

9. Tocotrov xpdvov wel? Sudv cius] Have I been so long time 
with you, and yel dost thou not know Me, Philip? To walk on 
the waves, to command the winds, to forgive sins, to raise the 
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dead ; these are acts of God, and these acts were done by Christ 
in the presence of His Disciples. He therefore reproves Philip 
because he had seen Him do these mighty works by His own 
authority, and yet did not recognize the Divine nature dwelling in 
Him Who had taken the nature of man. (Hilary, de Trin. vii.) 

Philip saw Christ’s Body, but he did not yet know Him as 
God. Philip thought that he had seen the Son of God, because 
he had seen His body; and he now wished to see the Father ; but 
Christ tells him that he had not yet seen, i.e. known, the Son 
aright; and if he did see Him aright, i.e. as God, he would see 
the Father, Who is consubstantial with the Son. (Chrys.) 

— 6 Ewpands ut Edpane Thy Marépa] he that hath seen Me 
hath seen the Father. Some have perverted these words into an 
occasion of the Sabellian Heresy. (Chrys.) On the ill use made 
of them by the Noetian School at Rome, under Zephyrinus and 
Callistus, see S. Hippolytus, Philosophumena, p. 289, ed. Miller, 
and the present Editor’s notes, p. 261, and cp. 8. Hippol. c. 
Noet. § 7, where he vindicates the true sense of this text. See 
also S. Cyril here. He that hath seen Me, hath seen the Father. 
Not that 1 am both Father and Son (the Error of the Patripas- 
sians, and Noetians, and Sabellians), but because the Son is co- 
equal with the Father. He reproves Philip for desiring to see the 
Father, as if the Father were greater than the Son; and because 
Philip did not know the Son aright, in that he thought that an- 
other Person was greater than the Son. Therefore our Lord said, 
“Dost thou not believe that I am in the Father and the Father in 
Me?” (Aug.) We acknowledge the nature of God subsisting in 
Christ, since God is in God, and there is no other God besides 
Him Who isin God. (Hilary, de Trin. v.) He who sees My divine 
substance, sees the substance of the Father. Whence it is clear that 
Christ is not a creature, for they who see the creature see not 
God. Christ is therefore consubstantial with the Father. (Chrys.) 

10. am euavtod ob AaAG] I speak not from Myself, alone: I 
say nothing contrary to, or independent of, My Father. (Chrys. 
on John xvi. 15.) 

I. 81a TH epya aita moreveré por} believe Me for the very 
works’ sake. Not only for those which I do on earth, when pre- 
sent in My human nature, but for those works, which after My 
Ascension, I shall enable others to do, thus showing My divine 
power, and coequality with the Father. (Chrys., Aug.) 

12. wel(ova Tovtwy movhoe:] He shall do greater works than 
these. Behold the power of the Only-begotten Son. He, when 
absent from Earth in body, can give to others the ability to do 
greater works than He Himself did while He was on earth. And 
by adding, ‘‘ Whatsoever ye shall ask in My Name, I will do,” 
He showed that these other works would be done by His power. 
(Cp. Theoph.) What were these greater works? Such as the 
healing of the sick by the shadow of Peter (Acts v. 15), and by 
handkerchiefs from the body of Paul (Acts xix. 12), and the 
speaking in new tongues, (we do not hear that Christ ever spoke 
in a foreign language,) and the conversion of the world by their 
means. Jesus Christ, in heaven, did all these things by means of 
His Disciples on earth ; He enabled them to do them. He did 
more when He preached by them after His Ascension than He 
had done by speaking in person to those who heard Him on 
earth. (Cp. Auy.) He declares the reason of this in these 
words, ‘‘ because 1 go to the Father.’” These mighty Works 
were due to the gift of the Holy Ghost, which Christ obtained 
for His Church by suffering, and which He received on His 
Ascension and Session at the right hand of the Majesty on High, 
when He had gone to the Father. 

See below, the Introduction to the Acts of the ArosTLEs, 
p- vii—xxxiii, where it is shown that the design of the Holy 
Spirit in that book is to reveal Curtsr glorified in heaven, and 
working by means of His Aposiles, and other Ministers, upon earth. 


This promise of Christ was not only true, as was just said, in 
the Apostolic age after the Ascension, but it is ever true in the 
Church. ‘He that believeth in Me shall do greater works than 
those which I do here.” See the power of Faith! As the 
Apostle says, “ To him that Jelieveth on Him that justifieth the 
ungodly, his Faith is counted for Righteousness’? (Rom. iv. 5),— 
that is, it justifies him; it is the hand which applies the merits of 
Christ for the forgiveness of our own sins, and for our acceptance 
with God. Herein we do the work of Christ, for to believe in 
Christ is the work of Christ. And to be justified is more than to 
be created. This is the work done when the ungodly is justified, 
and his faith is counted to him for righteousness. This work is 
wrought by Christ in him, but not without him, and this is @ 
greater work than even to create heaven and earth. For heaven 
and earth will pass away, but the Justification and Salvation of 
God’s elect abideth for ever. And Christ inspires us with lively 
faith and hope when we pray to Him, by adding, “‘ Because I go 
to the Father ;’’ and, ‘‘ Whatsoever ye ask in My Name, I will 
doit.” (Cp. Aug.) 

This promise of Christ is fulfilled in His Ministers, when by 
the working of the Holy Ghost in the Word and Sacraments they 
raise the dead to life eternal. 

13. év 7G dvduari pov] in My Name. Therefore the Apostles 
said, when working miracles, ‘In the Name of Jesus Christ of 
Nazareth, rise up and walk.” (Actsiii. 6.) He, sitting in heaven, 
wrought all the miracles which were worked by their agency on 
earth ; ‘the Hand of the Lord was with them,” enabling them 
to do what they did. Mark xvi. 19, 20. Acts iv. 30; xi. 21; 
xiii. 11. (Chrys.) 

14. eye movhow) Twill doit. eye is emphatic. Whatscever 
ye ask in My Name, i.e. in submission to My Will; and con- 
ducive to your own salvation and to God’s glory, which are pur- 
posed by My Will, Z will do it. St. Paul asked that the thorn in 
his flesh might be removed (2 Cor. xii. 8), but his prayer was not 
granted, because it was more expedient for him that he shoulda 
have grace to bear it. (Cp. Aug.) 

15, 16.] On this text see the Sermon of Bp. Andrewes, iii. 
145. 

16. &AAov TapdxAntov] another Paraclete. 

The word mapd«Antos, Paraclete, as used in the N. T., re- 
presents two Hebrew words; 

DIN (menachem), ‘a Comforter,’ for which the LXX had 
used mapaxAhtrwp in Job xvi. 2; cf. Zech. i. 13. One of the 
Names of the Messiah was Menahem. See Lightfoot, who refers 
to Luke ii. 25, the consolation of Israel. 

yn (melits), an Interpreter or Mediator, an Advocate 
called in to plead a cause, or a friendly assistant in a judicial suit ; 
for which the Chaldee Paraphrasts use WD (praclit), i. e. 
mapdKAnros. (Job xvi. 20; xxxiii. 23. Cf. Buatorf, Lex. Talm. 
p. 1843.) Hence mapdAnros sometimes signifies, as here, one 
who consoles or comforts, by counsel and aid (see below, xv. 26), 
and sometimes one who mediates or interprets, and presents 
petitions to another, as an Indercessor. The word mapakaAciy is 
used in the LXX and N. T. in the sense of beseech, exhort, com- 
Sort, summon. (Ps. xxii. 5. Matt. viii. 5. Luke vil. 4. Acts xxviii. 
20. 1 Thess. ii. 11; iii. 2. 2 Cor.i.4. 1 Tim. vi. 2. Tit. ii. 15.) 

Christ Himself is called a Paraclete or Advocate by St. 
John. “ We have an Advocate (MapaxAnroyv) with the Father, 
Jesus Christ the Righteous.” (1 John ii. 1.) 

Some have attempted to limit the sense of MapdkAnros in the 
New Testament to ‘ Advocatus,’ or ‘ Adjutor.’ But the word is 
one of large acceptation. And it was probably chosen for that 
reason, as best signifying the manifold gifts and offices of the Holy 
Ghost (1 Cor. xii. 3—I1), as the Sanctifier, Teacher, Comforter, 
Exhorter, Remembrancer, Inspirer, Enlightener, Counsellor, 
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Guide, Helper, and Advocate of the Church. Cp. Bp. Pearson 
on the Creed, Art. viii. pp. 608—616. Barrow, Serm. xxxiv. on 
the Creed, vol. v. pp. 185—189. See Bp. Andrewes, iii. pp. 130. 
174—178, Sermon v. on the sending of the Holy Ghost. 

Here the Paraclete is the Holy Ghost, Whom the Faithful 
confess to be consubstantial with the Father and the Son. By 
calling the Person here promised to be sent ‘ another Paraclete,”’ 
He shows that there is One Person, Who sends, of the Son, and 
another, to be sent, of the Holy Ghost. (Awg.) Hereis a warning 
to the Sabellians, who do not give due honour to the Holy Ghost. 
By the word ‘ another,’ Christ shows the distinction of Persons ; 
by the word ‘ Paraclete,’ He declares the equality of dignity. (Cp. 
Chrys.) 

The Holy Spirit is here represented in opposition to the Evil 
Spirit. The Evil Spirit is AréBoaos, our Calumniator,’Ex6pds, our 
Adversary, enemy, Satan ; our Katfyopos or Accuser. (Job i. 9; 
ii. 4. Zech. iii. 1. Rev. xii. 10.) The Holy Spirit is our Mapé- 
KAnTos; compare on Rom. viii. 26. 

17. d 6 Kdopos od Sbvara AaBety] the world cannot receive 
Him ; because worldly hearts desire what is visible; the world 
does not rise to the love of what is invisible. (Aug.) 

18. Oik adhow buds dppavots] I will not leave you orphans. 
dppayds is used by LXX for Bim (yathom), ‘fatherless.’ (Ps. 
Ixviii. 5, 6.) He calls them réxvia, children (xiii. 33),—a word 
used eight times by St. John. Cp. St. Paul’s language 1 Thess. 
ms Wf 

— &pxoua mpds tuas} Iam coming to you. Do not think that 
I am deserting you. I am even now coming to you in spiritual 

ifts. 
Z 19. “Ez pixpdv} Ina short time I shall be withdrawn from you 
in body; but you will see Me with the eye of faith, and feel My 
presence by that of the Spirit. See Cyri/, and xiii. 33, and 
xvi. 16. 

22. odx 6 Ioxapidtns] not Iscariot, for he had ‘gone out.’ 
Cp. xiii. 30. 

23—31.] For an exposition of these verses see Greg. M., 
Hom. in Ev. xxx. p. 1575. 

28. morhoouev] B, L, X have monoduesa. 

26. brouvnce:| He shall bring to your remembrance all things 
which I spake to you. The Spirit taught them those things which 
Christ did not teach them, because they were not able to bear 
them. (John xvi. 12.) And He brought to their remembrance 
those things which, either through obscurity or slowness of under- 
standing, they were not able to recall. (Theoph.) 

The Writers of the Gospels, who were unlearned and illiterate 
men, were enabled by the Holy Ghost to record with minuteness 


and accuracy the sublime sayings and marvellous acts of Christ. 
Here is the refutation of all objections to their veracity. They 
were inspired by the Spirit of Truth (v.17), Who taught them ad/ 
things, and brought to their remembrance all things that Christ 
had said to them. Therefore objections against the truth and 
inspiration of the Sacred Writers are in fact sins against Christ, 
Who sent the Holy Ghost, and against the Holy Ghost, Who was 
sent to teach them all things, and to lead them into all the 
truth, 

27. Eiphynv adinur tutv] Peace I leave to you. He gives us 
peace in this world, and He will give us His peace in the world to 
come. He Himself is our peace. (Hphes. ii. 14.) The peace of 
Christ is serenity of mind, tranquillity of spirit, the bond and fel- 
lowship of love; and no one can attain to the inheritance of the 
Lord, who does not keep this testament of peace, nor can any one 
have concord with Christ who foments discord among Christians. 
(Aug.) 

— ob Kaas 6 Kdcmos di8wow] not as the world giveth. Men 
who love the world love not Christ, and love not one another in 
Christ ; and when they give peace, it is for their own sake and for 
the world’s sake, not for God’s sake. (Aug.) 

28. Ei nyanaré we, exdpnre tv] If ye loved Me, ye would have 
rejoiced. He was going in that nature which He had as Man; 
but He remained with them as God. In that nature by which He 
is not equal to the Father He was going to the Father, from 
Whom He will come again to judge the quick and the dead. In 
that other nature by which He is equal to the Father, He never 
came away from the Father, but is present with Him every where, 
and entire, co-equal with Him in that Divinity, which no place 
can contain. 

Ye would have rejoiced. Human nature may well rejoice, 
in that it has been taken up to heaven by the Only-begotten 
Word; so that Earth is exalted, and Dust sits incorruptible in 
Christ, at the right hand of the Father. Who does not rejoice, 
that loves Christ, and contemplates his own nature, now made 
immortal in Christ, and hopes that he himself will one day be 
together with Christ ? (Aug.) 

— brt mopevouat] because Iam going. So A, B, D, L, X, and 
many cursive MSS. and Versions. Elz. has ti elroy ropevoucn. 

— 6 Mlartp pu. wel(wv od] My Father is greater than Iam, as 
Man. Christ is speaking of going. which cannot be predicated of 
God. My Father is greater than I am, in that nature which goes 
to Him. But I am egwal to Him in that Nature which is now 
and ever with Him. See on iii. 13, and x. 30, and 1 Cor. xy. 28, 
and S. Cyrii here, and Bp. Bull, Def. Fid. Nic. sect. 4. 

Bp. Pearson (on the Creed, Art. i. p. 62) observes that some 
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of the Ancients interpreted this text of Christ ‘as the Son of 
God,” the Second Person of the Trinity, but still with reference 
not to His Essence, but to His Generation. 

— Tlatnp pov] mov is omitted by A, D, L, X, and some Cur- 
sives and Versions. 

30. epxetar: yap 6 Tod Kécpov wpxwv] for the ruler of the 
world cometh, The devil is not the prince of creation, but of 
sinners. Hence the Apostle speaks of our warfare “‘ against prin- 
cipalities, against powers, against the rulers of the darkness of 
this world, against spiritual wickedness in high places.’”’ Ephes. 
vi. 12. (Aug.) 

— ev euod ov exer ovdév] he hath nothing in Me; because 
Christ had come as God without sin, and the Virgin conceived 
and brought forth His flesh, but without any mortal taint of sin. 
(Aug.) Why then did our Lord die? Death in Him was not the 
penalty of sin, but a gift of mercy to us, that He might free us 
from eternal death. (Aug., Tract. 3.) 

31. *EyelperGe] Rise up. They had been reclining at supper 
till He said these words. (Awy.) They now leave the upper 
room, in which the Lord’s Supper had been instituted, to go to 
Gethsemane. See xv. 1 and Matt. xxvi. 30. Mark xiv. 26. Luke 
xxii. 39. 


Cu. XV. 1. "Eyé cium 7 Guredos | GANOwh] I am the true 

Vine. 
_ The People of God had been compared to a Vine in the Old 
Test. (Ps. lxxx. 8. Isa. v. 1—7. Jer. ii. 21. Ezek. xv. 2; xix. 
10.) But in the New the Son of God is incarnate, and one with 
His People. 

The discourse of our Lord in the last chapter was delivered 
at the table in the chamber of the paschal supper (see-xiv. 31). 
The following seems to have been suggested by the Vineyards and 
Gardens, through which they passed in their way toward the Mount 
of Olives. 

They had also lately partaken of the fruit of the Vine, in 
the Communion of the Blood of the True Vine; and He said that 
He would no more drink of the fruit of the Vine, till He should 
drink it new with them in His Father’s kingdom. (Matt. xxvi. 29.) 
And so this discourse related by St. John falls in with what is 
recorded by the other Evangelists. 

He is the Vine, because He is the Head of the Church, the 
Man Christ Jesus, and we are His members; and the Vine and 
branches are of the same nature; and He is the true Vine, as dis- 
tinguished from that mentioned Isa. v. 4. Jer. ii. 21. (Aug.) 
For other instances of the word GAn@ivds as distinguished from 
what is counterfeit, and as applied to Christ, see i. 9, p@s &An- 
Ody: vi. 32, Uprov GAnOiwdy, and Rev. iii. 7. 14; xix. 11. 

On this discourse see Williams, Holy Week, pp. 490—498. 

— Tarhp pov 6 yewpyds] My Father is the husbandman. We 
tills our hearts with the ploughshare of His Word, and scatters 
the seeds of His precepts there, and sends us the dew and rain of 
the Spirit, that He may reap the fruits of holiness, 

2. wav Kajua ev euol wn pépov Kaprdv] Unless we bear the 
fruit of good works, we cannot be said to be branches of the Vine, 
which is Christ. (Chrys.) The genuine fruits of the true Vine 
are described in Gal. v. 22. 

— xaGalpe:] He pruneth us by afflictions, in order that we 


may put forth shoots and bear more fruit. (Chrys.) Observe the 
connexion of xa@afpe: and kaSapéds. We are purified by being 
pruned. 

8. duets Kabapot éare ia Td Adyov] ye are clean through the 
Word. Why did He not say, ‘‘ Ye are clean by Baptism?” 
Because it is the Word which cleanses in the water. Take away 
the Word, and what is the water? The Word is added to the 
Element, and it becomes a Sacrament. Whence is this power of 
the water, that it touches the body and the heart is cleansed? 
Whence, but because the Word operates, not merely in being 
spoken, but in being believed. This word of faith is of so great 
power in the Church of God, that by means of him (Al. ‘ipsam,’ 
i. e. ‘* Ecclesiam ’’) who believes, and offers an infant for baptism, 
and by means of him who blesses and baptizes the infant, it cleanses 
the infant, although as yet not capable of believing unto repent- 
ance, and of making confession unto salvation. (Aug.) 

4. to kAjua) the branch cannot bear fruit of itself, except it 
abide in the Vine. Behold here the need of grace. This truth is 
set at nought by those, who think that they have not need of God 
for the performance of good works. He who imagines that he 
can bear fruit of himself is not in the Vine; and he who is not in 
the Vine is not in Christ, Who said, ‘‘ Without Me ye can do 
nothing.’ Here isa proof also of the Two Natures of Christ. 
If He were not man, He would not be the Vine, of which we are 
the branches; if He were not God, He could not give grace to the 
branches, so that without Him they can bear no fruit. (Aug.) 

6. éBAnOn—éénpavdn] Observe the past tense in éBAnOn and 
eénpavOn. Whosoever severs himself from Me, is already cast 
out, and withered. He is the cause of his own destruction. 

— ovvdyovow avtd] i.e. the Angel-reapers will gather them 
and cast them into everlasting fire. On this use of the third 
person plural, see on Luke xii. 20. 

— eis Td rip] Elz. omits 7d, which is in A, G, L, M, 8, and 
very many cursive MSS., and is emphatic, ‘ ¢he fire,” which is an 
emblem of that fire which is reserved to the wicked, the zip 
aidviov (Matt. xviii. 8; xxv. 41). 

One of two things remains for every branch; either to be in 
the Vine, or to be in the fire; and if we do not dwell in the Vine, 
we shall be cast into the fire. (Aug.) 

7. edy weivnre ey euol] if ye abide in Me. We abide in Christ, 
when we do what Christ commands, and love what He promises. 
(Aug.) 

ah & éay O€AnTe aithoacbe] ask whatsoever ye will, and it 
shall be done unto you. Some MSS. (E, G, H, K, 8, U, A, A) 
have the future tense here airjoec@e. They who abide in Christ 
can only will what He wills, viz. those things which lead to ever- 
lasting salvation. Here is the use of the Lord’s Prayer; if we 
never decline from the words and spirit of that prayer in our own 
prayers, then whatsoever we ask, it shall be done for us. (Aug.) 

8. yevhoeobe] B, D, L, M, X have yévnode. 

9. Kaas nydanoé we 6 Narhp| As the Father loveth Me, even 
so love I you. The Father also loves us in Christ. (Aug.) If 
the Father loveth us, let us be of good cheer; if the Father is 
thus glorified, let us bring forth much fruit. And in order that 
we may never faint and fall away, He adds, “ Abide ye in My 
love ;”” and how? by keeping My commandments. “Tf ye keep 
My commandments, ye shall abide in My love.” (Chrys.) Let no 
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one therefore deceive himself by saying that he Joves Christ, when 
he does not obey Christ. We love Christ in the exact proportion 
that we keep His commandments. (Aug.) 

He tells us next, v. 12, what His will is that we must do. 
This is My commandment, that ye love one another as I have 
loved you. (Theoph.) And hence it appears, that all the com- 
mandments are rooted in Love. As the different boughs of a tree 
spring from the stem, so the Christian Virtues branch out from 
Love; and the boughs of good works have no verdure, unless they 
abide in the root of Love. (Gregor. Hom. xxvii. in Evang.) 

12. va ayamare aAAHAovs] that ye love one another. And so 
love to God and man are woven into one chain. (Euthym.) 

— Kalas nydrnoa tuas] as I loved you. Hence we may dis- 
cern true love from false; divine love from human. Why did 
Christ love us? In order that we might reign with Him in glory. 
Let us love one another with the same intent, and then we shall 
love one another rightly. (Awg.) To what degree did He love 
us? Even so as to lay down His life for us. And because He 
laid down His life for us, we ought to lay down our own life for 
the brethren (1 John iii. 16). This the Martyrs did, in the fervour 
of their love. With one and the same love let us love God and 
our neighbour; let us love God for Himself, and let us love our- 
selves and our neighbour for God’s sake. (Aug. de Trin. viii. 8.) 

13, va Wuxhy OF] that he should lay down his life. See on 
a6 WL ; 

For a homily on these verses, 12—14, see Greg. Mag. in 
Evang. xxvii. 

15. obxérs Suds A€yw Sovdous] I call you no more servants. 
For He hath given us power to become sons—sons of God (i. 12). 
And yet He will say to the blessed, ‘‘ Well done, good and faith- 
ful servant” (Matt. xxv. 23). And we must call ourselves wn- 
profitable servants (Luke xvii. 10). Thus we must be as it were 
servants, and yet not servants, but sons; servants without serwile 
fear, but with that holy fear which belongs to the servant that 
entereth ‘into the joy of his Lord;’’ and sons of God, in casting 
out that slavish fear which belongs to him who “ abideth not in the 
house for ever’ (John viii. 35); and loving God as our Father. 

16. Ovdx ipets we eerAcEaobe] But Ichose you. pe is emphatic. 
Ye, My disciples, did not choose Me, Your Master. 


He did not choose men who were already good, but He makes 
good those whom He has chosen. We may not say, ‘I did good 
works before I believed, and was therefore chosen.’ What good 
work can there be, before faith? (Rom. xiv. 23.) (Aug.) 

— 6 mt Wy aithonte—dG Syiv] that whatsoever ye ask the 
Father in My Name He may give it you. Yet even St. Paul 
asked, and did not receive what he asked (2 Cor. xii. 9). ‘Imo; 
sed si id quod non expedit petitur, non in nomine Jesu petitur. 
Jesus est Salvator. Paulus non exauditur, quia si liberaretur a 
tentatione, ei non proderat ad salutem.’”’ (Greg. M.) 

20. ei—eérnpnoay] if they kept My saying; which is not the 
case, except in some particular instances, though it ought to have 
been the’ case in all. Do not therefore despond, if your preaching 
is rejected, when you remember what has been the reception of 
Mine. 

— mov] emphatic. 

22. Ei wh 7Aov] If I had not come and preached to them, they 
had not had sin; i.e. the sin of which they are now guilty, in 
rejecting Him Who came, that they might believe in Him and 
be saved by faith in Him. (Aug.) 

— eixov] B, L* have efxocay here and v. 24, and so Lachm., 
Tisch. Cp. Winer (p. 71), who observes that the termination 
-ocay is frequent in the LXX. In the N. T. it is found in MSS. 
of the Alexandrine family. Cp. 2 Thess. iii. 6. 

24. ovdels GAdos] no other person. For they had compared 
the works of Moses to those of Christ. (See vi. 31.) Cp. Matt. 
Ke eon XViel. 

25. Swpedy = DT (chinnam) (Jobi.9. Ps. xxxv. 153 Ixix. 4. 
Wzek. vi. 10), “‘ sine causa.’’ See Vorst. de Hebr. p. 228. 


26. “Oray dé €AOn 6 MapdicAntos] He calls the Holy Ghost by 
the name of Comforter on account of His operations, because He 
frees those with whom He dwells from all perturbations, and im- 
parts to them ineffable joy (see above on xiv. 16); and He is sent 
by the Son, not as an Angel or Prophet or Apostle is sent, but as 
it befits the dignity of the Spirit of God to be sent by the Wisdom 
and Virtue of God; with which Virtue and Wisdom the Spirit of 
God has the same Nature undivided and entire. The Son of God, 
when sent by the Father, is not separated from the Father, but 
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remains in Him, and has the Father in Himself. And the Holy 
Spirit, being sent by the Son, comes forth from the Father, but 
does not migrate to any other place. For as the Father is not 
confined to place, no more is the Holy Spirit ; being incorporeal, 
and transcending the essence of all created beings. And when the 
Son sends the Spirit, the Father sends Him also, since the Spirit 
comes by the same will both of Father and Son. (Didymus, de 
Spiritu Sancto, ii.) 

— 7d THvedua rhs dAnGelas, 6 mapa Tod Tatpdés] the Spirit of 
truth who proceedeth from the Father. Some one may inquire, 
whether the Spirit proceeds also from the Son? The Son is the 
Son of the Father, and the Father is the Father of the Son alone. 
But the Holy Spirit is the Spirit of both Father and Son. Hence 
our Lord says, “It is the Spirit of your Father that speaketh in 
you”’ (Matt. x. 20); and yet the Apostle says (Gal. iv. 6), ‘‘God 
hath sent forth the Spirit of His Son into your hearts.’”” And if 
the Spirit did not proceed from the Son, Christ would not have 
breathed on His Apostles and said, ‘‘ Receive ye the Holy Ghost” 
(John xx. 22). Why then did He say, ‘‘ The Spirit of Truth that 
proceedeth from the Father?’ Because He ascribes what is His 
own to the Father, from Whom He, the Son, Himself is; as when 
He says, “‘ My doctrine is not Mine, but His that sent Me” (John 
vil. 16). (Aug. See also Origen, in Joan. tom. ii. 6.) 

The Son is of the Father alone; but the Holy Spirit zs of 

the Father and the Son. (See Matt. x. 20. Gal. iv. 6. Rom. 
viii. 9. 11.) And there are many other passages of Scripture 
which evidently show that the Person in the Holy Trinity, Who is 
called the Holy Spirit, is the Spirit of the Father and the Son. 
Aug. 
: a the Procession of the Holy Spirit, see Bp. Andrewes, 
Works, iii. 262. 284; Ninth and Tenth Sermons on the Sending 
of the Holy Ghost; and By. Pearson on the Creed, Art. viii. pp. 
489—492, and Notes; and below, xvi 13. Some fresh testimo- 
nies from S. Cyril—to the Procession of the Spirit from the Son 
—may be seen in Mr. Payne Smith’s edition of 8. Cyril on St. 
Luke, p. 59. 

27. tuets 5 waptupetre} and ye also are witnesses. See the 
proof of the truth of Christ’s prophecy, and of the Comforter’s 
power, in the wonderful change wrought in the character and 
conduct of St. Peter, once so infirm as to deny Christ, and yet, 
after the day of Pentecost, coming forward to preach Christ to 
those who had lately crucified Him (Acts ii. 14). 


Cu. XVI. 1. Wa ph oravdaricbjre] that ye should not be 
offended, or made to stumble by your sufferings for Me (Aug.), 
as He had prophesied they would be (Matt. xxvi. 31). 

2. "Amocvvayayous morhoovaw tuas| They will put you out of 
the synagogues. Thus our Lord prophesied that the Jews would 
not receive Himself preached by the Apostles; and therefore would 
not be true children of Abraham; and thus the natural branches 
would be cut off (Rom. xi. 17. 21) by putting out of the syna- 
gogues those who preached the Gospel of the true Seed of Abraham. 

— dAd’] ‘imo,’ yea. 

— Aarpelay mporpépe] to offer sacrifice. 
xi. 1. 

3. moihoovev] Elz. adds spiv with D and L; but it is not in 
A, B, E, G, H, K, M, 8, U,T, A, A, and many Cursives and 
Versions. 

5. obdels e& tudyv epwrd pe] and none of you asketh Me, 
Whither goest thou? The disciples on hearing what they them- 
selves were to suffer, and that they who killed them would think 
that they did God service, were absorbed with sorrow, and asked 
no such question of Christ. (Chrys.) Before this time they had 
asked, “ Lord, whither goest thou?” (xiii. 36,) and had heard 
from Him that they could not follow Him then. He was now 
going to heaven, to His Father; and they sought to detain Him ; 
and He knew what was in their hearts, and that, not having yet 


See Rom. viii. 36; 


received the spiritual presence of the Comforter, they feared to 
lose His own corporal presence, and were therefore sad: ‘‘ Because 
I have said these things unto you, sorrow hath filled your hearts.” 
But He knew what was best for them, viz. the internal vision 
with which the Holy Spirit would comfort them, and therefore 
He adds, “It is expedient for you that I go away.” 

7. cuupéper buiy va ey drérAOw] it is expedient for you, that 
Igo away: for if I go not away, the Comforter will not come. 
Christ is ever with us in His divinity ; but if He had not departed 
from us corporally, we should always be looking carnally for His 
Body, and should never believe; for Faith is the evidence of things 
not seen, Heb. xi. 1; and so never be justified and beatified by 
that Faith which qualifies us to see Him as God. (Cp. Aug., 
Serm. 143.) It was good for them, that the ‘‘ form of a servant,” 
in which they beheld Christ present with their bodily eyes, should 
be removed from them, because by looking on ¢hat they might 
think that He was only what they saw. I, Who am ‘the Word 
made flesh,” dwell in you; but I would not that you should love 
Me after the flesh, and so be content with only the milk of babes 
(1 Cor. iii. 1). Therefore I remove My Body from you; for if 
after a fleshly manner you cling to My flesh, you will not be capa- 
ble of receiving the Spirit. (Cp. Aug., de Trin. i. 9, and Tract. 
Xciv.) 

Here is a reproof to those who crave a carnal presence in the 
Holy Eucharist. See above on Mark vy. 30, 31, and below, on 
our Lord’s speech to Mary Magdalene (xx. 17). 

He says that the Holy Spirit will not come, unless He Him- 
self departs. Why is this? Could not Christ, remaining on 
earth in His bodily presence, send the Holy Spirit, Who had 
descended on Him at His Baptism, and Who is never separated 
from Christ? Yes; but we cannot receive the Spirit, so long as 
we know Christ only according to the flesh. (2 Cor. v. 16.) But 
when Christ disappears from our bodily sight, then the Spirit will 
come. When Christ had departed corporally, not only the Holy 
Spirit, but the Father and Son also, were present spiritually ; 
for He said, “‘ If a man love Me, be will keep My words, and My 
Father will love him, and we will come unto him, and make our 
abode with him” (John xiv. 23); and “ Lo, I am with you alway, 
even to the end of the world.’”’ (Matt. xxviii. 20.) Thus we are 
taught to believe in, and recognize the presence of, the Holy 
Trinity, in which a distinction of Persons is clearly presented to 
us, while there is no diversity of substance. (Cp. Aug. here, and 
Serm. 143.) 

It was predetermined in the divine counsel, that each of the 
Three Persons of the Holy Trinity should exercise His office 
severally in the salvation of men. The Father sends the Son ; 
the Son redeems them; the Holy Spirit perfects the work of sal- 
vation, by sanctifying those who are redeemed. But this several 
operation of each of the Three Persons would not have been so 
clearly manifested, unless the Son had gone away. (Euthym.) 

Our Lord says, it is ewpedient that He should depart, or the 
Comforter would not come. Is then the Comforter greater than 
Christ? No; but Christ’s acts would not be fully available for 
our salvation, unless the Comforter had come to perfect the work 
of Christ, by doing His own proper office in sanctifying those 
whom Christ has redeemed. Cp. 8. Basil, Queest. 69. (Maldonat.) 

See also Greg. Nazian. p. 566, Orat. xxxi.—an excellent 
treatise on the Divine Personality and office of the Holy Ghost. 

Besides, it was necessary for them to receive the gift of the 
Holy Ghost; and the gift of the Holy Ghost was to be a conse- 
quence of Christ’s Ascension; it was to be the inauguration of 
His Heavenly Coronation and Royal Session in His glorified 
humanity at the right hand of God (Ps. Ixviii. 18. 28. Eph. iv. 8) ; 
and the Descent of the Holy Ghost from heaven was to be the 
proof of His Ascension into heaven. See Bp, Andrewes, Serm. iv. 
on the Sending of the Holy Spirit, vol. iii. p. 163. Dr. Barrow, 
Serm. iii, 481 (on Acts ii. 38), and below, notes on Acts ii. 1. 
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— édy yap eye wh aréAOw] Elz. omits éy#, which is emphatic, 
and found in A, H, G, H, K, M, U,T, A, A, and very many cur- 
sive MSS. and Versions. 

— mopev0] shall havemade My journey from earth to heaven, 
and from you to My Father. See above, xiv. 3. 

8. edéyéer] ‘arguet ;’ He will convict the world, in the judg- 
ment of others, if not convince it in its own. See the use of 
eAéyxw, John viii. 9. 46. 1 Cor. xiv. 24. Eph. v. 13. Jude 15. 
From these passages it appears, that édéyxeuv signifies in the N. T. 
a process of argument, generally public, by which an offender is 
proved to be such, and is “ pricked to the heart,” and ‘“ smitten 
in conscience ’’ (cp. Acts ii. 37), and put to shame and brought to 
repentance by salutary rebuke and reproof, or, although callous in 
himself, yet manifestly proved and convicted as ‘a sinner in the 
eyes of others. 

— éréyier thy Kécpov wep) auaptias] He will convict the 
world for sin, because they believe not in Christ. It is one thing 
to believe Christ, and another to believe in Him. The devils be- 

_ lieve Him (James ii. 19), but not in Him; we believe in Christ 
when we hope in Christ and love Christ. (Aug.) Cp. xiv. 1. 

He will convict the world of sin, and take from the world all 
excuse for its unbelief, when the world sees the gift of the Holy 
Spirit poured forth in answer to prayers addressed to Me (Aug., 
Quest. Nov. et Vet. Test. 89), and when it sees the fruits of 
your righteousness or justification by Faith in Me. See Moderly 
on the Great Forty Days, p. 88. 

He will not only convict the world of sin, in not believing 
the Gospel, but of sinfulness generally ; by showing that it needed 
so great a sacrifice as My death to reconcile it to God, and that all, 
who do not receive Me as their Saviour, are yet in their sins, and 
in danger of perdition. Cp. Cyril. (Maldonat.) 

10. dicatoctyns]| of righteousness, because I am going to the 
Father, and ye see Me no more. He will convict the world of sin 
for its unbelief, and convince it of My Righteousness, when it 
sees Me accepted by the Father, and sending the Holy Ghost. 
And it will convince the world of your righteousness or justifi- 
cation through Me, when you believe in Me no longer present 
with you in Body, after My departure from you to the Father. 
The unbeliever says, ‘‘ How shall we believe in Him Whom we do 
not see?’’ Your belief will be an answer to that question ; and 
so the faith of the believer will be a condemnation of the unbelief 
of the world. ‘ Blessed are they who have not seen, and yet have 
believed.” (John xx. 29. Cp. Aug. here, and Serm. 143.) 

He will convince the world of My righteousness. 1 shall be 
condemned by the world as unrighteous. But My going to the 
Father-and reception into glory, and the outpouring of the Holy 
Ghost by My power, and your miracles wrought in, My Name, 
will prove that the world was guilty in condemning Me;.and that 
I am righteous, and the cause of righteousness to others, and am 
accepted of God as such. (Cp. Chrys.) See on Rom. iv. 25. 

When you no longer continue to behold Me with the bodily 
eye, yet you will continue to behold Me with faith, and thus 
be justified by Me. For He says (xiv. 19), és puxpdy, Kal 6 
Kdomos me ovK ert Ocwpet, Sets BE Oewpetré pe. 

ll. 6 &pxwy Tod Kéopou TovTov KEeKpitat] the ruler of this world 
has been cast out and condemned; and therefore the world, being 
delivered by Me from the power of Satan, has no excuse for unbe- 
lief. (Aug., Serm. 143, 144.) See above, xii. 31. Cp. Rev. xx. 9,10. 

The Rebellion of the Prince of this world and his adherents 
in the world, is also condemned by the obedience of the servants 
of Christ, even weak women and children, who show, by their 
love to Him, and by their courage and endurance in persecution 
and martyrdom, that His grace is sufficient for them, and that 
“His commandments are not grievous.” (1 John v. 3.) The life 
and death of the Saints is a condemnation of Satan and the world, 
and at the Great Day it will judge them. See 1 Cor. vi. 2, 3. 

12. "Eri ToAAG exw Aéyerv jutv] I have yet many things to say 
unto you, but ye cannot bear them now. Some heretics hence seek 
to derive a pretext for their false doctrines; as if their heresies 
were the things which Christ had then to say, and the disciples 
could not bear, and which were afterwards revealed by the Spirit. 
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But how do we know what the things are which Christ had then 
to say, and they could not bear? But some may say,—‘‘ Have 
not spiritual men some things in their doctrine, which they may 
withhold from carnal minds, and unfold to those that are spiritual ?’’- 
Spiritual men may not withhold altogether spiritual things from 
the carnal (Matt. x. 27); for the Catholic Faith is to be preached 
to all. And yet they may not so declare them, that in their 
desire to bring them to the knowledge of persons who cannot 
receive them, they may make them rather’ loathe their discourse, 
by the truth it contains, than teach them the truth by their dis- 
course, But in order that we may grow in knowledge and receive 
the food of Christians, and in proportion as we grow may receive 
it more and more, we must all pray for grace from Him Who gives 
the increase. (See Auy., Tract. 66—68, who quotes 1 Cor. i. 23; 
ii. 6. 1435 iii. 1, 2; xiv. 37. Gal. iv. 9, Phil. iii, 15. Heb. v. 
12—14; vi. 1—12.) 

These ‘many things’’ which the Apostles could not then 
bear, are not to be sought in the oral traditions of Rome, which 
indeed “‘ cannot be borne” by Apostles and Aposfolic men, who 
have the Comforter; but they are to be found in the Acts of the 
Apostles, the Apostolic Epistles, and the Apocalypse,— which, 
together with the Gospels and the Old Testament, constitute “ all 
the truth’’ (v. 13. Cp. Bengel here.) 

Tertullian says (Preescr. Heer. 22), that heretics were ‘‘ wont 
to allege, that the Apostles were not acquainted with add Christian 
doctrine, or that they did not declare it fully to the world; not 
perceiving, that, by these assertions, they exposed Christ Himself 
to obloquy, for having chosen men who were either ill-informed or 
else not honest.’’? And this heretical allegation has been revived 
in recent times by the advocates of the ‘‘ Doctrine of Develop- 
ment.’’ But our blessed Lord says to His Apostles, that the 
“Holy Spirit should ¢each them all things, and guide them into 
all the truth, and bring all things to their remembrance whatever 
He had said unto them.’”’ (John xiv. 26.) 

He also orders them to proclaim to the world what they 
had heard from Him :—‘‘ What I tell you in darkness, that speak 
ye in light; and what ye hear in the ear, that preach ye upon the 
housetops.””? (Matt. x. 27.) ‘Teach ali uations to observe all 
things whatsoever I have commanded you.” (Matt. xxviii. 19.) 
Accordingly, St. John testifies that Christ’s Disciples ‘ have an 
unction from the Holy One, and know all things.”’ (1 John ii. 20.) 
And St. Paul declares that he has kept nothing back from his 
hearers; and has not shunned to declare unto them ‘all the 
counsel of God;” and he intimates that he would not have been 
“pure from their blood,’’—that is, he would have been guilty of 
destroying their souls if he had done so (Acts xx. 20. 26, 27) ; 
and that he “uses great plainness of speech’ (2 Cor. iii. 12); and 
“not being rude in knowledge, has been thoroughly made mani- 
fest among them in all things’ (2 Cor. xi. (}) ; and he warns all 
men against building ‘‘hay and stubble on the only foundation 
which is laid” (1 Cor, ili. 11); and says, that, ‘ though an angel 
from heaven preach unto them any thing beside what he preached 
unto them, and they received from him, let him be accursed,’ 
Gal.i. 8, ed ebayyeAl(nrat, map’ d ednyyeAtodueba, where remark 
the expression rap’ 0, i.e. ‘ besides what,’ &c. These, the words 
of the original, are very observable, and are conclusive against the 
“Doctrine of Development.’’ See notes below on that passage. 

18. éxetvos, 7d Tlvetua] He, the Spirit. Lest by the use of a 
neuter word Hvevua, we should suppose the Spirit to be only a 
quality or thing, He uses the word éetvos here and v. 14, which 
shows Him to be a Person. (See also xiv. 26; xv. 26; xvi. 8.) 

— cis macay Thy GAhOeay] into all the truth; all that truth 
which is opposed to what is false, and is alone ade to save, and is 
necessary to salvation. D, L have ey 7H aAndela maon. 

Here is a divine testimony to the inspiration of Holy Scrip- 
ture. The Apostles and Evangelists delivered to us the Gospel, 
which they first preached by word of mouth; and afterwards com- 
mitted, by God’s will, to the Holy Scriptures. Atter our Lord’s 
Resurrection, they were endued with the power of the Holy Ghost 
from on high, and had perfect knowledge of all things, and went 
forth preaching one and the same Gospel to all. Jreneus, iii. 1. 
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— ob yap Aadhoe ap Eavtod] for He will not speak from 
Himself (see xiv. 10). He will speak nothing contrary to, or 
independently of, Me. His knowledge and Mine are one. 

— Tu epxdueva avaryyeAc? buiv] He will declare to you the 
things that are coming to pass. A proof of the Godhead of the 
Holy Ghost, for no one can reveal the future, but God. (Chrys.) 

14. ’Excivos eué Sotdce:] He shall glorify Me. Glory is fame 
with praise. And yet Christ’s glorification in the world does not 
confer any thing on Christ, but it confers something on the world, 
because the praise of what is good brings a benefit to those who 
give the praise, not to that which receives it. (Aug.) 

15. AapBaver] So B, D, E, G, L, M, S, U, Y, £, A, A.— Elz. 
has AnWera. 

— Kal avayyedc? buty] This Scripture shows the distinction 
of Persons, and the co-equality of the Father, the Son, and the 
Holy Ghost. (Chrys., who dilates on this doctrine here.) 

16. Mixpdy ral ob Oewpe?ré pe] A little while and ye do not 
behold Me present, and again a little while and ye shall see Me 
appearing. Compare vii. 33; xiii. 33; and on xiv. 9. There is a 
difference in the sense of the words @ewpe?re and dWecGe, as used in 
the Gospels; @ewpeiy is to behold a thing present, to contemplate 
it (cp. v.10); drrecOau is to see it, or Him, appearing (Rev. i. 7, 
and cp. Acts xx. 38). 

The primary sense of this sentence therefore appears to be, 

A little time will elapse, and ye no longer continue to see Me 
present (od Gewpeiré we), because I shall die and be buried. And 
again a little time will elapse, and ye shall see Me reappear (deo 
fe), because I shall rise again, and then be visible to you. 

The words, ‘‘ Because I go to the Father,”’ which are not 
found in B, D, L, are omitted by some Editors. But these words 
are quite in harmony with the sense above expressed. For, in 
order that Christ should go to the Father, and be exalted to His 
Right Hand, it was necessary that He should first die, and be 
buried, and rise again. His Passion, and Burial, and Resurrection, 
were necessary preliminaries to His Ascension. See Phil. ii. 8, 9. 

This interpretation (authorized by Cyril, Chrysos., Theodor. 
Moys., Euthym.) does not, however, exhaust the meaning of the 
words,-— addressed, as they appear to be, not only to the Apostles, 
but to all Christians. 

We may also (with Augustine, Bede, Maldonatus, and others) 
see in them a more comprehensive sense, as follows : 

A little while will elapse, and ye will no longer continue to 
see Me; for I shall withdraw from you My bodily presence, by 
departing from you tothe Father. (Cp. v. 10, where He says, “I 
go to the Father, and ye no longer see Me.’’) And again a little 
time will elapse, and ye will see Me reappear, because I go to the 
Father, in whose glory I shall come again. The time between 
the Ascension and the Second Advent is a little while, in com- 
parison with Eternity ; and when that little while is over, ye shall 
see Me again. This is a promise to the Universal Church; and 
when this little while is past, and Christ comes again, and we are 
admitted to the joys of Eternity, we shall feel how little a time it 
has been since His absence from the world. 

20. kradvoere x. 0. Suets] These words also, as well as the 
preceding, appear to have a double sense; first applicable to the 
Apostles personally, and next to the Church Universal, of all place 
and time, to the end. 

First. Ye, My Apostles, shall weep and lament, when ye see 
Me crucified and slain; and My enemies—the Jewish World, and 
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Satan himself the Prince of this world, will exult over Me as con- 
quered,—but I will raise Myself, and ascend in glory; and then 
ye will rejoice with great joy. (Luke xxiv. 52. John xx. 20.) 

Secondly. In a larger sense ;—after My Ascension, even till 
the time of My Second Advent, My Church will be in a state of 
widowhood. She will weep and lament; and the World will per- 
secute her and triumph over her. (See Rey. xi. 10.) But I shall 
reappear in glory, and her sorrow shall be turned into joy (Rev. 
xi. 12); and her light affliction, which is but for a moment, will 
work for her a far more exceeding and eternal weight of glory 
(2 Cor. iv. 17); and she will be for ever with her Lord (1 Thess. 
iv. 17). 

21. ‘H yur) dtay tletn] The woman when she is in travail, 
hath sorrow because her hour is come, but as soon as she is 
delivered of the child, she remembereth no more the anguish. 
Observe 7) yuv}, the woman in her womanhood, and in her peculiar 
sorrow (see Gen. iii. 16). On this use of the article, see on John 
iii. 10. So, da tiv xapay, for the joy; her joy, as a mother. 

This reference to the woman in travail before the birth of 
the Man child, has a near and beautiful connexion with our Lord’s 
Discourse on His own approaching Death and Resurrection ; 

His Resurrection was a Birth; a Birth from Death to Life 
Everlasting ; a Birth which is the source of all other Births, from 
the Death of Sin to newness of life in this world; and from the 
Death of the Grave to a glorious Resurrection and a Blessed Im- 
mortality, in body and soul, in the life to come. The primitive 
Church of God went through the throes of parturition, until the 
day of the Resurrection, when the Second Adam came forth from 
the womb of the grave; and then she no longer remembered her 
sorrow, for joy that a Man,—the Man Christ Jesus,—the first- 
begotten from the dead (Col. i. 18. Rev. i. 18) was born into the 
world. And all Humanity was born into the world with Him, 
for ‘‘as in Adam all die, so in Christ all are made alive.’”’ (1 Cor. 
xv. 22.) He Himself is the ‘Man Who is born into the world,’ 
and by His Resurrection the new man is born. (Cp. Theoph. 
here.) 

See below on Acts ii. 24, and the sublime description in St. 
John’s Apocalypse, describing the Woman in the Wilderness in 
travail, and pained to be delivered (xii. 2), persecuted by the 
Dragon; and bringing forth a man child who is to rule all nations 
with a rod of iron, and is caught up to God and His throne. See the 
note there; and compare the words of S. Jgnatius (the scholar of St. 
John), quoted in note on Acts ii. 24; and the note on Acts xiii. 33. 

In a secondary and wider sense, the Church in this world is 
the Woman in travail; she is in travail with souls for the new- 
birth to grace and glory. (Gal. iv. 19.) She groans in the pangs 
of parturition even till the great Day of Regeneration, the Day of 
the glorious Reappearing of Christ, and the general Resurrection 
and new-birth to Immortality. (Rom. viii. 22.) Then. indeed, 
‘a man will be born into the world.”” Humanity will cast off its 
grave-clothes, and be glorified for ever in Christ. 

The Church may be compared to this woman, because she 
brings forth children to God. Now is her time of travail; but 
when that time is over and her hour is come, then she will rejoice 
at the birth of a faithful progeny to life eternal. She is now in 
travail in looking for Christ, she will then be delivered, when she 
sees Him. (Ang.) 

— 1d maidlov] the child, which has caused her pain. 
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— &9pwros] ‘homo,’ not avyp, ‘vir ;’ and, in a spiritual sense, 
the new man; regenerate humanity. 

23. ov« épwrhaere] Ye shall ask no questions, for gladness 
and fulness of fruition. Ye shall know all things, enjoy all things, 
and have no need of any thing. 

Observe the difference of aireiy and épwray; airety is said 
of a beggar who asks alms: épwrav of any one who asks ques- 
tions, or inquiries; or of an equal who desires something to be 
done by another, Cp. Trench, Syn. xl. 

— ba by airhonte Tov Marépa év TG dvduart Hou] B, C, L, 
X, Y, A, place év tH dvduart mov after Sécer tiv, and ‘this is 
adopted i in some editions. But the language of Scripture (xiv. 13; 
xv. 16; xvi. 26, &c.) and the majority of MSS. is in favour of the 
received text. And it is not any prayer that obtains a favourable 
answer from God, but only prayer in Christ’s Name; and every 
prayer so offered is granted, for it is offered in a spirit of submis- 
sion to His Will. 

They who do not believe rightly concerning Christ do not ask 
in His Name. (Aug.) 

25. dmayyeA@] So A, B, Cx, D, K, L, M, U, X, Y.—Elz. 
has dvaryyeA@. See iv. 25; xvi. 13—15, 

28. adinus roy Kdopov] T leave the world and go to the Father. 
Christ left the world as Man, and has gone to the Father by 
bodily Ascension; but as God, He has not left the world, which 
He governs with His Divine presence; just as when He came 
forth from the Father into the world, He did not leave the Father. 
(Aug.) 

82. va cxopmicOjTe] that ye shall be scattered, not only in 
body, by deserting Me personally, but also in mind, by falling 
away from faith in Me. This was fulfilled when He was appre- 
hended, ‘‘and they all forsook Him and fled.” Matt. xxvi. 56. 
(Aug.) 

83. éxere] So A, B, C, EH, G, H, K, L, M, S, U, X, Y, r, 
A, and many Cursive MSS.—Eiz.. has éfere, but ere seems 
preferable. Tribulation is your portion in this life; it is what 
you have; suffering is your inheritance here, in order that you 
may reign hereafter. 

— vevienka] I have conquered the world. Sce the sublime 
vision in St. John’s Apocalypse, where Christ goes forth ‘ con- 
guering and to conquer,” vi. 2. The Victory of Christ over the 
World, and the Victory of Christians by means of that Victory, 
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are themes specially appropriated to the last Evangelist St. John. 
See 1 John ii. 13, 14; iv. 4; v. 4. Rev. ii. 7. 11. 17. 26; iii. 5 
12: 2); xii. Vs xv. Qs) xvil. 14; xxi 7: 


Cu. XVII. 1. Tatra éadanoey 6 Inoots] He had said that in 
the world they should have tribulation, and He now teaches them 
by His example, that in tribulation they should resort to prayer. 
(Chrys.) 

— Kab érijpe—xa) eire] and He lifted up His eyes to heaven 
and said. He might have prayed in silence; but He would teach 
us by His prayer, how to believe and pray aright. This prayer, 
offered in the hearing of His Disciples, is designed to instruct us 
what our own desires, and thoughts, and actions should be. (Aug., 
Theoph.) 

— éedndvoev 7 dpa] the hour of suffering is come; and yet in 
suffering Christ was glorified, so that the Centurion confessed Him 
to be the Son of God. (Matt. xxvii. 54. Hilary, de Trin. iii.) 
And if He was glorified in His Passion, how much more in His 
Resurrection! (Azg.) 

— tva 5 Vids cov dSokdon cé] in order that Thy Son may 
glorify Thee; not by adding to Thy divine glory, but by making 
it known to all Nations by the Gospel. And as far as Christ’s 
part was concerned, all Nations, to whom it has been offered, have 
received the Gospel ; He has died for all; and has given a commis- 
sion that the Gospel should be preached to all. (Aug. Hilary, 
de Trin. iii. Chrys.) 

2. ewras—dédexas] Thou gavest Him power over all flesh. 
Observe these words expressive of gifts to Christ, frequently re- 
peated in this Prayer (vv. 4.6, 7, 8, 9. 11, 12. 22. 24), comme- 
morating what Christ has received from the Father. ‘Thus this 
Prayer may be regarded as an example of Thanksgiving ; 

But how is Christ said to receive ? 

First, in that He is the Son of God; secondly, in that His 
human nature has the honour of union with Deity, by virtue of 
His Incarnation; thirdly, in that by means thereof, sundry 
eminent graces have flowed, as effects from Deity, into that human 
nature which is coupled with it. On Christ, therefore, there is 
bestowed the gift of Eternal Generation, the gift of Union, and 
the gift of Unction. 

By the gift of Eternal Generation Christ hath received of 
the Father one, and in number the selfsame, substance, which 
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the Father hath of Himself, unreceived from any other. For 
every beginning is a Father unto that which cometh of it; and 
every offspring is a Son unto that out of which it groweth. See- 
ing, therefore, the Father alone is originally that Deity which 
Christ originally is not (for Christ is God, by being of God, Light 
by issuing out of Light), it followeth hereupon, that whatsoever 
Christ hath common unto Him with His heavenly Father, the 
same of necessity must be given Him, but naturally and e¢ernally 
given, not bestowed by way of benevolence and favour, as the 
other gifts both are. And, therefore, where the Fathers give it 
out for a rule, that whatsoever Christ is said in Scripture to have 
received, the same we ought to apply only to the manhood of 
Christ ; their assertion is true of all things which Christ hath re- 
ceived by grace, but to that which He hath received of the Father 
by eternal nativity or birth it reacheth not; 

Touching union of Deity with manhood, it is by grace, be- 
cause there can be no greater grace showed towards man, than 
that God should vouchsafe to unite to man’s nature the person of 
his only-begotten Son. Because ‘‘ the Father loveth the Son”’ 
as man, He hath, by uniting Deity with manhood, “given all 
things into His hands.’”’ It hath pleased the Father that in Him 
‘all fulness should dwell.’’ The “‘ Name” which He hath ‘ above 
all names” is given Him. ‘“ As the Father hath life in Himself,” 
the ‘Son in Himself hath life also”’ by the gift of the Father. 
The gift, whereby God hath made Christ a fountain of life, is that 
‘conjunction of the nature of God with the nature of man” in 
the person of Christ, ‘‘ which gift,”’ saith Christ to the woman of 
Samaria, “if thou didst know, and in that respect understand 
Who it is which asketh water of thee, thou wouldst ask of Him 
that He might give thee living water.”” The union, therefore, of 
the flesh with Deity, is to that flesh a gift of principal grace and 
favour. For by virtue of this grace man is really made God, a 
creature is exalted above the dignity of all creatures, and hath all 
creatures else under it. (Hooker, V. liv.) 


— ékovotay capkds] authority over flesh. So Matt. x. 1, 
eéovolay mvevmdrwv. 
3. a ywdéonwor] that they may know; i.e. acknowledge, 


love, honour, and obey, suitably to the attributes of God and 
Christ, which that knowledge reveals,—yiveoxew is the Hebr. pv 
(yadha), which not only signifies mental knowledge, but also the 
moral and spiritual affections, and acts consequent on it. See 
Buaxtorf in v. 


— by pdvoy &dnOwdy Gedy] the only true God. Not that (as 
the Socinians say) Christ is not God. Christ is praying. He 
first speaks as Man ; and of what is given to Him as such (vv. 1, 2, 
and in v. 6), He then speaks of the Glory, that He Himself had 
with the Father, before the world was ; and says, that all things that 
the Father has are His (v. 10), and that He and the Father are 
one (év, one nature and substance, wv. 11. 22). And He says that 
' the Father is in Him, and He in the Father (v. 21). Our know- 
ledge, therefore, of the Father, as the Only true God, must include 
the knowledge of the Son as in Him, and Co-equal, Co-eternal, and 
Consubstantial with Him ; and it would be incomplete without it ; 
as the knowledge of the Solar Orb includes the knowledge of the 
Light which beams from it. 


The Father, as ny) OcdTHTOs, or fountain of Deity, may in 
Himself be called udvos, only, and in this sense the text was under- 
stood by some in ancient times. See Hooker, quoted on v. 2, and 
Bp. Bull (Def. Fid. Nic. iv. 1), who says, “The ancients did not 
shrink from calling God the Father the One and Only God, as 
being the principle, cause, author, and fountain of the Son. For 
thus the Nicene fathers themselves commence their creed: ‘We 
believe in One God the Father Almighty,’ &c. And thus subjoin, 
‘and in one Lord Jesus Christ, .... God of God.’ And the great 
Athanasius, in his Oration against the Sabellians, not far from 
the beginning, allows that the Father is rightly designated ‘ the 
Only God, because He alone is unbegotten, and alone is the foun- 


tain of Godhead.’ To his testimony I will only add that of 
Hilary, who, in the third book of his work on the Trinity, setting 
forth the passage of the Evangelist John (xvii. 3), where the 
Father is called ‘the Only true God,’ writes as follows: ‘ Due 
honour is rendered by the Son to the Father,’ when He says, 
‘Thee, the Only true God ;’ the Son, however, does not separate 
Himself from the truth of Godhead when He adds, ‘ And Jesus 
Christ whom Thou hast sent.’ The confession of the faithful 
puts no interval [between Them], because in Both is the hope of 
life; nor is true God[head] wanting to Him, Who, when They 
are put together, comes second in order. When, therefore, it is 
said, ‘That they may know Thee, the Only true God, and Jesus 
Christ whom Thou hast sent,’ under this meaning, that is, ‘ that 
of Sender and Sent, the truth and Godhead of the Father and of 
the Son, is not distinguished under any difference of meaning or 
extent, but the faith of [our] religion is instructed unto the con- 
fessing of the Begetter and the Begotten.’ And now to all these 
testimonies I will add this, by way of conclusion; that the doc- 
trine, that in the Trinity there is Only One Beginning without 
Beginning, even the Father, was so fixed, decreed, and established 
in the primitive Church, that in the forty-ninth of what are called 
the Apostolical Canons, he is condemned who shall baptize into 
‘three [Persons] without beginning,’ eis rpe?s dvdpxouvs. On 
which canon Zonaras has made this comment; ‘ For the Church 
has received to worship One without beginning, even the Father, 
because of His being uncaused ; and One Son because of His in- 
effable generation ; and One Comforter, the Holy Ghost, by reason 
of His procession.’ ”” 


Observe, also, our Lord adds the word aAnOivdy, true. This 
shows, that He is not contemplating the Father as distinct in His 
Divine Nature from the Son, but as the true God, distinguished 
from false gods, who have no life, and cannot give it. Thus 
St. Paul says, ‘‘ There is none other God but One” (1 Cor. 
viii. 4). ‘¢ And ye turned from idols to serve the living and true 
God” (1 Thess. i. 9. Cp. Rom. xvi. 27. 1 Tim.i. 17). Thus 
Christ shows, that the distinction He makes between Himself 
and the Father is not in regard to Godhead, but as to Manhood; 
as St. Paul does, when he says, “‘ There is One God and One 
Mediator between God and men, the Man Christ Jesus.’”’ (1 Tim. 
ii.5.) And yet St. Paul calls Christ the blessed and Only Potentate, 
King of Kings, and Lord of Lords. (1 Tim. vi. 15. Cp. Jude 
4, 25, where Christ is called the Only Lord.) This is the sense in 
which the passage is understood by Cyprian, Exhort. ad Martyr. 
Greg. Nazian. Orat. 4. Basil, c. Lunom, lib. v. Chrys. and 
Cyril here, and T’heodoret in Caten. See Maldonat., who well 
says: ‘*These words, the only true God, are to be referred to the 
Father, not however to the exclusion of the Son, but to the ex- 
clusion of idols. The Father is not here contrasted with the Son, 
or with the Holy Ghost, but with idols.” And see Waterland 
(Defence of some Queries, Qu. 2, vol. i. p. 6), and Trench (Syn. 
N. T. § viii.) on the distinction between dAnOivds and aAnOys. 
St. John himself has thus explained the passage by what he says 
at the close of his first Epistle, which is the best comment on it: 
“We know that the Son of God is come, and hath given us un- 
derstanding that we may know Him that is true (rov aAnOiwév) ; 
and we are in Him that is true (r@ aAnOwe), in His Son Jesus 
Christ; this is ihe true God (6 adAn@iwds Ocds) and eternal Life. 
Little children, keep yourselves from idols.’’ 


5. viv ddtacdyv we od, Udrep] now, O Father, glorify Thou Me 
with Thine own self, with the glory which I had with Thee before 
the world was. He prays that His human nature, which He had 
assumed in time, may be received into that Divine Glory, which 
He had with the Father from eternity. (Hilary, de Trin. iii. 
Chrys., Cyril. Cp. Zren. iil. 14.) See on 1 Cor. xv. 24. 


7. @yvwxay] On this Alexandrine form for éyvdxac1, see 
Winer, p. 71. Cp. Rev. xix. 3, efpnxav. 
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9. od rep rod Kdopov épwrh] I pray not for those who live | 
(Aug., 


according to the lusts and vanities of the world. 
Theoph.) 

LU Ole SOMA BC, 0hs G, HKG bi, MoS; ¥,,D,A,A, and 
many Cursives. Elz. ots. The dvoua or Name here specified is 
not the divinity of Christ, but the attributes which He has by 
virtue of His Incarnation. These are said to be given Him by 
the Father. Hence St. Paul says, that ‘‘God has given Him a 
Name above every Name, that at the Name of Jesus every knee 
should bow.”’ Phil. ii. 9, 10. See note there, and on Matt, xxviii. 
18. John iii. 34, 35; v. 27; xiii. 3; xvii. 8. Rev. vi. 2, and 
above on v. 2. 

— dow &v] may be one. See vv. 20—22. 

12. eyaerhpovy] I was keeping them in Thy Name. Observe 
erhpovy and éptaAata here; one the imperfect tense, and sig- 
nifying conservabam,—the other the aorist, and meaning custo- 
divi. 

— ods dédwxds wor] whom Thou hast given Me. It appears 
from this and the following words that Judas was given to the 
Son by the Father, and that therefore he was once in a state of 
salvation; and became a betrayer and murderer (éyévero mpo- 
dé7ns, Luke vi. 16) by his own will. Even after he had betrayed 
Christ, he might have been saved by the merits of the innocent 
blood, which he had betrayed. (Aug. in Ps. lxviii. Leo M., 
Serm. i. 3. 5, de Passione; and Chrys. here.) Our Lord appears 
to have referred to Judas here for the purpose of saying that none 
of His Sheep had been lost by the Shepherd, but by their own 
sin; and even in that there was a proof of His own truth. See 
next note, and on Luke xv. 9. 

On the case of Judas, see Hammond, Letter to Sanderson 
concerning God’s grace and decrees, in Bp. Sanderson’s Works, 
y. p. 324. 

Bs 6 vids Tis amwAclas] the son of perdition; one who is 
moved by the spirit of destruction (ABadday, Rev. ix. 11, ji728, 
rendered by the LXX dmdAeia), and who draws others to de- 
struction, and whose end is destruction. This phrase is a He- 
braism, nyoya (ben-maveth), vids Cavdrov (1 Sam. xxvi. 16. 2 
Sam.xii.5), mm ya (ben mashchith), Isa.i.4, i.e. ‘ filius mortis 
et perditionis, quatenus morte et perditione dignus eague puni- 
endus.’ Cp. Rosenmiiller here, and Matt. xxiii. 15, viby yeévyys, 
and note on viol vuupavos (Matt. ix. 15). 

On the use of the term ‘Son of Perdition,” applied to the 
‘‘Man of Sin” prefigured by Judas, the Traitor Apostle, see 
on 2 Thess. ii. 3. 

— ta i ypadh mAnpwOf] He perished in order that the 
Scripture might be fulfilled. But the Scripture would not have 
been written by God, unless God had foreseen that he would 
perish. And this divine Prescience, though it foreknew and fore- 
told that he would perish, did not in any way cause him to perish. 
Why then was this Scripture written? In order that even his 
perishing might be an evidence of God’s foresight; and so the 
Traitor himself, even in the hands of Satan, and betraying Christ, 
might be a witness of the truth, even by his perishing; and so 
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Judas, ‘the son of Perdition,’ might still, even in his perdition, 
be an Apostle of the Son of God. 

14. ov cioly éx Tod kdcpov] they are not of the world, but 
citizens of heaven. (Chrys.) 

15. rod rovypov] the Evil One. 

17. ‘Aylarov avrobs ev tH dAnOela cov] Make them holy by 
the gift of the Spirit and sound doctrine. Set them apart from 
the world and consecrate them as living sacrifices for Thyself. 
(Chrys., Theoph.) 

The word Gy.os, holy, properly signifies what is set apart 
Jrom profane and common uses, and dedicated to God; and is 
therefore opposed to koiwds, common, or unclean. Hence 7d 
&ytov in the Temple is the Holy Place, and @yia ayiwy the Most 
Holy ; separated from all other places by partitions, and conse- 
crated to God. And ayidé(w means, to set apart as holy to God, 
and is explained by Theodoret (ad Joel iii.) as equivalent to 
&popl(w. Cp. Matt. xxiii. 17.19. Rom. xv. 16. 2 Tim. ii. 2). 
(Schleusner.) ; 

19. bmép abray eyd ayidcw euavtdy] for their sakes I sanctify 
Myself; I set Myself apart from the world, and dedicate Myself 
to Thee. I offer Myself as an oblation, a holy victim to Thee, 
that they also may be sanctified and presented as oblations to 
Thee. Cp. John x. 11. 15.17. Heb. ix. 14. 

IT sanctify or hallow Myself, My Body, as an offering for sin 
(Heb. x. 5), and I sanctify My Body the Church, whose members 
are members of Christ and are sanctified in Him. Heb. ii. 11. 
(Aug.) Cp. on xi. 55. 

Christ, our Great High Priest, Who offers. Himself, is our 
Head, and we are His members. And as He offered Himself, so must 
we, according to the Apostolic saying (Rom. xii. 1): ‘‘ I beseech 
you, brethren, that ye present your bodies a living sacrifice, holy, 
acceptable unto God, which is your reasonable service.’”’ (Chrys., 
Theoph.) 

— ta dou nol airot] This is the order of the words in many 
of the best MSS. and Versions. 

20. épwr& gdvov, GAAG Kal wep) Toy morevdytwy] Elz. has 
motevodytwy. But morevdytwy, the reading of the best MSS., 
is preferable as signifying all believers, present at once to the 
Eye of Christ’s Omniscience. 

21. iva mdvtes Ev Gor] that they all may be one. On the 
Socinian objection drawn from these words, see above on x. 30. 
Our Lord prays that all may be one (‘ unum’) as Thou, O Father, 


| in Me, and I in Thee, are one (‘unum’). The Father is insucha 


manner in the Son, that they are ‘ wwm’ (one substance). We 
may be in them, but we cannot be ‘ unum’ with them, for we are 
not consubstantial with them; inasmuch as the Son with the 
Father is God. The Father and Son are in us, as God is in a 
temple; and we are in them, as a creature is in its Creator. He 
adds, that they may be one (‘ unum’) in us, because our unity in 
Love is due not to ourselves, but to Divine Grace. Aug., Hilary, 
de Trin. vili.; and cp. Athanas. c. Arian. iii. 17, pp. 449—454. 
For a fulfilment of this petition, see Acts iv. 32. 

He prays that we all may be one—“ perfectly joined together 
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in one Will and Mind and Judgment ’’—as He and the Father are 
One. Nothing is such a stumbling-block to those who learn, as 
discord among their Teachers. How will any one be willing to 
listen to those who have not the same mind? Therefore Christ 
prays that they may be one, as He and the Father are One. 
Theoph., Euthym., whose words deserve to be transcribed: 
“Our Lord foresaw that nothing would be so great a hindrance to 
the Preaching of the Gospel, as discord among its. Preachers, 
whether in discrepancy of teaching, or in personal animosity. 
Because, if they are at variance with one another, men will say, 
that they cannot be indeed disciples of Him Who was the Prince 
of Peace, and if they are not His disciples, they are not sent by 
God. ‘But if they are all of one mind, and keep My command- 
ments,’ says Christ, ‘all men will know that they are My disciples 
indeed, and that Thou, O Father, hast sent Me.’’’ Memorable 
words ; deserving to be engraven on the minds of all Missionaries 
and Ministers of Christ, and of all who endeavour to promote the 
Missionary cause at home and abroad. 

In ourselves we cannot be one, on account of our lusts and 
sins, which divide us; and from which we are cleansed through the 
One Mediator, that we may be one with Him. (Awg. de Trin. iii. 9.) 

24. O€drw iva brov cid yd Kaxeivor Gor] I will that they also 
whom Thou hast given Me, be with Me where I am. He had 
said before (iii. 13), ‘‘ No man hath ascended up to heaven but 
He that came down from heaven ;”’ and what He now says is in 
unison with that; for our Lord is the Head of His members, and 
we are made one in Him. He ascends and carries us to that 
place, whence He Himself alone came down. See Eph. ii. 6. Greg. 
Mor. xxvii. 1. 

— GewpGor] may contemplate. 
xvi. 16. 

25. Tdrep Sixae] Righteous Father. When our Lord prays 
that they may be sanctified, He says Mdrep Gye (xvii. 11); He 
now appeals to His Father’s Jusdice, which will be seen in pun- 
ishing the world, which refused to know Him (v. 25), and in 
glorifying those who are sanctified by the offering of Christ 
(v. 10), and who recognize that God has sent Him, and are sanc- 
es 1 His truth, and will therefore be glorified with Him 

v. 24). 


See xii. 45; and on xiv. 19; 


Cu. XVIII. 1. e&7ade] 
suburbs. 

— Tay Kédpwy] Cedron. Its vernacular form is yinqp (Ki- 
dron, 2 Sam. xv. 23. 1 Kings xv. 13. 2 Kings xxiii. 4), from 
root 117 (kadhar), to be black. This brook flows in the valley 
or ravine between the City and the Mount of Olives, toward the 
Dead Sea. Cp. Robinson, Palestine, ii. 32. Wainer, i. p. 655. 

I have not ventured to follow some recent Editors here in 
changing this reading into rod Kedpdév. It may perhaps be the 
right reading; but there is not sufficient evidence to justify its 
adoption. The very great majority of MSS. have trav Kédpwr. 
The other reading, Tov Kedpay, is only found in three uncials, A, 
S, A, and one cursive MS. 

Doubtless Tot Kedpay is etymologically correct; though ac- 
cording to strict etymology, it should be Kidpév. But the Greek 
and Latin inhabitants of Jerusalem may have Grecized and Latin- 
ized the Hebrew Kidron into a form which gave an intelligible 
sense in their own languages; and so the ‘ brook Kidron” may 
have been known to them as the brook ray Kédpwy, of Cedars. 

Thus it might have been accommodated in its name to other 
neighbouring places, such as the Garden of Gethsemane and the 
Mount of Olives. It is observable that the Hebrew brook Kishon 
has also been Grecized in like manner into xemappots tay 


He went out of the City and its 


Kico&y, or brook of Ivy. See Suidas, vy. *IaBiv. (Cp. Bp. 
Middleton.) “ae 

We see this process of modification, for the sake of intelligi- 
bility, operating on the names of places in all languages. Thus 
Madders became first Maleventum, and then Beneventum; which 
no Critic would correct on etymological grounds. Thus the Eu- 
ripus has been Italianized into Negro-ponte. Thus the Hebrew 
name of Jerusalem itself has been Grecized into ‘Iepo-odAvua, 
which no one would expunge on principles of strict etymological 
accuracy from the pages of the New Testament. See the remarks 
of Gregory Nazianz. Orat. xlv. § 10, on the word racxa. 

Besides, we find the very words of the text of the MSS. here, 
xeludppovs Tov Kédpwy, actually used as a translation of the 
Hebrew ‘ brook Kidron’ in the LXX Version of 2 Sam. xv. 23, 
describing David’s sorrowful passage over it: maoa 9 yi} écAae 
govh peydan* kal was 6 Aads mapewopevovTo ev TS XEtmappo 
TaY Kédpwy kal 6 Bactreds dehy Toy XEtmappovy Kedpor. 
Had not St. John this passage in his mind, when he described the 
mournful transit of the Son of David over the same brook ? 

It may indeed be alleged, that almost all the MSS. have been 
altered here by a blunder of the Copyists, who did not understand 
Hebrew, and have introduced a Greek form. But is this: consistent 
with a due regard to the authority of the MSS.? And if we are 
to abandon that authority, and resort for refuge to the individual 
opinions of a discordant criticism, where will be the Text itself? 
Is it not at least as probable, that the four MSS. which have tov 
Kedpav here, may have been altered to suit the Hebrew sense, as 
that the four hundred which have t@v Kédpwy have been altered 
to suit the Greek? The reading rTéy Kédpwy appears also to be 
recommended by the usage of Josephus. He uses the form 
Kedpay (pdparyé kedpavos, Ant. ix. 7.3. Cp. viii. 1.5. B. J. v. 
6. 1); and every Greek reader would suppose that as °EAai@y is 
to be rendered Olivetum, or a place of Olives; so Kedpey is 
Cedretum, a place of Cedars. Cp. itedy, salicetum; podar, 
rosetum ; ivy, violetum; wuptov, myrtetum ; dumedav, vinetum; 
and many others. The word Kédpos, Cedrus, Cedar, may also be 
derived from the Hebrew root signifying dark ; and it is by no 
means improbable that there were Cedars near the brook Kedron. 

On the whole, it seems more consistent with reverence for the 
sacred Text, and with respect for its readers, not to disturb the 
reading of the vast majority of the MSS., than to insert in the 
Text another reading in its place upon very slender authority. 

As was before observed, the name of the brook is probably 
here mentioned by the Evangelist in order to suggest a reference 
to the history of David in his passage ‘ over the brook Kidron’ 
when he fled from his rebellious son (2 Sam. xv. 23). So He, 
Who in His sufferings was prefigured by David, now passes over 
it, being rejected by His own City and People. 

This was the time of His Agony; and now His Passion may 
be said to begin. The descent into this Vale, and the passage over 
this dark Brook, were His path to light and glory. ‘‘ He drank of the 
Brook in the way ; therefore shall He lift up His head ” (Ps. ex. 7.) 

This brook lay at the foot of the Mount of Olives, where He 
had been hailed by prophetic hosannas, and His path had been 
strewn by branches of palm ; from that Mount He was about to 
ascend into heaven, and to hold forth the Olive branch of Peace 
to a reconciled World. Thus the dark boughs of the Cedars of 
the brook, in the Vale of Suffering, which led our Saviour to the 
Hill of Glory, were entwined with Palm branches of Victory, and with 
Olive leaves of Peace. Such was the Path of Christ ; and such is 
the path of all, who would follow Him to glory. 

— bnov iv Kiros] where was a garden. The Garden of Geth- 
semane. (See Matt. xxvi. 36. Mark xiv. 32. Luke xxii. 40.) 
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Our Lord’s Passion began with His Agony in the Garden; and 
He arose from the dead in a Garden. The first Adam fell, and 
we fell with him, in a Garden, in a Gan-Eden, or Garden of De- 
light. And we suffered with the Second Adam in the Garden of 
Agony, the Garden of Gethsemane; and we arose with Him in the 
Garden of Calvary, and by that we are restored to the Paradise of 
God; the Gan-Eden of everlasting joy. 

Our Lord was wont to teach on mountains and in gardens, 
places sequestered from tumults, and congenial to religious medi- 
tation. (Chrys.) 

3. thy oreipay] The band assigned by the Procurator to attend 
the Sanhedrim on the great festivals; part of the garrison of the 
Temple. (Michaelis, Rosenmiiller.) Cp. Luke xxii. 52. 

— pavey ral Aaumddwv] lanterns and torches,— lanternis et 
facibus.’ (Vuly.) Eustathius says that pavo) are made of ‘lighted 
twigs.’ Lobeck, Phryn. p. 60. Aaumds is a torch generally in 
the LXX and N. T. Cp. Trench, Syn. xlvi. 

They came with lanterns and torches, to look for Him (though 
it was full moon), lest He should hide Himself among the trees of 
the Garden. But He comes forth and says ’Eyé «iui, Jam; and 
they fall to the ground. 

Here is a striking contrast between the quest in the Garden 
of Eden for the First Adam, and this search in the Garden of 
Gethsemane for the Second. The first Adam hides himself amongst 
the trees of the Garden (Gen. iii. 8). He trembles before Him 
Who seeks for him. The Second Adam comes forth and says I am. 
And at the sound of His Voice, they who came to take Him, go 
back and fall to the ground. The First Adam inculpates Eve; 
the Second Adam pleads for His disciples. The First Adam is 
overcome by the Tempter, and loses Paradise ; the Second Adam 
overcomes Satan, and restores His spouse, the Church, to Paradise, 
and raises her to Heaven. 

4. étedOdy] having come forth; not out of the garden (see 
v. 26), but He came forward voluntarily from the company of the 
disciples. 

6. amfAOov eis Td blow, Kal recov xapal] they went back- 
ward, and fell to the ground. On the effects of our Lord’s 
aspect and demeanour see note on Mark x. 32. A single word 
from Christ threw them prostrate,—them who were armed and 
exasperated against Him. He did this, when He was about to be 
judged ; how awful therefore will be His power and majesty when 
He comes to judge! He who did this when about to die, what 
will He do when reigning in Glory ? 

In order that no one might say that Christ tempted the Jews 
to commit the sin of taking Him, by delivering Himself into their 
hands, the Gospel records how He did every thing that might 
have deterred them from doing so. (Chrys.) 

10. rdv d00Aoy] ‘the servant.’ So in all the Evangelists. The 
Article does not imply (as some have thought) that the person 
struck was a special officer in command over the rest, but it marks 
Peter’s boldness. He whom he struck was not an ordinary person, 
but he was in the service of the High Priest. It distinguishes the 
person struck, from all who were not servants of the High Priest. 


See this use of the Article above, iii. 10. It is certain that this 
servant was not the only servant of the High Priest that was in 
the Garden (see v. 26) ; and therefore he is not distinguished here 
from other servants, but from those who were not servants of the 
High Priest. So 6 éo@fwy in Mark xiv. 18, and cp. on Acts xviii: 
8, and note on 2 Cor. xii. 12, rod amoardaov. 

— Mdaxos] The names of Peter and Malchus are mentioned 
only by St. John; St. Peter being then dead. Cp. Matt. xxvi. 51. 
Mark xiv. 47. Luke xxii. 50. 

11. 7d worhpiov] the cup. An expression explained by His 
Prayer, recited in the other Gospels,—Matt. xxvi. 39. Mark xiv. 
36. Luke xxii. 42. 

The cup, which His Father gave Him, is that to which the 
Apostle refers (Rom. viii. 32),—‘‘ He spared not His own Son, 
but freely gave Him for us all.’”’” And yet He Who drank the cup, 
gave to Himself the cup; for the same Apostle says, ‘ Christ 
loved us, and hath given Himself for us.’ Eph. v. 2. (Aug.) 

12. @5ycav aitdéy] they bound Him. The binding of our Lord 
is mentioned by St. John alone. They bound Him, Who came to 
loose all from the chains of Satan and of sin (Luke iv. 18), and 
“to bind the strong man in his house ” (Matt. xii. 29). 

18. “Avvay] Annas. St. John omits for the most part what 
had been already narrated by the former Evangelists, and here he 
does not describe the leading of our Lord to Caiaphas (Matt. xxvi. 
57. Mark xiv. 53. Luke xxii. 54), except by the single word 
mp@tov, which intimates that our Lord was led to Annas before 
He was led to Caiaphas, and by saying (v. 24) améoreiscy abroy 
6”Avvas dedeuevoy mpds Kaidpay toy apxuepéa. 

It has been said by some (e. g. by Meyer, and see above on 
Luke xxii. 54) that there is a discrepancy here between St. John 
and the other Evangelists, as if he asserted that the interrogatory 
examination of our Lord, and one of Peter’s denials, took place in 
the house of Annas, whereas they describe it as in that of Caia- 
phas. But cp. John xviii. 18, with Mark xiv. 54. 67. Luke 
xxii. 55, 56. From the mention of the fire, it appears that all the 
Evangelists are speaking of one and the same place; which is de- 
scribed as the palace, or rather, the court-yard of the High Priest, 
by Matt. xxvi. 58, compared with Mark xiv. 53. Luke xxii. 54. 

St. John here calls the place, into which our Lord was brought, 
the court-yard of the High Priest (v. 15), and it is evident that by 
the word ‘High Priest’ he means Caiaphas. See v.24, aréoretrev 
aitoy 6 “Avvas dedeuévoy mpds Kaidpay toy apxiepéa. 

But it may be asked, If the events narrated in wv. 15—18, 
and the conversation recorded by St. John in vv. 19—23, did not 
take place in the house of Annas, why is the leading to Annas 
mentioned at all? The reason seems to be, that St. John designed 
to show that om Lord passed through all the successive stages of 
interrogation that were possible under the circumstances ; and that 
the Jewish Nation, by ai/ its Representatives, made itself re- 
sponsible for His condemnation and crucifixion. 

Annas was an important person, being High Priest de jure, 
and the head of the sacerdotal order. (See on Luke iii. 2.) Our 
Lord is brought dound to him, and Annas does nothing to release 
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Him. On the contrary, he sends Him bound to Caiaphas (v. 24), 
whose murderous counsel and intentions he must have known; 
and therefore St. John refers to them here (v. 14; cp. xi. 49). 
And thus Annas, the High Priest de jure, adopts the policy of the 
High Priest de facto, and makes himself also responsible for it. 
This was a sufficient reason for the mention of the leading to 
Annas first. Cp. notes on Luke iii. 2 and Acts iv. 6. 

The next stage of interrogation was before Caiaphas, de- 
scribed here by St. John, and by him only (wv. 19—23). This 
took place before daybreak, and before the Sanhedrim had been 
assembled in the palace of the High Priest. 

As soon as it was day, the Sanhedrim came together at the 
High Priest’s house (Luke xxii. 66, cp. with John v. 28); and 
then, at that meeting of the Sanhedrim, at which Caiaphas pre- 
sided, our Lord went through the next process of interrogation 
described by the first three Evangelists (Matt. xxvi. 57—68. 
Mark xiv. 53—65. Luke xxii. 67—71) in the High Priest’s 
palace, and not mentioned by St. John, as being already known 
from their Gospels. 

The next stage of proceeding is the arraignment before Pilate, 
mentioned by all the Evangelists ; and with some particulars, sup- 
plementary to those of the former three, by St. John. (Matt. 
xxvii. 1. 2.11—23. Mark xv. ]—15. Luke xxiii. 1—5. John 
xviii. 28—38; xix. 1—16.) 

The next arraignment is before Herod. (Luke xxiii. 6—12.) 

Thus from the narratives of the Evangelists taken together, it 
appears that all the Authorities of Judea and Galilee, Civil and 
Ecclesiastical, Roman and Jewish, Rulers and People, were con- 
cerned in the condemnation of Christ, and were responsible for it. 

It is true that some of the Fathers understand the narrative 
in wv. 13—23 to describe what took place before Annas, and not 
Caiaphas. Thus Augustine; “ Explicat quod in domo Anne de trina 
ejus negatione contigerat.”” But Aug. supposes that Annas and 
Caiaphas were together at the same place, ‘‘in domo Anne, quo 
ad audiendum Jesum ambo convenerant.’’ See also Awg., de 
Consensu Evang. iii. 20. Chrys. says on v. 24, eta inde od rws 
ctplokovTés TL TA€ov, TEuMovoW adToy Sedemevov mpos Kaidpay. 
But he also supposes Caiaphas to have been in the same place with 
Annas. He says of Peter after this, @71 Ocpualverau, and that our 
Lord looked upon him 61a BAduparos aviotds, and that all the 
Evangelists 6uopdvws rep) avrod avéypayay. And so Theophyl. 
This is clearly stated by Euthymius, who says (on Matt. xxvi. 58, 
p- 545), ‘‘ The three Evangelists say that Peter denied his Master 
thrice in the court-yard of Caiaphas; but John says that it was 
in that of Annas, his father-in-law. There is no discrepancy here ; 
for both had one house and one court-yard, which had in it two 
separate establishments.” 

S. Cyril (p. 1030) adopts the opinion which is expressed in the 
Syriac and Arabic Versions, and in our own,—viz. ameoraAOat 
roy Incovv mapa Tov “Avva mpos Toy Kaidoay, and that the inter- 
rogation in vv. 19 —22 was before Caiaphas. St. John, when he 
wrote his Gospel, knew what had been written by the other Evan- 
gelists in their Gospels. He knew that they had related that St. 
Peter denied his Master three times in the house of the High 
Priest ; and St. John’s narrative is to be construed accordingly. 
In no case does any one of the Four Evangelists speak of the | 
house or court-yard of Caiaphas, or of the house or court-yard of 


Annas; they speak of the house and court-yard of the High 
Priest. The three denials took place in the official residence of 
the High Priest. There is much probability in the opinion above 
expressed by Huthymius, that Annas and Caiaphas dwelt together 
in that official house ; at least, it is very probable that they were 
both together in the sacerdotal palace on that important occasion. 

15. 6 wAAos pwabnths] the other disciple; He does not say 
érepos; but &AAos. He is not different in degree, but second in 
number. Cp. Gal. i. 6. This is one of the modes of speech 
by which St. John,—who seems to avoid the mention of his own 
name in his Gospel, in which it never occurs,—describes himself. 
See v. 16, and xx. 2, 3, 4. 8. In his humility he loves to describe 
himself as a disciple (see here, 15, 16, and xxi. 23, 24), the dis- 
ciple whom Jesus loved (xix. 26, 27; xx. 2; xxi. 7. 20). The 
adjunct 6 &AAos, the other, seems to have been adopted with 
reference to St. Peter. It first occurs in connexion with him here. 
Compare xx. 2, 3, and would be very intelligible to the Chris- 
tian world, from the History of the Acts of the Apostles, where 
he and St. Peter are constant companions; and it is an edifying 
record of their fraternal affection in the discipline of Christ. 

The word wabyris, disciple, is never used in the Epistles to 
designate an apostle, as here. After the Day of Pentecost the 
Disciples had become Teachers. 

— addy] court-yard, atrium, open to the sky, probably 
paved ; hence perhaps the fire kindled in it (v. 18) ; a rectangular 
area, entered from the street by a mpoatAroy, or vestibule (Mark 
xiv. 68), and muAwy, or portal (Matt. xxvi. 71), in which was a 
Ovpa, or wicket (v. 16). 

The interrogation before Caiaphas and the Sanhedrim ap- 
pears to have taken place in an apartment raised above the 
ground, and looking, with a large open window, into this court- 
yard. St. Peter was beneath, in the court-yard (Mark xiv. 66), 
when our Lord looked down upon him from the audience- 
chamber. (Luke xxii. 61.) This court-yard was the scene of St. 
Peter’s triple denial. ‘Una in aula Pontificis, quamquam in 
diversis ejus locis, ter negavit Christum Petrus.” (Bengel.) 

16. -EijAGev 6 wabnt}s—rby Térpov] Then the other disciple 
went out and brought in Peter. St. John alone adds these par- 
ticulars to the narrative of the other Evangelists concerning the 
denials of St. Peter. He thus intimates that he himself had some 
share in S¢. Peter’s sin in denying Christ; in not reminding 
him of our Lord’s warning to him, and in bringing him, weak as 
he then was, into a place of temptation, after that warning which 
he had heard. 

— TB dpxreper] 
by Tisch. and Alf. 

17. kal cb] thou also. It seems that she knew some one else 
there present (viz. St. John) to be Christ’s disciple. Did St. John 
boldly confess it ? 

19. wep) tdv pabytav] concerning His disciples. 
reason for St. Peter’s fear; cp. v. 24. 

20. év cuvaywyf] So the best MSS. Elz. has év 77. He 
taught in the Temple, and ‘‘in Synagogue ;” i. e. in Synagogues, 
generally. 

— mdvrtes] So A, B, C¥, L, X. Elz. has wdvzore. 

21. ué] me, emphatic. 
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28. AmerplOn abtG 5 *Incods] Jesus answered. What more 
true, mild, and just, than this answer? He Who received the 
blow was He Who created the world, and might have consumed 
with fire or earthquake him who gave the blow. He was able to 
do this. The world was made by Him; but He preferred to 
teach us patience, by which the world is overcome. 

It may be asked here, why did not Christ follow His own 
precept, “‘ to him that smiteth thee on the one cheek turn the other 
also?’ (Matt. v. 39. Luke vi. 29.) 

He did so in spirit. For He replied mildly, and gave His 
cheek to the smiter (Isa. 1. 6), and His body to them that pierced 
it and nailed it to the cross. He thus showed us that His pre- 
cepts of patience are not to be followed so much by visible ex- 
hibition of the body, as by the spiritual preparation of the heart, 
“non ostentatione corporis, sed preeparatione cordis.”” An angry 
man may turn, in sullenness, the other cheek visibly to the 
smiter; better is he, who makes a true answer with mildness, and 
prepares his heart in peace to endure greater sufferings. (Aug.) 

24. *AmeoreiAcy] Annas sent Him bound to Caiaphas the 
High Priest. This is not an instance of an aorist for a plusquam 
perfectum (though for clearness’ sake it is properly rendered had 
sent, in the Authorized Version), but it is an example of a mode 
of speech very common in the N. T., according to which, the 
writer goes back to a previous point, and writes from it. 

The full meaning is, Annas sent Him Jownd to Caiaphas, 
when Annas sent Him to that interrogation which I have described 
(vv. 15—23), and to that more formal trial which has been already 
fully described by the three former Evangelists. ‘The emphatic 
word is dedeuévov, in chains. See onv. 13. It makes Annas 
responsible for the Acts of Caiaphas. It shows that the indignities 
done to Christ (v. 22) were done to Him bound. It suggests a 
reason for St. Peter’s fears (who saw his Master accused and in 
chains), which led so soon to the denial. It anticipates the ob- 
jections which have been made on the ground of alleged discre- 
pancy between St. John and the other Evangelists. It shows that 
the first denial did not take place when our Lord was before 
Annas (as might have been, perhaps, supposed from v. 17, com- 
pared with v. 13), but, as the other Evangelists had related, in the 
court-yard of the High Priest Caiaphas. -So é3ycev, Matt. xiv. 
Se OMNMIV AO MAO alm LOn IX i Osp Xl. 0 sy XI.) 120) XIX 23). 
xxi. 9. Actsi.2; v.24. Winer, Gr. Gr. § 40, p. 246. 

B, C*, L, X, A have ody after améore:vev, and so Elz., but 
ovy is not in A, D, E, G, H, K, M, §, U, Y. ; 

25. elroy] they said. An example of the silent manner in 
which St. John’s Gospel reconciles seeming discrepancies in the 
preceding ones. 

St. Matthew says (xxvi. 71), &AAn A€yet. 

St. Mark says (xiv. 69), 7 madioxn (the same as before, 
not BAAN) hpkato A€yew. 

St. Luke says (xxii. 58), €repos (a man, not a maiden). 
Here are three accounts of three different persons doing the 
same thing. 

St. John reconciles them all by his e?moy, ‘ they said;’ each 
and all did so. 

— ipvicato] He denied. Observe, Christ is denied, not only 
by those who deny Him to be Christ, but by those who deny 
themselves to be Christians. Our Lord did not say to Peter, thou 
shalt deny thyself to be My Disciple, but, thou shalt deny Me. 
St. Peter denied Christ when he said, ‘I am not His disciple.” 
We deny Christ, by speaking and acting in a manner unbecoming 
the disciples of Christ. (Cp. Aug.) 

27. TdAw ody npyhoaro—éepadvnoey] Peter then denied again. 
See the prediction of the Divine Physician accomplished, and the 


presumption of the human patient convicted. The latter had 
said, ‘‘I will lay down my life for Thy sake;”’ the other, ‘“ Before 
the cock crow, thou shalt deny Me thrice.’”” But what wonder 
that God should prophesy what was true, and man presume what 
is false? (Awg.) All the Evangelists narrate the denial of Peter, 
not for the sake of blaming him, but in order to instruct us how 
dangerous it is to trust in ourselves, and not in God. (Chrys.) 

St. John, who is thus minute in his history of his brother 
Apostle’s sin, would certainly have also described his repentance, 
if he had not known that this had been sufliciently done by the 
other Evangelists ; cp. v. 16. 

28. cis 7d mpartdpioy] into the Pretorium, or palace of Pilate, 
the Roman Procurator. See on Matt. xxvii. 2. 27, and Phil. i. 13. 

— Wa ph miavOGow)} in order that they might not be defiled, 
by contracting a ceremonial pollution from intercourse with 
heathens, bué that they might be legally clean, and eat the Pass- 
over. 

Here the questions arise, Had not the Passover been eaten 
on the preceding day ? Had not our Lord Himself eaten the 
Passover? And if He did eat it, did He not eat it at the right 
time? or did He anticipate the time by a day, and eat it on the 
day before it was eaten by the Jews ? 

To these questions it has been replied by Light{foot (ii. p. 
610), and many others, that by dayeiv 7d mdoxa, St. John here 
does not mean to eat the Paschal Lamb, but to eat the Chagigah, 
or festive thank-offering at the Passover. Deut. xvi. 2, 3. 
2 Chron. xxxv. 8, 9. 

But this is not the proper signification of the words, and has 
no example in the Gospels, and it has not been shown that the 
Chagigah was eaten on the fifteenth day. 

How then are these words to be explained ? 

There can be no reasonable doubt, that our Lord and His 
disciples killed and ate the Passover at the proper time appointed 
by the Levitical Law. See Mark xiv. 12. Luke xxii. 7. 

But it appears (from Matt. xxvii. 1, 2. Mark xv. 1. Luke 
xxiii. 1) that they who led our Lord to Pilate were “ the Chief 
Priests and Elders,’’ “‘ the whole Council.” 

Now it seems that they had been continually engaged during 
the whole of the preceding afternoon, in taking counsel how they 
might kill Jesus. See Matt. xxvi. 3. 14. 47. 50—66. Mark xiv. 
10, 11. Luke xxii. 1—6. 52. John xviii. 3. 

In a word, they were so eager to kill Him, Who was the 
Evangelical Passover, that they had no time to go to the Temple 
to kill the Levitical Passover, and to go to their own houses to 
eat it. 

This appears to be the true solution of the difficulty. 

It has already been suggested in the fourth century by Euse- 
bius (de Paschate, in Mai. Coll. Vat. iv. p. 216). See above, 
note on Luke xxii. 1. Compare also Chrysostom, who says (on 
Matt. xxvi. 56), that our Lord ate the Passover at the right time ; 
but the High Priest, and those who were with him, spent their 
time in plotting against Christ during the night when they ought 
to have eaten the Passover; and they would not enter Pilate’s 
Hall (John xviii. 28), that they might afterwards eat it; and so 
they broke the Law in their malignant zeal against Christ. 

Thus, also, we see there was something strikingly prophetic 
in our Lord’s words, ‘“‘ Did not Moses give you the Law, and 
yet none of you keepeth the Law? Why go ye about to kill 
Me?” (John vii. 19.) 

The Priests, perhaps, pleaded for themselves, and quieted 
their consciences, by the pretext that they were engaged in doing 
God service by putting Christ to death, and that therefore they 
might be excused for postponing their Paschal meal to another day. 
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There seems to be a confirmation of this opinion in St. 
Luke’s words, ev # @5e: QdecOar 7d mdéoxa (xxii. 7, where see 
note). 

a is well said by S. Leo (Serm. lvi. p. 126), that the Insti- 
tution of the Christian Passover was the consummation of the 
Levitical Passover; and in ¢hat, Christ represented His own 
Passion, at the time when the Levitical Passover was slain ; and 
that He kept the Passover, and consummated the Passover, while 
the Chief Priests in their impious haste to kill Him Who is 
the true Passover, neglected to keep the Passover. Oportebat 
enim ut manifesto implerentur effectu, que diu fuerunt figurato 
promissa mysterio; ut ovem significativam Ovis vera removeret, 
et ut uno expleretur Sacrificio variarum differentia victimarum. 
Nam omnia illa, que de immolatione Agni divinittis. per Mosen 
fuerant preestituta, Christum prophetaverant, et Christi occisionem 
proprié nunciaverant. 

Ut ergo umbre cederent corpori, et cessarent imagines sub 
presentia veritatis, antiqua observantia novo excluditur Sacra- 
mento, hostia in Hostiam transit, Sanguine sanguis aufertur, et 
legalis festivitas, dum mufatur, impletur. 

Unde ciim scribas et seniores populi ad impietatis concilium 
Pontifices congregarent, omniumque animos sacerdotum cura ad- 
mittendi in Jeswm sceleris occupasset, ipsi se doctores legis lege 
privarunt, et spontaneo defectu ritus sibi patrios sustulerunt. 
Incipiente enim festivitate Paschali, qui ornare templum, mun- 
dare vasa, victimas providere, et legitimis purificationibus sacra- 
tiorem diligentiam adhibere debuerant, parricidalis odii furore 
concepto, ad unum opus vacant, et in unum facinus simili crudeli- 
tate conjurant. Quid assecuturi supplicio innocentiz, condem- 
natione justitie, nisi ut et nova mysteria non apprehenderent, et 
antiqua violarent ? 

Providentibus ergo principibus, ne in die sancto tumultus 
oriretur, non devotioni, sed facinori studebatur; nec religioni 
serviebat he cura, sed crimini. Diligentes enim Pontifices, et 
soliciti Sacerdotes seditiones turbarum fieri in preecipua solennitate 
metuebant, non ut populus non peccaret, sed ne Christus eva- 
deret. 

At Jesus consilii sui certus, et in opere Paternze dispositionis 
intrepidus, Vetus Testamentum consummabat, et Novum Pascha 
condebat. Discumbentibus enim Discipulis ad edendam mysticam 
coenam, cum in Caiaphe atrio tractaretur quomodd Christus 
posset occidi, ille Corporis et Sanguinis sui ordinans Sacramentum 
docebat qualis Deo hostia deberet offerri. 

Similarly, be it observed, that the Chief Priests violated the 
holy rest of the great Paschal Sabbath by going into Pilate’s pre- 
sence, and begging a watch of Roman soldiers, and going to the 
sepulchre with the soldiers to seal it (Matt. xxvii. 62—66), while 
the faithful women were resting on the Sabbath-day, “according 
to the Commandment” (Luke xxiii. 56), and while Christ rested 
in the grave. 

They went not in, lest they should be defiled. O impious 
blindness! they are afraid of being defiled by the hall of a heathen 
judge, and yet do not fear to shed the blood of their own innocent 
Brother, who is the Lord of Life! (Aug.) 

He, the good Shepherd—the true Abel, offered an acceptable 
sacrifice to God; they, like Cain, were rejected, and slew their 
brother, and have been driven out from the presence of the Lord. 

In confirmation of the above statement, that there is no 
ground for the allegation of a discrepancy between St. John’s 
account and that of the other Evangelists, who assert that Christ 
ate the Passover on the legal day, —the fourteenth day of Nisan, 
—it is observable, that the primitive Asiatic Churches began to 
celebrate the Christian Passover on the fourteenth day of the 

Vor. I. 


Moon, being the same day as that on which the Jews kept their 
Passover (‘when they removed the leaven’); and that the Chris- 
tians appealed, in support of their practice, to the testimony of St. 
John himself. See Huseb. v. 23, 24, and the notes of Valesius 
there. 

30. Ei uh Hv ovros Kakoroids] If he were not a malefactor. 
Let those be examined, on whom Christ worked His miracles of 
mercy ; those who were delivered by Him from evil spirits, the 
blind to whom He gave sight, the dead raised by Him to life, and 
those who before were ignorant, to whom He gave true wisdom ; 
let them be asked, whether He is a malefactor ? But what Jesus 
had before prophesied by the Psalmist (Ps. xxxviii. 20), is now 
eae ‘‘They also that reward evil for good are against Me.’ 

Auy. 

81. “Huiy ote ekeorw droKteivar ovdéva] We have not au- 
thority to put any one to death. Because the power of life and 
death was now taken away from them by the Romans; and be- 
cause they wished to show that His crime was against Cesar and 
the government; and that He was setting up a rival kingdom to 
theirs, and ought therefore to suffer by a Roman punishment, viz. 
Crucifixion, and so become more infamous. Thus our Lord’s pro- 
phecy was fulfilled, signifying by what manner of death He should 
die; viz. ‘* Behold, we go up to Jerusalem; and the Son 
of Man shall be delivered unto the Chief Priests, and unto the 
Scribes ; and they shall condemn Him to death, and shall deliver 
Him to the Gentiles.”” (Mark x. 33.) The Son of Man shall be 
delivered to be crucified. (Matt. xxvi. 2.) See Bp. Pearson on 
the Creed, Art. iv. (‘‘ Suffered under Pontius Pilate”), p. 305. 

32. iva 6 Adyos] that the saying of Jesus might be fulfilled, 
signifying by what kind of death He should die. This saying is 
not recorded by St. John; but he takes for granted that it is well 
known to the reader, from the other Gospels. Matt. xx. 19. Cp. 
below, xx. 1. 

34. ag’ Eavtov] of thyself. On this use of the pronoun see 
Winer, p. 136. Rom. xiii. 9. Gal. v. 14. 

36. ‘H Bacirela h euh odx eoTw ek Tod Kdopov TovTov] My 
kingdom is not from this world. Our Lord. would first show the 
vanity of the opinion,—whether of Gentiles or of Jews,—that He 
was guilty of death, for aspiring to an earthly dynasty ; and that 
therefore it was necessary for them to take care, lest His kingdom 
should be imagined to supplant theirs. He replies as follows : 
Hear this, ye Jews and Gentiles; I do not impede your domina- 
tion in the world. What do ye desire more? Come ye by faith 
to that kingdom which is not of this world. For what is Christ’s 
kingdom, but the kingdom of those who believe in Him, and to 
whom He says, ye are not of, or from, this world (cp, viii. 23. John 
xv. 19; xvii. 14. 16), although He wills that they shall be in the 
world? (John xvii. 15.) 

Therefore He does not say, ‘‘ My kingdom is not in this 
world,” but it is not of—is not derived from—this world. But 
His kingdom is in this world, and the world is ruled by Him; and 
He orders every thing here as He wills, and His kingdom will so 
remain to the end. (Aug) Is not Christ King of the world? 
Certainly He is. He does not say, that He does not rule here, but 
that His power came from above, and is not human, but far more 
glorious. How then was He seized and taken by a worldly power? 
By His own free-will, and because He delivered Himself; and it 
is greater than any earthly kingdom, for He adds, ‘‘¢f My kingdom 
were from this world, My servants would have fought in My 
behalf ;”’ thus showing the weakness of all earthly kingdoms, 
because they derive their strength from the swords of their ser- 
vants; whereas His kingdom is from above, and is self-existing, 
and needs no such aid. Since, then, His kingdom is greater than 
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any earthly kingdom, it was an act of His own free-will to deliver 
Himself up to an earthly power. He does not say, My kingdom 
is not in this world, for He governs the world, and disposes all 
things in it according to His Will; but He says, that it is not 
derived from beneath, but from above, and it is from everlasting. 
(Chrys., Theoph.) 

This passage has been abused by some, alleging that Christ 
is not identical with the Creator of the world. Why, then, did 
St. John say of Christ, ‘He came unto His own, and His own 
received Him not?’’ (Johni. 11.) But when Christ says, “‘ My 
kingdom is not from hence,”’ He does not deprive the world of His 
providence and pre-eminence, but declares that His kingdom is 
not a human or corruptible kingdom. (Chrys.) 

He says that He does not need the exercise of earthly power 
in His behalf; but He does not-say that earthly power needs not to 
be so exercised. On the contrary, since He is King of kings, and 
Lord of lords, it needs His aid, protection, and blessing, which it 
cannot have, unless it be exercised in dependence on His grace, in 
obedience to His law, for the promotion of His glory, for the ad- 
vancement of His kingdom, and for the propagation of His Gospel 
through the world. 

— viv—évred0ev] viv is conclusive here—noZ an adverb of time. 

37. OvdKxodv Bacirels ef od;| Art thoua king, then? Thou, 
so despised and insulted by Thine own people? Thou a King! 

— Xb Aéyeis] Thou speakest the truth in saying, that a King 
am J: I, even such as I am now. 

On od A€yers, see Matt. xxvi. 25. 64; xxvil. 11. 

— dover pot tHs pwns] Observe «od emphatic, he hears 
My Voice; not that of others; not that of a whole People clamour- 
ing, as now, for My crucifixion. 

38. Ti éoriy GAnVeia;] What is Truth? As if &dq@ea and 
BaoiAcla, Truth and policy, had little connexion; a heathen 
notion, the speech of Pilate. 


Cu. XIX. 1. duaorlywoe] he scourged Him. See on Matt. 
xxvii. 26. Luke xxiii. 16. Pilate did this and what follows, that 
the Jews, being satisfied with the infliction of these injuries, 


might desist from pursuing their rage further, even to His death. 
Aug. ‘ 

\ 2. Dre, ef dxav0av] A crown of thorns for aroyal diadem ; 
and the purple robe for that purple attire which is worn by kings. 
(Bede.) When thou readest this, meditate on the King of the 
world, and the Lord of Angels, bearing these contumelies in silence, 
and do thou imitate Him. (Chrys.) See on Matt. xxvii. 28. 
Thus the prophecies concerning Christ were accomplished. Thus 
martyrs have been trained to bear all things from their persecutors. 
Thus the kingdom which is not of this world has conquered the 
world; not by fierceness of fighting, but by patience of suffering. 
(Aug.) 

8. kal ZAeyov] B, L, U, X, A, and some cursive MSS. and 
Versions, have kat #pxovro mpbs adtdy kat Ereyov. 

— did0vuv—fpamlouara] were smiting Him—a repeated act. 
B, L, X have éd!50cay here, and so Lach., Tisch. See above, 
xv. 22. 

5. “Ide, 6 tvOpwros| Behold theman! Though you reject Him 
as a king, yet spare Him as a man, now so abject and afflicted. 
His ignominy waxes hot, let then your malignity wax cold. (Aug.) 

6. adréy] Him. Omitted by Elz., but in A, D, B, H, K, L, 
M, 8, U, V, X, Y, A; and it is emphatic: Release Barabbas, 
crucify Him. See how often airdv is repeated by the Evangelist 
in this chapter,— Aim, even Him,—the Prince of Life! 

7. éavroy Tidy @cod erolnccv] He made Himself the Son of 
God. See v. 18; viii. 58; x. 33. He was before charged with 
making Himself a King. He had a right to both dignities; for 
He is the Only-begotten Son of God, and God has set Him as a 
King upon His Holy Hill of Sion. (Ps. ii. 6.) 

8. wadrdrov epoBHOn] he was the more afraid—showing that 
he had before been awe-struck by our Blessed Lord’s demeanour. 

9. amdnpiow odK Bwxev aTG] Jesus gave him no answer. 
Pilate had heard before from Jesus, ‘‘ My kingdom is not of this 
world ; and to this end was I born, and for this cause came I into 
the world, that { should bear witness to the truth.” (John xviii. 36.) 
The Roman Judge ought therefore to have resisted the Jews, and 
to have delivered Jesus from them; but he yielded to their malice 
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and therefore Jesus now holds His peace, for Pilate’s questions 
are idle and vain. Since also the works of Jesus witnessed of 
Him, He would not win him by words. We find that our Lord 
was silent at various times in this hour of trial; and thus He ful- 
filled the prophecy, ‘ As a sheep before her shearers is dumb, so 
opened He not His mouth.”’ Isa. lili. 7. (Aug.) 

10. *Ewol ov AaAcis;] Mihine non respondes? 
Cesaris ! 

— efovolay yw oravpdcal ce] I have authority to crucify, 
and have authority to release thee. ‘Thus Pilate pronounces 
sentence of condemnation on himself; for if he had authority to 
do either the one or the other, why did he crucify Him Whom he 
had pronounced innocent? (Chrys.) 

UL. Ovd« <lyes eEovotay] Thou wouldst have had no authority 
at all against Me, except it had been given thee from above—to 
exercise authority. Observe, the participle dedouévoy (given) does 
not agree in gender with éefovola, authority. Authority against 
Christ was not given him from above ; for no abuse of authority is 
from above; but what is given from above to Governors, is a grant 
from God to exercise authority; and the manner of exercising it 
is their probation; and of this they will have to give a strict 
account at the judgment-seat of Christ. 

There is no authority but of God. All authority is from 
Him. (See on Rom. xiii.) Thou, O Pilate, art a Vicegerent of 
God. But do not therefore imagine thyself to be innocent, if 
thou usest it against Christ. And therefore He adds what follows ; 

— 6 mapadidovs wé oor} he that delivereth Me to thee hath the 
greater sin. Thou, therefore, hast some sin. But he that de- 
livereth Me to thee (i. e. the Jews and Judas) hath a greater sin 
than thine, because ¢iey have had more opportunities of knowing 
the truth; thou art a heathen, but they were favoured of God ; 
they act from malice and envy; thou, in part, from ignorance. 
Therefore their sin is greater than thine. (Cp. Chrys., Aug., 
Theoph.) 

It is asin to deliver an innocent man to death from fear, as 
Pilate did; but it is a greater sin to deliver Him through envy ; 
theirs is therefore a greater sin than thine; but do not thou 
imagine that thine is zo sin, because theirs is greater than thine. 
Lest Pilate, having heard the words ‘if i¢ were not given thee 
from above,” should imagine that he himself was blameless, Christ 
adds these words, “ although it is given from above (i. e. given by 
Myself), yet he that betrayed Me has a great sin, and thou hast a 
sin likewise.” Therefore Pilate was moved, and sought to release 
Him. (Cp. Chrys.) 

Since the knowledge, which Judas, the Chief Priests, and the 
Jews had of God, was greater than what Pilate, a heathen, could 
have, therefore they who delivered Jesus to Pilate, and clamoured 
for His destruction, sinned more heinously than Pilate, who 
“ strove to release Him,’’ and would have done so, but for them. 

All power is from above, i.e. from Christ (see Matt. xxviii. 
18); ‘by Him were all things created, that are in heaven and 
that are in earth, visible and invisible, whether they be Thrones, 
or Dominions, or Principalities, or Powers: all things were created 
by Him and for Him.” (Col. i. 16.) Therefore the abuse of civil 
power, in Christian lands, is far greater than in heathen, if it be 
not used for Christ and His Gospel; and how great is the sin, 
if it be used against Him! 

B, E, U, A, A have mapadovs. 

12. °Ex rodrou éChret 6 WiAdros &roddco] Upon this Pilate 
was seeking to release Him. That he might not be guilty of 
condemning the innocent. (Aug.) 

— oi «f pldos tov Katoapos| thou art not Cesar’s friend. 
gtros, as here used, is illustrated by the common expressions on 
the coins of that age, gird-Kaoop, ptdo-«Aaddzos, and the like— 


Mihi, Legato 


which are found on the coins of Herod Agrippa the First.. See 
Akermann, p. 30. The Czsars appear to have been very desirous 
of seeming to have friends. See Plin. Ep.x. 22. <Arrian, Epict. 
iii. 4, and other passages in Wedst., p. 952. 

18. T&v Adywy ToUTwy] So the best MSS. Elz. has rodroy 
Tov Adyov. 

— Bhyaros| The judicial tribunal. Pilate, when he adminis- 
tered justice, sat upon it. And this judgment-seat was on a pave- 
ment (called gabbatha, from the Hebr. ma (gabhah), elevari, 
from its height),—so that the Judge, seated on high, was con- 
spicuous and audible to the people. 

There seems to be, in St. John’s mind, a contrast between 
the Tribunal of Pilate, before which Christ stood on this mosaic 
pavement, and the glorious high Throne of God, with its pavement 
of sapphire (Exod. xxiv. 10), and the Throne of Christ, before 
which Pilate and the World will stand. (Rev. xx. 11, 12. Cp. 
Rev. iv. 2. 6.) 

— A6dorpwrov] <A tessellated mosaic pavement; such as was 
common in the mansions of Roman patricians and magistrates in 
Italy and the Provinces. See Plin. N. H. xxxvi. 25. Horat. 
Ep. i. 10.19. Julius Cesar used to carry such tessellated pave- 
ments as this with him in his military expeditions, and place 
them in his Pretorium in his encampments. Sweton. Vit. c. 46. 
Kuin. Wetst. p. 953. 

—— ‘EBpaiort] in Hebrew. A word used by St. John twice in 
the history of the Crucifixion ; see ». 17, ‘EBpaiort ToAyoda. It 
occurs in one other place in the Gospels, John v. 2, ‘E8paiori 
Bnéeobd. How striking is the contrast! After His works of mercy 
at their Bethesdas and Siloams, they brought Him to Gabbatha 
and Golgotha! And this was done by Hebrews, the favoured 
people of God ! 

14, rapackevn] the preparation. It has been erroneously in- 
ferred by some from these words that the Passover was on the 
next day. But the true meaning is,—‘ It was the preparation 
for the Sabbath of the Passover.’ It was the preparation in the 
Paschal week (cp. Winer, p. 170). Hence St. Mark calls it 
mpoodBBatov, Mark xv. 42. Cp. Matt. xxvii. 62. Luke xxiii. 54. 

Christ’s death is the true preparation for the Sabbath, or 
Rest, of Eternity. It was on the sixth day of the week, on which 
day they made the preparation for the Sabbath, as it is said, “‘ On 
the sixth day they shall prepare that which they bring in, and it 
shall be twice as much as they gather daily ”” (Hxod. xvi. 5). 

On the sixth day of the week the First Adam was created, 
and on the seventh day God rested from His works. On the sixth 
day of the week, Christ, the Second Adam, dies for man; and by 
His death, man was created anew, and on the seventh day He rests 
in the grave. 

— dpa jv ws extn] it was about the sixth hour, ‘six in the 
morning.’ St. Mark says (xv. 25) that it was dpa tpirn, or nine 
o’clock, when they crucified Him; so that there were three hours 
between the hearing before Pilate and the Crucifixion. 

St. John reckons his hours (as we do) from midnight to noon, 
and from noon to midnight. See above on iv. 6, and Lee on In- 
spiration, pp. 383, 384; and Wéeseler, Chron, Synop. 410—414, 
and below on | Thess. ii. 9. 

15. Od Exouey Baciréa ei wh Kaloapa] We have no King but 
Cesar. Thus they declared, that ‘the sceptre was departed from 
Judah ;’ and that therefore Shiloh was come. (Gen. xlix. 10.) 
Thus they rejected the kingdom of Christ; and armed against 
themselves, by God’s retributive justice, the kingdom of Cesar, 
by which their own kingdom was overthrown. And so, by mur- 
dering Christ, they brought on themselves that doom which they 
thought, in their worldly policy, by murdering Him to avoid. 
(John xi. 48.) Such are the fruits of godless Expediency ! 
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16. amhyayov] Some uncial MSS. (EH, H, I, K, S, Y, A, A), 
and many Cursives have #yayov, which has been received by 
Griesb. and Scholz. B, L, X omit dmhyayov, which is in A, M, 
U, and many Cursives and Versions. For d¢ B, L, X have ovv. 

17. Barra (wy rv oravpdy avtod eéfrGev cis] He bearing His 
cross went forth.. The Jews deemed the Cross an accursed thing, 
and would not touch it, but laid it on Jesus. Thus they fulfilled 
the type, according to which Isaac, the son of Abraham, bare the 
wood. (Gen. xxii. 6, 7.) And as Isaac was released, and the ram 
was offered up, so Christ’s divine nature remained impassible, but 
in His humanity He suffered for the world. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

Mysterious spectacle! A bitter mockery in the eyes of Un- 
belief,—a divine mystery in the eye of Faith! Infidelity sees 
there a King bearing a Cross instead of a Sceptre; Faith sees 
Christ bearing the wood on which He would first offer Himself, 
and which He would afterwards plant on the diadems of kings ; 
which would be scorned by the impious, but in which the Saints 
would glory. And as conquerors bear their own trophies, so Christ 
bears the symbol of His own victory. (Aug., Chrys.) 

The Cross, when ‘erected on Golgotha, became a Tribunal. 
There the Judge sat in the midst between the two thieves; the one 
malefactor, believing, was acquitted; the other, who railed on 
Him, condemned. And thus Christ showed what He will do 
hereafter at the Great Day with the quick and dead, some of 
whom He will set on His right hand and bless,—the others on 
His left He will condemn. 

See above on Matt. xxvii. 28. Luke xxiii, 33. 

B, L, X have Bacrd(wy a’t@ toy oravpdy, and so Lach., 
Tisch., and for ds they read 3. 

— Toayoba] See on Matt. xxvii. 33. Luke xxiii. 33. 

19. *Incots 6 Nalwpaios 6 Bacircds Toy "lovdalwy] Jesus of 
Nazareth, the King of the Jews. All the Four Evangelists men- 
tion’ the Inscription on the Cross; and no two of them set it 
down in precisely the same words. (Cp. Matt. xxvii. 37. Mark 
xv. 26. Luke xxiii. 38. John xix. 19.) Hence it has been alleged 
by some, that there are inaccuracies in the Gospels; and that 
whatever we may say of the spirit, yet the Jedter of the Evan- 
gelical History could not have been under the superintending care 
and guardianship of the Holy Ghost, and could not have been 
suggested and dictated by Him. 

As to the question of veracity,—if there were any contra- 
dictions in the recitals of the superscription on the cross in the 
several Gospels, or if any one of them had professed to give every 
word of the inscription, as it existed in all of the three seyeral 
languages in which it was written, then, indeed, it must be allowed 
that the charge of inaccuracy is proved. But this is not the case. 
In this and in other particulars one Evangelist tells more than 
another; but no one of the Evangelists contradicts what any 
other of them has said. And therefore it is not true that their 
reports, if literally taken, are incompatible with each other. This 
is clear from an inspection and comparison of the several re- 
citals ; 

Oirds éorw Ingovs 6 Bacireds TGv lovdatwy (Matt.). 

‘O Baotrebs Tay "lovdalwy (Mark). 

Oirds eorw 6 Bacired’s TY "lovdalwy (Luke). 

*Ingods 6 Nawpatos 5 Baotdeds TOY "lovdalwy (John). 

From all which, taken together, we may infer, that none 
of them har given the whole; and that the titAos was as follows: 


obtdés éotw Inoots 6 NaCwpatos 6 Bacidebs T&y "lovdalwy. Or, 
the superscription may have varied in the different languages in 
which it was written (Townson, i. p. 200); and perhaps one 
Evangelist gives it as it stood in one language, and another as it 
stood in another. 

Why has none of them set down the whole of the Title? 
Why has each of the Four given a portion of it? Why is that 
portion not the same as that which any of the other three has 
given? 

May not one reason be, that in this remarkable example we 
might have a rule for directing our own reasonings concerning the 
parallelisms in the Gospels ; that we should look upon each of the 
Four Gospels by itself as perfectly true, and truly perfect, and yet 
as having a relation to the other three, and lending its aid to con- 
summate the One Fourfold Gospel ? 

May not another reason be, that we should not confine our 
attention to one of the Four Gospels, but examine and compare 
them all; and that our faith and patience, humility and diligence, 
should be tried by this exercise of examination and comparison ; 
that it should be our moral probation : that men’s tempers should 
be tested thereby; and that it should be seen whether they have 
the spirit of the Gospel? See further above, in the Introduction 
to the Four Gospels, ‘‘ On the Variations in the Gospels.” 

— 6 NaCwpaios] The Man who is the Branch. (See on Matt. 
ii. 23.) Then, at the Crucifixion, The Branch was grafted on the 
Tree of the Cross (vAov); and by virtue thereof, the Cross of 
death, planted in the Garden of Calvary, became a Tree of Life 
in Paradise; and ‘‘its leaves are for the healing of the Nations ’’ 
(Rev. xxii. 2). 

— ‘O Baciredbs Tay “lovdaiwv] The King of the Jews. Is not 
Christ also King of the Gentiles? Yes. (Ps. ii. 8.) And in 
Christ’s cross the wild olive becomes a partner in the fatness of 
the olive ; all are grafted together in Him. Christ is King of the 
Jews—of all who are the true seed of Abraham, the children of 
promise, the sons of God; the Israel of God, not according to 
the circumcision of the flesh, but of the heart ; ‘‘not in the letter, 
but in the spirit, whose praise is not of men, but of God” (Rom. 
ii. 28, 29. Cp. Gal. iv. 26). Cp. Aug. 

20. ‘EBpaicrl, “EAAnviotl, ‘Peyatort] i.e. in the three lan- 
guages which were then eminent above all others; the Hebrew, 
for God’s law; the Greek, for human wisdom ; the Latin, for the 
Empire, then almost universal, of Rome. (Awg.) 

See on Luke xxiii. 38. 

B, L, X, and a few Cursives, place ‘Pauaior) before ‘EAAn- 
vior), and so Tisch. 

22. “O yéypada, yéypada] What I have written I have 
written. O unspeakable power of divine operation working even 
in the hearts of those who know it not! A mysterious voice 
whispered silently to Pilate what had been before prophesied in 
the Psalms. (flere is a reference to the title prefixed to Ps. lvi. 
lvii. lviii. in the Septuagint.) Pilate wrote what he wrote, be- 
cause God had said what He said. (Aug.) 

The Jewish nation prophesied in Caiaphas, its official Repre- 
sentative (xi. 51); and the Roman world prophesied in Pilate, its 
supreme Magistrate in Judea; God prophesied in them, unwit- 
ting and unwilling, and proclaimed Jesus to be the Christ. See 
above on Matt. xxvii. 37. 


28, 24. Oi ody orparidra] The soldiers then when they crus 


JOHN XIX. 25—35. 


357 


Q aA e , , Nore , , € A N 
ypady mypohh n éyovca, AvewepioavTo Ta LpaTLa ov EavTots, Kal 


> N SS e , ¥ lal 
€Eml TOV LmaTLaTpoV pov eBaXrov KAnpoV 


ty 
eToinoay. 


x 


adehgy THs pyTpds adtod, Mapia Tod Khwra, kal Mapia 7 Maydahnvy. 


Ou pev oty oTpati@tay TavTa 


202 e , N X A A A 9 ae , ry aA Ne 
(2) ®°EtaryKeoary Se Tapa Tw oTavpw Tov Inocov H MHTHP AVTOV, Kal 7) 0 Matt. 27. 55, 


Mark 15. 40, 41. 


96 ? A > ioc N , \ \ 6 \ lal a B) , he lal 
Inaovs OUVV LOWY TYV PYTEPA, KAL TOV LA HTHV TAPEOTWTOA OV NYATA, NEVEL TY) 


‘ > A ts 3 aN c er 
PYTPL AvuTOV, Tvvat, toov O vlosS JOU. 
oouv. 


Iv 


H ypady, eye, Aubd. 


29 4 SKevos EKELTO 


K Nee a eS “ al Y ¥ € \ SN > \ 45) 
alam exelvyns THS wpas EhaBev 6 walyrys avTHY Els TA LOLA. 

203 \ la a y y tal 
(iv) 8? Mera rotro cidas 6 *Inoots ore non Tévta TeTéheoTAL, Wa TeheLwOH 


Luke 23. 49. 
ee a A: ce i 
27 Kira héyer TO pabyty, [dod y wyTyp 
p Ps. 69. 21. 
¥ , e x , Luke 18, 31, 
o€ous peorovy ot d€ mAjoavtes &2 i.) 


és lal wn /, 30s 
ondyyov dfovs, Kal toodmm mepilérvtes TpooryveyKay avTOD TO TTOMATL. griatt. 27. 48. 
204 4 > A > \ , A 

(+) ° Ore ody €haBe 7d dos 6 "Incods etme, TeréXeorav Kal Kdivas THY reh.17.4. 


\ , \ tal 
Kepadyy TapeowkeE TO TVEVILO. 


205) 31 wr eyi 9S T S A t’ \ , an aA A N , 9 a 
(=) tb OvUV OVOQGLOL, Wa LY MELVy) €7Tl TOV OTAVPOVU TA OWKLATA EV TM s ver, 42. 


BB , ses VS u? \ aN Clcey, Ss, aA , 

oaPPatw, erel TapacKern Hv, “Hv yap peyaly 7H Hepa Eexelvov TOV caBBarov, 
- yY lal lal A 

HpeTnaav Tov IIarov, wa kateayoow aitov Ta oKEhy, Kal apfacuw. 


Mark 15. 42. 
Deut. 21. 23. 

t Dout. 21. 22, 23. 
32 P77). u Lev. 23. 5—8, 


i) e an Q wn iv , - \ , \ a » 
Gov OVV OU OTPATLWTAL, KL TOU MEV TPWTOU KaTeacav Tah oKe)n, KQL TOU a\ou 


TOV ovaotavpwlert0s avT@ 


NEN > A 5 » 
3 éri d€ tov “Incovy édOdvtes, ws €idov adtov Hoy 


9 4 > , =) la \ , 84 > > ® la) lal , 
TeOvynkdta, ov Katéakav adtov Ta oxédn * add’ els TOV OTPaTLwTdV oyyn 


avTov tiv meupav evv€e, kal ‘ evOds e&pOev aiua Kai vdwp. 


\\ 
35 Kat 6 EWPAKAS v1 John v. 6—8. 


cified Jesus took His outer garment, and made four parts, to 
every soldier a part; and also His tunic. Now the tunic was 
without seam, woven from the top throughout. They said there- 
fore, Let us not rend it, but cast lots whose it shall be. The qua- 
dripartite outer garment, or iudriov, of Jesus may be regarded as 
emblematic of the Church in its Universality ; extended to the 
four quarters of the earth, and diffused equally in all places; 
wherefore He says that He will send His angels to gather His 
elect from the four winds (Matt. xxiv. 31). (Aug.) The inner 
garment, or tunic, or coat, which was without seam and was not 
rent, is an emblem of the Church in its Unity, girt with the zone 
of charity (Col. iii. 14). (Aug. Cp. Cyprian, de Unit. Eccl. 7.) 
They who break the Unity of the Church by schisms rend the 
coat of Christ. They who treat religion as a matter of indifference, 
or cast lots for it ; they who make it a question of private interest, 
divide His garment among themselves. And St. John describes 
this as the employment of those who crucified Christ. 

25. Mapla—KAwna] Mary, the wife of Klopas (cp. Winer, 
p- 119), or Alpheus ; for this Mary is called the mother of James 
and Joses (Matt. xxvii. 56. Mark xv. 47), and James is called the 
son of Alpheus. See on Matt. x. 3; xxviii. 1. Mark iii. 18, 

26. roy wabynthy] the disciple standing by whom He loved. 
St. John stands at the Cross. He, the Hagle of the Gospel, is 
gathered to the place where the Body is (see Luke xvii. 36), 
“where the Slain is, there is he” (Job xxxix. 30). 

— Tvvat, ido0d 6 vids cov] Woman, behold thy Son. Our 
Lord at His death on the cross made a private testament as well 
as a public one. He bequeathed the offices of love to His disciple 
and His mother. (Amdérose, Epist. ad Vercell.) He provided at 
His death another son for her, from whom He had taken human 
flesh ; caring for her as Man for His Mother. (Avng.) 

He says viva, woman,—the same address as He had used 
at Cana of Galilee, when He wrought His first miracle as God 
(ii. 4). But He no longer says now, ‘‘ What have J to do with 
thee ?”’ for “ His hour,’ the hour of His Humanity, which He 
had derived from her, and in which He suffered for all men, is 

_now come. Cp. above, note on ii. 4, and see the following note. 
These two passages are the best comments on each other. 

27. am éexetvns THs Spas| from that hour. This is ‘the hour’ 
of which our Lord had spoken at the marriage of Cana in Galilee, 
“ Woman, what have I to do with thee? Mine hour is not 
yet come ”’ (John ii. 4). On that occasion, being about to work 
a Miracle and manifest Himself to be God, He repelled, as un- 
known to Him, her who was not the mother of His Divinity, but 
of His Humanity. But now, when He is enduring human suffer- 
ings, He owns her; and bequeaths with human love her whom 
He loved, and from whom He had received His Humanity, to the 
Disciple whom He loved. At Cana, He Who had created Mary 
manifested forth His glory; but now at Calvary, that which Mary 
had brought forth from her womb, hangs upon the Cross. Thus 


the Cross became a Teacher’s Chair, from which Christ inculcates 
by example the duty of filial love. 

29. tocdémw]| hyssop: the reed mentioned Matt. xxvii. 48. 
Mark xv. 36. 

80. KAlvas Thy Kepadny] having bowed His head, Christ died 
when He willed to die. If His power and dignity were so great 
at His death, what will it be when He comes to judge! (Awg.) 

31. éxetyov] So in many of the best MSS. Elz. éxeivy. 

34. cis Tay oTpaTiwTGv—aina Kal bdwp] one of the soldiers 
pierced His side with a spear, and forthwith came there out 
blood and water. The first woman, Eve, was created from the 
side of Adam, as he slept. And here the Second Adam bowed 
His Head and fell asleep on the Cross, in order that His Spouse 
the Church, the spiritual Eve,—E¥a, mim,—the Mother of all 
living (Gen. iii. 20),—might be formed by means of that which 
flowed from His side as He slept. 

Adam sleeps, that Eve might live. Christ dies, that the 
Church may live. Eve is made of Adam’s side as he slept; the 
side of Christ is pierced, that the life-giving Sacraments may flow 
forth from it, by the virtue of which, derived from His death, the 
Church lives. Cp. Hieron. ad Hphes. c. v.: ‘ Quomodé de 
Adam et uxore ejus omne hominum nascitur genus, sic de Christo 
et Ecclesia omnis credentium multitudo generata est.’’ Chrysost. 
in Ephes. c. v. p. 864, Savil. Ambros. in S. Lue. iii. 22: 
“Adam novissimus Christus est: Costa Christi vita Ecclesiz. 
Hec est Eva mater omnium viventium.” Aug. Serm. 22: ‘ Pa- 
rentes qui nos genuerunt ad mortem, Adam et Eva; parentes 
qui nos genuerunt ad vitam, Christus et Ecclesia.” 

The soldiers, gratifying the Jews, pierced the Body of Christ. 
Thus they fulfilled a prophecy (Zech. xii. 10) ; and thus they sup- 
plied the means of overcoming the incredulity of Thomas. Thus 
an ineffable mystery was completed. For, thence “ came out Blood 
and Water.’’ And from both of these the Church subsists; as is 
well known by us who are regenerate by Water, and are fed by 
the Body and Blood. Hence the holy Sacraments derive their 
efficacy, in order that thou shouldst approach the sacred Cup, as 
if thou wert about to drink from the very side of Christ. (Chrys.) 

By means of the wounded side our wounds are healed. 
O death by which the dead live! What more pure than that 
blood! what more healing than that wound! (Cp. Aug. and 
Theoph.) 

The Church is in Christ, as Eve was in Adam; yea, by grace we 
are every of one us in Christ and in His Church, as by nature we 
are in those our first Parents. God made Eve of the rib of Adam, 
and His Church He frameth out of the very wounded and bleed. 
ing Side of the Son of Man, His Body crucified, and His Blood 
shed for the life of the world, are the true elements of that 
heavenly being, which maketh us such as Himself is, of whom we 
come. Hooker, V.lvi. 7. See also Cudworth’s Works, tom. ii. 
Bp. Beveridye on Article XXYV. ii. p. 210. 
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“ Christ is He who cometh (i. e. is our Messiah and Saviour) 
by water and blood” (see on 1 John v. 4); and S. Ignatius says 
(ad Ephes. c. 18), that ‘‘ Christ purified the Water (of Baptism) 
by His Passion.” He cometh to us by Water in Baptism, and by 
Blood in the Holy Eucharist. 

It is observable, that the Evangelist St. John, who alone of 
the Apostles saw the blood and water flow from Christ’s side, is 
he who records in his Gospel Christ’s sayings, “‘ Except a man 
be born of water,” and “‘ Except ye eat the flesh of the Son of 
Man and drink His dlood.’”’ See above on vi. 53, 54. 

35. «af] Not in Eiz., but in A, D, K, L, X, and other MSS. 
The sense is, that you also who hear, as well as J who saw, may 
believe. For this Gospel is to be read in the Church to you and 
to all Christians, even to the end of time. 

36. ’Ocrovy od ovvTpiBhoeTa avtod] A bone shall not be 
broken of Him. By these words the Holy Ghost teaches, that 
the History of the Paschal Lamb is typical of Christ. (Cp. 
Exod. xii. 46. Numb. ix. 12. Ps. xxxiv. 20.) 

37. ékexévrnoay] they pierced; 171 (dakaru), Zech. xii. 10, 
from root 71 (dakar), to pierce (cp. ddxvw, dig), rightly rendered 
by St. John here (and Rev. i. 7) e&exévtnoav. The Septuagint, 
who have katwpxhoavro, appear to have read 1773, from root 177 
(rakadh), to dance for joy, to insult. 

On this passage of Zechariah, see Bp. Pearson on the Creed, 
Art. iv. p. 379; and Dr. Waterland, ii. p. 19, who observes that 
this application of the prophecy to Christ is a clear assertion of 
His Godhead ; for it is Jehovah Himself who says, ‘‘ They shall 
look on Me whom they pierced.” 

38. *Iwond] Joseph of Arimathea. See on Matt. xxvii. 57. 59. 
Luke xxiii, 53. 

89. cudpyns Kal dAdns ws Altpas Exardv] a mixture of myrrh 
and aloes about a hundred pound weight; not to anoint the 
body, but in order to wrap it up in folds with these aromatic 
spices (see v. 40). The myrrh was the dried juice of the Arabian 
shrub described by Déioscorides, i. 60. Plin. N. H. xiii. 15. 
The aloes, probably the agallochum or xylaloe, which was used 
by the Egyptians for embalming. Salmas. ex Plin. p. 745. 
(Kuin.) 

As to the large quantity of spices here specified, it is pro- 
bable that some portion was used for burning in the sepulchre. 
Cp. 2 Chron. xvi. 14. Josephus relates that 500 slaves, bearing 
aromatic spices, followed the body of Herod to the grave. (Ant. 
xvii. 8. 3.) 

Norbergius de religione et lingua Sabeeorum, p. 12: Exse- 
quias prosequendi Galileis (Sab@is) hic est mos. Mortuum domi 
lavatum, rebus odoratis suffitum, et in arcula vestitum positum, ad 
sepulturam efferunt. Massecheth Semachoth, c. 8, cum mortuus 


esset R. Gamaliel senior, combussit super eum Onkelosus prose- 
lytus ultra Ixxx. libras opobalsami. (Awin.) 

40. ev] Not in Elz., but in many of the best MSS. 

41. «fros] a Garden. Christ changes the valley of the shadow 
of death into a Garden. 

Christ’s human body was laid in a natural garden. His 
human soul was in a spiritual garden (Luke xxiii. 43), and by His 
death and burial He has prepared a garden for the souls and bodies 
of all who depart hence in the Lord ; and He will make them to be 
like the dew of herbs (Isa. xxvi. 19), and to rise up and blossom 
in a glorious spring-time. 

He provides Paradise, or a garden, for the departed soul 
(Luke xxiii. 43), and He makes the Grave itself to be a Garden 
of Paradise; from which at the great Day the bodies of the 
faithful, which have been sown in hope, will rise in vernal beauty, 
and be united for ever in unfading glory to their souls. 


Cu. XX. 1. TH 8 wid Tay caBBarwv] On the first day of the 
week, which we now call the Lord’s Day, on account of the Lord’s 
Resurrection. (Aug., Chrys.) Our Lord arose while the stone 
was yet on the mouth of the cave, and the seals upon the stone; 
but the Tomb was opened after the Resurrection by an Angel, in 
order that others might be convinced of it. (Chrys., Theoph.) 

On this Chapter of St. John, see the conclusion of the Tenth 
Book of 8. Ambrose on St. Luke, ch. xxiv., and on vv. 1—9, see 
Greg. M. Hom. in Ev. xxii. 

— toy AlGov] ‘the stone;’ not mentioned before by St. John; 
but supposed to be known from the other Gospels. Matt. xxvii. 
60. Mark xv. 46. Cp. above, iv. 43; xviii. 32, and p. 268. 

— “npuévov ex] taken out. Observe, éx, out of, showing that 
the stone had been fitted into the mouth of the tomb. (Cp. Mark 
xvi. 3.) 

2. Tpéxer—mpds Sluwva Mérpov] She runneth, and cometh to 
Simon Peter. A confirmation of St. Mark’s account, which re- 
lates that the Angels had given to the women a special message 
to St. Peter. (Mark xvi. 7.) 

— *Hpay tv Kupwv] They took away the Lord. See v. 13. 
Mary Magdalene came to seek the Body only, which she calls her 
Lord (Greg. Moral. iii. 29), and which, as St. Mark relates (xvi. 
1), she had come to anoint. 

— ovr ofdauev] we know not; we women who have been to 
the Sepulchre. A silent confirmation of the narrative of the other 
Evangelists (Matt. xxviii, 1—8. Mark xvi. 1—8), that Mary 
Magdalene had been accompanied by others, Mary the mother of 
James, and Salome, St. John’s mother, of whom S¢. John says 
nothing. 
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6. @ewpe?] he views, considers: stronger than BAére: in v. 5, 
2 proof of John’s modesty when speaking of himself, as compared 
with his biother Apostle Peter. 

— 7a 60dv1a] the linen cloths lying, and the napkin. A cha- 
racteristic instance of St. John’s manner of refuting calumnies, 
without mentioning the authors of them; a lesson of speaking the 
truth in love. The Evangelist had mentioned, that the Body was 
buried with a mixture of myrrh (xix. 39), which fastened the 
cloths to the body, and which binds linen to flesh with as much 
tenacity as lead. And by this particular he guards against the 
allegations of those, who had said that Christ’s body was stolen 
by His Disciples. (See Matt. xxviii. 11—15.) For if any one had 
taken away, or stolen it, they would not have spent so much time, 
and been at the pains to unwrap it, and to lay the cloths apart, 
and to wrap the Napkin by itself. But they would have taken all 
away together. (Cp. Chrys.) 

8. érictevoey] they believed that He was risen. 

9. ovdérw] as yet they knew not the Scripture: now they 
knew it. Before this time, they had not believed the report of the 
women, who had been at the Sepulchre. See Luke xxiv. 11, 
Amlotovy avrats. 

11—18.] For an exposition of these verses, see Greg. M@. Hom. 
in Ey. xxv., and By. Andrewes, Sermon, vol. iii. p. 3—39. 

On the appearances of our Lord to Mary Magdalene, as re- 
lated by the different Evangelists, see Huseb. ad Marinum, Qu. 2 
and 3, ed. Mai, p. 257 (Bibl. Patr. Vatic. vol. iv.). 

ll. 7G wynucto] This is the reading of many of the best MSS. 
Elz. has 7d pynmeior. 

— ‘Os &kAae] As she was weeping. 

15. knmovpds] the Gardener. Tertullian (de Spectac. 30) refers 
to a strange calumny propagated in his time, by the enemies of 
Christianity, in regard to the Resurrection. Speaking of Christ’s 
second Advent, he says, ‘‘ Hic est quem clam discentes surripue- 
runt ut resurrexisse dicatur; vel hortulanus detraxit, ne lactucs 
sue frequentia commeantium adliderentur.”’ 

— «i ov éBdoracas] if thou didst bear Him hence. Mary 
Magdalene, as yet, had only feeble and low notions of Christ’s 
power; and speaks of bearing, laying, and taking away; all ap- 
plicable to the body only. But Christ gradually weans her mind 
from carnal notions, and raises it to higher and heavenly thoughts. 

16. Adye: ati 6 “Inoots, Mapta] Jesus saith to her, Mary. 
Our Lord had first called her by the common name of her sex, 
Woman (v. 13), and was not recognized by her. He then calls 
her by her own name, Mary, as if He had said, Do thou recog- 
nize Him Who recognizes thee. (Greg.) 

He did not produce recognition by means of the eye, but of 
the ear, and by the sound of her own name. (Chrys., who sup- 
poses that Mary saw the two Angels doing reverence to Christ.) 

— réyet aiTG] B, D, L, O,\K%, A add ‘EBoaiorl, which has 
been received by Scholz, Tisch., Alf. Cp. v. 2; xix. 13. 17. 

17. My) pod Errov, or yap avaBéBnra] Cling not to Me, for 
I have not yet ascended. Mary had fallen at His knees, and made 
a movement to embrace the feet of Him Who had recognized her. 


(Chrys., Greg.) He says to her M} mod &rrov. Observe the 
verb &rrov, from &mrouot, properly, to fasten on to an object, to 
cling to it with a view of communicating something to it, or of 
eliciting something from it. Hence it is applied to the sick who 
touched our Lord’s garment, in order to be healed (Matt. xiv. 36. 
Mark vi. 56), and especially to the faithful woman who is said to 
touch Him, é&pacGa:, while the crowd only pressed on Him. See 
above, the notes on Matt. ix. 20, and cp. Mark v. 27. 30. Luke 
viii. 44—47. 

Observe the position of the pronoun od placed emphatically 
before its verb, Cling not to Me (cp. Matt. xvi. 18), Me, who am 
about to ascend, Me, who am to be touched by Faith. 

Observe also, the ¢ense of the verb, drrov. It indicates not 
only a prohibition of a particular acf, but forbids a habit; i.e. 
that of clinging to Him with the bodily touch. 

And the words otrw dvaBéBnna, I have not yet ascended, 
contain a precept concerning the ¢ime, when the habit of touching 
Christ is to be exercised. He is to be touched, after He has as- 
cended ; that is, He is then to be truly touched, when He is beyond 
the reach of the bodily touch. And one of the purposes of His 
Absence, and of His Ascension into Heaven, was to elicit and to 
exercise that touch, by which alone He can now be touched, and 
by which He must be touched, if Virtue is to go out of Him to 
heal us,—the touch of Faith. 

Where the power of the bodily touch ends, there the function 
of the spiritual touch begins; and that is the touch which 
Christ loves, because it most honours Him, and most profits us. 
Hence He says, ‘‘ Touch Me not.” Think not, Mary, of Me as 
you now do; dwell not on what I have been made for thy sake, 
but aspire to That by which thou thyself wast created. I have 
not yet ascended, but when I have ascended, and am no longer 
visible and tangible to mortal sense, and when you believe in Me 
as God, Equal with the Father, then you will really oweh Me. 

Do not strive to detain Me now carnally by the bodily touch, 
which is not the touch I desire; but learn to touch Me spiritually; 
and this you will do, when you can no longer touch Me on earth. 
Then you will learn to touch Me with the spiritual organ, and to 
hang on Me by the tenacious grasp and loving embrace of Faith. 

Besides, now that Christ is ascended, He presents and pleads 
His atoning sacrifice, and intercedes for us, and a special virtue 
goes out of Him (Mark v. 30), in gracious response to the touch 
of faith; viz. the virtue of the divine gift of the Holy Ghost 
Himself; who was not given ¢// Christ had ascended, but who 
was given in consequence of His Ascension, and who is given to 
the touch of Faith. 

This is thus expressed by some of the Fathers: 

Mary, as yet, believed only carnally in Him. She had been 
weeping for Him as Man; and now that with her bodily eye she 
saw Him restored in bodily presence, she imagined that He would 
abide with her as before. But Jesus raises her mind, and inspires 
her with greater reverence; He teaches her that He must be 
touched spiritually, that is, by Faith; that is, He must be touched 
not only as man, but as God, One with the Father. (Aug., Chrys.) 
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We must touch Him Who has ascended as Man (for Ascension is 
an act of body), and Who is to be worshipped as every where 
present, as God, and Who is ever to be touched by Faith. (Aug. 
Tract. 121, Serm. 143, 144.) 

“ Meritd (says S. Ambrose, on Luke xxiv.) prohibetur tan- 
gere Dominum, non enim corporali tactu Christum, sed fide tan- 
gimus.”’ And again; “ Prohibetur tangere, quia nondum in 
Christo inhabitare corporaliter plenitudinem Divinitatis acceperat. 
Deus est quiadoratur ; homo qui tenetur. Ergo non supra terram, 
nec in terra secundum carnem Te querere debemus, si volumus 
invenire. Nunc enim secundum carnem non novimus Christum 
(2 Cor. v. 16). Stephanus non supra terram quesivit, qui 
stantem Te ad dexteram Dei vidit; Maria autem quia querebat 
in terra, ¢angere non potuit. Stephanus autem fetigit, quia que- 
sivit in celo.’’ Hence also S. Leo well says (Serm. Ixxil. p. 154, 
Noli me tangere, &c.), ‘‘ Nolo ut ad Me corporaliter venias, nec 
ut Me sensu carnis agnoscas; ad sublimiora te differo, et majora 
tibi preparo. Cum ad Patrem ascendero, tunc Me perfectius, 
veriusque palpabis, apprehensura quod non tangis, et creditura quod 
MOMMCELINS 00) ete Tune Filius hominis, Dei Filius, excellentits 
sacratiisque znnotuit, cum in Paterne Majestatis gloriam Se re- 
cepit, et ineffabili modo coepit esse divinitate presentior Qui factus 
est humanitate longinquior.”’ See also Jerome, iv. 174. 

Cp. on Rom. x. 6—9, and 2 Cor. v. 16, and Bp. Andrewes, 
ili. 23. 39, Sermons xv. and xvi. on the Resurrection, and Dr. 
Moberly, on the Sayings of the Great Forty Days, pp. 81—95. 

See also the notes on v. 29, on the contrast between, Mary’s 
case and that of St. Thomas. 

We have here, also, divine instruction concerning the pre- 
sence of Christ in the Holy Sacrament of the Lord’s Supper. 
When discoursing on that subject at Capernaum, He had said to 
His disciples, “What and if ye shall see the Son of Man ascend up 
where He was before?’”’ (John vi. 62.) He had thus taught them 
not to crave a carnal presence in that Sacrament. He now says 
to Mary, ‘Touch Me not, for I am not ascended ;’? Touch Me 
not fi/i I haveascended. Touch Me when I have ascended. And 
go and tell My disciples that I am about to ascend. Thus He 
teaches her, and He teaches us His disciples by her, not to dote upon 
a bodily presence, and not to yearn for that. By seeking to de- 
tain Him on earth, we contravene His gracious purposes in ascend-° 
ing to Heaven. By clinging to Him with a carnal grasp, we lose 
Him. By so touching Him, we touch Him not. He says to us, 
Sursum corda, Lift up your heaits. Depress not Me to your- 
selves on earth, but raise yourselves to Me in heaven. Touch Me 
by the hand of Faith. Cling to Me by the embraces of your 
souls. Thus Divine Virtue will flow from Me to heal you and 
refresh you, and to make you partakers of the Divine Nature, and 
to qualify you for the fruition of the Divine Presence for ever. 
My Body given for you, and Blood shed for you, will be to you 
meat indeed and drink indeed, and preserve your souls and bodies 
to everlasting Life. 

B, D omit pov after Marépa, and so Tisch. and Lach. 

— rtd Tarépa pov kal Marépa buav| I ascend to Him Who is 
Father of Me and Father of you (plural). He does not say, 
‘our Father,’ but, ‘ Father of Me,’ by nature; and ‘ Father of 
you,’ by grace. (Awg.) God is Father of us, because He is Father 
of Christ, and because we are made sons of God by adoption in 
Christ. See Gal. iv. 4—6, 7, and By. Pearson, Art. i. p. 55. 
Hence we may refute the Noetian and Sabellian heresy, which 
confounds the Father with the Son. He who goes must be a 
different person from Him to Whom He goes. (S. Hippolyt. 
adv. Noet. § 657.) 

19. tay Ovpadv Kekdrcionevav—HArfev] the doors being shut 
where the disciples were assembled for fear of the Jews, Jesus 
came and stood in the midst. But let no one on this account 
doubt, that our Lord had a real Human Body after His Resurrec- 
tion. ‘‘ He showed Himself alive after His Passion by many in- 
fallible proofs (Acts i. 3). He said, Handle Me and see; for a 
Spirit hath not flesh and bones as ye see Me have; and He ate 
before them” (Luke xxiv. 37—43). 


What therefore may we infer from this sudden apparition of 
Christ’s Body in the presence of His disciples, assembled within 
closed doors? We are thus taught, that together with the reality 
of a human body, Christ possessed Divine Power over those laws 
which regulate the condition of human bodies. Indeed those 
laws themselves are only expressions of His Divine Will. And 
by suspending those laws, He showed that He is not bound by 
them, but is Lord over them. He showed that the machine of 
the Universe does not move in the iron groove of a fatal necessity, 
but is governed and regulated by the sovereign Will and free 
agency of His own Omnipotence. 

He, Who is God and Man, and Who has a human body, as well 
as Divine Power, had shown by means of that human body, before 
His Death and Resurrection, His dominion over the laws which 
regulate the ordinary condition and functions of the human body. 
He had shown this, on several occasions, before His Death and 
Resurrection, by making Himself unseen ; and by gliding invisibly 
through the midst of His enemies; just as now, after His Resur- 
rection, He passes invisibly through the streets of Jerusalem, and 
presents Himself suddenly to His assembled disciples, when the 
doors were shut where they were assembled for fear of the Jews. 
At Nazareth, when the people had thrust Him out of the city, 
and led Him to the brow of the bill, to cast Him down headlong, 
‘“He passed through the midst of them and went His way” 
(Luke iv. 30). So again at Jerusalem, when the Jews had taken 
up stones to cast at Him, ‘‘ He hid Himself from them and went 
through the midst of them, and so passed by ”’ (John viii. 59). 

He had shown also His Divine Power over the ordinary laws 
affecting the human body, by walking upon the sea. By His 
Divine Will, the liquid wave had become a solid pavement be- 
neath His feet. He had also enabled a man,—the Apostle St. 
Peter,—to walk on the sea in the storm (Matt. xiv. 29). And no 
one can doubt that Peter had a real human body. But the laws, 
which ordinarily regulated the functions of St. Peter’s body, were 
modified by the supreme Lawgiver Christ, according to St. Peter’s 
faith in Christ’s Godhead. 

After our Lord’s Resurrection from the Dead, the condition 
in which His own human body lived and moved, was different 
from the manner of its ordinary being and acting before His 
Passion. What had been extraordinary then, became ordinary 
now. But that which He had sometimes done before His Resur- 
rection in regard to His own Body, and also to St. Peter’s body, 
was an evidence that Our Lord had a real body after His Resur- 
rection. It was a refutation of all doubts and objections derived 
from the suddenness of these apparitions after His Resurrection ; 
and it was a reply to all allegations therefrom that He had not 
a real human body at that time. 

Assuredly this was done for our sakes. For thus He has 
given us an assurance, that if we have faith in Him, we also, as 
St. Peter did, may walk on the waves of this world, and live and 
move in a spiritual calm, and enjoy peace amid the storms of life, 
and find a quiet path amid its turmoils and perturbations. And, 
in a literal sense, we may hence derive a joyful hope, that, when 
our bodies shall be raised from the grave, they will mount with 
eagle’s wings, and “be caught up to meet the Lord in the air” 
(1 Thess. iv. 17), and walk on the waves of the clouds, and traverse 
the liquid fields of the sky, and tread the starry courts of heaven, 
and be with the Angels of God. 

On these verses, see Ang. Serm. 247. Greg. M. Hom. 26. 
Bp. Andrewes, Serm. ii. 238, and above, Luke xxiv. 31. 

— Elphvn] Peace be unto you: a greeting twice uttered. 
Well might it be so now ; for now He “ Who is our Peace,’ had 
made Peace between God and men; and had made Peace between 
Jew and Gentile, and united all men in Himself to God. See 
Eph. ii. 14—17, the best comment on this salutation. 

On the Apostolic Salutation expounded from this divine 
greeting, see | Thess. i. L. 

A, B, D, 1, A*¥ omit cvvnypévor, and so Lach., Tisch. 

20. eeitev aitois] He showed them His hands and His side. 
The marks of His wounds were remedies to heal the heart of un- 
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belief. (Greg. Hom. xxvi. in Evang.) And in this sense, also, it 
may be truly said that “‘by His stripes we are healed.’”’ (Isa. 
lili. 5.) 

See also on v. 27. 

— "Exdpynoav] They were glad. They did not inquire, how 
He had come to them through closed doors, but received Him 
with great joy. An example to the disciples of Christ. He who 
came forth to life at His Nativity from the Virgin’s womb, He 
who came forth at His Resurrection from a sealed tomb, He Who 
came through closed doors and stood before His disciples, can 
come to us in ways far beyond our present powers of comprehen- 
sion. He assures us that He does come to us in the Holy Eucha- 
rist. Here is the trial of our Faith. Let us not debate, but 
believe, and welcome Him with joy. See above on vi. 25. 


21. xa8ds] i. e. with authority to send others; as I, Who have 
been sent by My Father, send you; and I send you with the 
Holy Ghost; as J was anointed at My Baptism with the Holy 
Ghost. 

22. evedionce] He breathed on them. They felt His pre- 
sence, as well as saw Him present. He Who breathed into the 
first man, and he became a living soul (Gen. ii. 7), now breathes 
on His Apostles, and thus reminds them that His own Resurrec- 
tion is the beginning of the new Creation; that the breath of 
Christ risen from the dead is the origin of our new Life, and the 
pledge of Life Everlasting ; ‘‘ for as in Adam all die, even so in 
Christ shall all be made alive’”’ (1 Cor. xv. 22); ‘and as the first 
man Adam was made a /iving soul ; so the last Adam was made a 
quickening Spirit,” mvedua (woroody (1 Cor. xv. 45). The act of 
breathing was a proper preparation for communicating the Holy 
Ghost ; and for the exercise of that power, by which, in conse- 
quence of Christ’s Death and Resurrection, the soul, dead in tres- 
passes and sins, was to be raised from death to life by their Apos-. 
tolic Ministrations. See on v. 23. 

Thomas was not present when He breathed on them; yet 
we cannot doubt that the breathing extended its virtue to him, 
and to all who are duly called and sent by Christ. (Cyril.) Cp. 
Numb. xi. 24—26. 

— AdBere Tivetua ayiov] Receive ye the Holy Ghost. A 
proof that the Holy Ghost proceeds from the Son as well as from 
the Father. (Aug. de Trin. iv. 20.) He gave now, that they 
might receive more abundantly hereafter (on the day of Pente- 
cost), and He gave now privately, that they might receive after- 
wards publicly. (Aug. Tract. Ixxiv.) Cp. Jerome, iv. 178. See 
also Bp. Andrewes, Sermons, iii. p. 260. 

23. ty tiwwy ap7te] whosesoever sins ye remit they are re- 
mitted unto them. The Resurrection of Christ from the dead is 
preparatory to, and effective of, our Resurrection from the death 
of sin; which spiritual Resurrection is called by St. John, in the 
Revelation, “the first Resurrection” (see Rev. xx. 5, 6), and is 
necessary as a safeguard against the second death (Rev. xx. 6. 
14; xxi. 8), and as a qualification for the joys of the second, 
or general, Resurrection. Hence, as soon as Christ is risen from 
the dead, He proceeds to speak of Remission of sin, The bands 
of death being burst, those of sin and guilt are now broken also. 
See Jerome, iv. 178, “‘ Prima die Resurrectionis acceperunt Spi- 
rittis Sancti gratiam, qua peccata dimitterent et baptizarent ;”’ and 

Vor., I. 


cp. Bp. Andrewes, Serm. ix. ‘‘On the sending of the Holy Ghost,”’ 
vol. iii. p. 261, and ‘On the Power of Absolution,” v. pp. 83—103, 
and see above on Matt. xvi. 19. 

26. we? tucpas oxtH] after eight days; i.e. on the next 
Lord’s Day. Our Lord does not seem to have shown Himself 
to His disciples in the intervening siz days. Thus He distin- 
guished the first day from all other days of the week, as His Own 
Day. And the Holy Spirit, by recording those appearances in 
Holy Scripture, and by calling it ‘‘ the Lorp’s Day” (Rev. 
i. 10), has consecrated that Day to Him. Cp. above on Matt. 
xxviii. 1. 

Christ rose from the dead on this day ; He appeared twice in 
succession on this day; He gave special evidence of His Kesur- 
rection on this day; on this day He gave the spiritual power to 
His Apostles, by which the soul is raised from the Death of Sin 
(v. 23) ; He gave the earnest of the Spirit (v. 22); and, finally, 
on this day He sent the full effusion of the Hely Ghost to His 
Church (see on Acts ii. 1). 

Hence it appears, that the proper exercise of the Lord’s Day 
is to “rise more and more from the death of sin to newness of 
life.’ “If ye be risen with Christ, seek those things which are 
above”’ (Col. iii. 1); to ‘‘reckon ourselves dead unto sin, aud 
alive unto God through Jesus Christ”? (Rom. vi. 9—1]); to be 
“in the Spirit on the Lord’s Day” (Rev. i. 10). Every Lord’s 
Day ought to be a Day of spiritual Resurrection. Every suc- 
ceeding Lord’s Day ought to find us better prepared for the Day 
of the Lord. Every succeeding Lord’s Day ought to be a step in 
a ladder of Angels toward heaven. (Gen. xxviii. 12.) Then, 
“‘when Christ, Who is our life, shall appear, we also shall appear 
with Him in glory ” (Col. iii. 1—4). 

27. ie Tas xetpas| behold My hands. Our Lord might have 
erased all marks of His wounds from His Body risen and glori- 
fied, but He has preserved them there; He showed them to 
Thomas, who would not believe, unless he saw, and so He convinced 
him; He will show His wounds to those who will not believe, 
and will convict them, and say, Behold Him Whom ye crucified ; 
behold the wounds ye inflicted, see the side which ye pierced. 
(Aug. de Symb. ad Catech. ii. 8.) Our Lord arose with the 
marks of His crucifixion imprinted in His Body, in order that we 
might believe that He arose with the same Body as that in which 
He suffered, (Chrys.) 

Observe, therefore, that the wounds which Satan inflicted in 
malice and scorn on our Lord’s crucified Body, have been con- 
verted by His controlling power and wisdom into proofs of His 
Resurrection, and marks of His personal Identity. They have 
become indelible evidences of His Power, graven, as it were, with 
an iron pen, on the Rock of Ages, to be read by eyes of Angels 
and men for eternity ; and they remain for ever, as glorious tro- 
phies of His victory over death and sin, and over Satan himself. 

This action and these words of Christ seem to be referred 
to in the Fragment De Resurrectione, in Justin Martyr’s Works, 
Append. ii. p. 188. Cp. Justin c. Tryphon. 97, and Apol. i. 35. 

— ph ylvov &moros] Remark yivov: Do not become un- 
believing. Thomas was doubtful, not unbelieving. Our Lord 
warns us, through him, that if we miss opportunities of having 
our scruples removed, if we close our eyes to the evidences He 
gives us of the truth, our doudis will be hardened into unbelief. 

3A 
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28. ‘O Kupids pov kal 6 Oeds pov] My Lord and my God. 
An address to Christ as God. Cp. Christ’s own address on the 
cross to His Father, Mark xv. 34, 6 Oeds pov, 6 Oeds pov, eis 
Tt me éyeatéAumes ; and see below on Heb. i. 8, 9. 

Thomas confesses, that He Whom he now sees, is the same 
Person, as He Whom he had before known as his Lord. He 
owns His identity. And he acknowledges this Person to be God. 
He had felt His Divine power exercised in reading his own 
thoughts. He recognizes Him as Man, and adores Him as God. 
This saying, therefore, was regarded by the Ancient Church as an 
assertion of Christ’s Divinity. See Cyril, Chrys., Athanas., in 
Maldonat. Thomas beheld and touched Christ as Man, and con- 
fessed Him to be God, Whom he did not see nor touch. (Aug.) 

29. we] Some MSS. add wma, which is not found in the 
best MSS. 

From the two examples of Mary Magdalene and of St. 
Thomas respectively, as described by St. John in this chapter, 
we learn two several duties to Christ, risen from the dead and 
ascended into heaven; 

The case of Mary Magdalene (v. 17) was very different 
from that of St. Thomas. She acknowledged His bodily Resurrec- 
tion, and clung with joy to His human Body risen from the 
grave, and was satisfied with His visible presence, and wished to 
retain that. She had yet to learn—and we by her—to see Him 
that is invisible; to touch Him by faith; to ascend to Him with 
heart and mind, and to cling to the hem of the garment of Him 
our great High Priest in heaven, and adore Him as God. There- 
fore our Lord said to her, “Touch Me not, for I am not 
ascended ; touch Me not, ¢i// I have ascended ; touch Me when I 
am ascended; touch Me by Faith. That is the touch, which I 
require; that is the touch, by which I am to be held, and by 
which you may have My Presence with you.” 

But S¢. Thomas would not believe that He was risen indeed ; 
or, if risen, that He was risen in the same human body as that 
which He wore before, and at, His crucifixion. This was what he 
was to learn, and we by im,—faith in our Lord’s Resurrection ; 
faith in our own future Resurrection; faith in the Identity of 
Christ’s risen Body; faith in the identity of our own bodies to 
rise hereafter. 

Therefore Christ, Who had said “ Touch Me not” to Mary, 
said “Touch Me” to St. Thomas. 

Thus we are taught the True Faith in His Divinity, Hu- 
manity, and Personality, by His providential and gracious correc- 
tion of the too material yearnings of a woman’s love, and of the 
too spiritual doubts of an Apostle’s fears. 

— pardpior] blessed are they that have not seen, and yet have 
believed. Let those who wish they had lived in the times of the 
Apostles, and had seen Christ working miracles, meditate on these 
words. See Heb. xi, l. (Chrys.) 

30. TloAAG meéy ody Kal YAAa-onucta] Many other signs truly 
did Jesus. He intimates that the Evangelists did not write all, 
but they wrote enough for our salvation; and that they who are 
not convinced by what is written, would never have been con- 
vinced by more. (Chrys.) 

On the connexion of these verses with what precedes and 
follows, see the note at the head of the next chapter. 

81. yéypamra:] have been written. 

— tva] The design of the Gospel is Faith in Christ, and 
Eternal Life through Faith in Him. *(Bengel.) 


Nore on the Genuineness of the following CHAPTER. 


Ca. XXI. It has been said by some, that this Gospel, as ori- 
ginally written by St. John, ended with the close of the preceding 
Chapter—the Twentieth; and that ‘his Chapter,—the Twenty- 
first,—was added afterwards, either by himself or by some other 
hand. 

The main ground for this allegation is, —that the words 
which conclude the Twentieth Chapter appear to be designed (as, 
it is said, their tenour indicates) to form the conclusion of the 
Gospel. 

On the evidence of the authorship of the Twenty-first Chap- 


ter, it is to be observed ; that all the MSS. have it, without any 
distinction or separation of it from the body of the Gospel; that 
it is also received as an integral part of the Gospel in the Ancient 
Versions and Expositions of it; and that the infernal evidence is 
very strong in favour of its genuineness. For example; this 
Chapter contains many expressions which are characteristic of, 
and peculiar to, St. John. St. John often uses peta Tatra, as in 
y. 1. See iii. 22; v. 1. 14; vi. 1; vii. 1; xix. 38. St. John, and 
St. John alone, uses the words @6¢Aacoa 7 TiBepids (v. 1). Cp. 
above on vy. 1, and Trench on the Miracles, p. 152. He alone 
of the Evangelists uses wévto: (v. 4); he alone uses the double 
Amen (v. 18); he alone uses the form Owpuas 6 Acyduevos AtSupos 
(v. 2); he often uses the form Sfuwy Mérpos (vv. 2, 3. 7. 11. 15), 
which is very rare in the other Gospels; he alone uses the term 
spapiov (vv. 9, 10. 13); he alone uses ma:d/a, as in v. 5. Cp. 
1 John ii. 13. 18; and he alone uses the expression 6 uadnrhs dv 
nyama 6 Inoods (v. 7). The word pévety, to abide, as applied to 
St. John by Christ (vv. 22, 23), and characteristic of St. John’s 
duty and life, seems to have made such an impression on him, 
that he repeats it twenty-six times in his Epistles. And the 
words of Christ, €ws %xouat, till I come (vv. 22, 23), find a 
striking echo in the last chapter of St. John’s Revelation (xxii. 
20), duhv epxov, Kipte *Inoov, Amen, come, Lord Jesus. 

This Chapter must have been written in St. John’s lifetime ; 
for, if it had been written after his death, it is clear that the ob- 
servation on our Lord’s prophecy in v. 23 would have been illus- 
trated by an addition to the effect that St. John had died; and 
that therefore the prophecy could not have meant that he would 
not die. And it is not probable, that any other person would 
have ventured, during St. John’s lifetime, or have been permitted 
by him, to add to his Gospel. 

Besides; the Writer of this Chapter distinctly claims to be 
St. John. See v. 24 compared with the preceding wy. 20 —23. 

And, lastly, this Chapter has been received by the Universal 
Church of Christ as an integral part of St. John’s Gospel. 


There does not seem, therefore, to be any ground for doubting 
that this Chapter was written by St. John. 

But may it not have been written and published by St. John 
himself after he had written and published the preceding part of 
the Gospel? May it not (as some suppose) have been annexed as 
an Appendix to his Gospel by himself ? 

In reply to this question, let it be observed, that St. John’s 
Gospel was written in order to be read publicly in the Churches 
of Christendom. Copies were made of it for this purpose as soon 
as it was written. And if two editions had been published of it, 
it is probable, that seme MSS. of the Gospel would now be extant, 
representing the original edition. But none of the MSS. of this 
Gospel omit the twenty-first chapter. No Version or Exposition 
affords any sign of the existence of ¢wo editions of the Gospel ; 
nor does any ancient writer appear to have received any record, 
or even the least intimation, of their existence. 

It has been alleged, that St. John wrote the twenty-first 
chapter to correct the erroneous notion that he himself would not 
die. (See v. 23.) But suppose this to have been so. St. John’s 
Gospel was not written till fifty years after our Lord’s prophecy 
concerning him was delivered. And he relates that the saying 
that he should not die, went forth in consequence of that pro- 
phecy (v. 23). If, therefore, that erroneous notion was the occa- 
sion of his writing the twenty-first chapter, it would have operated 
as strongly when he jirst published the Gospel, as at any subse- 
quent time after its publication. 

But it is said, that the Gospel ends with the conclusion of the 
Twentieth chapter. What follows (it is alleged) is the result of 
an after-thoughe. 

This allegation appears to proceed from a non apprehension 
of the connexion between the Twentieth and Twenty-first Chap- 
ters. These two Chapters are closely united, as follows : 

Toward the close of the Twentieth Chapter, our Lord says to 
St. Thomas, “‘ Because thou hast seen Me thou hast believed ; 


ee are they that have no¢ seen and yet have believed”? (xx. 
29). 
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St. John then proceeds to intimate to the readers and hearers 
of his Gospel, that ¢hey may obtain for themselves this blessing ; 
and in this respect be more blessed than St. Thomas, and even 
than the Apostles themselves. He therefore adds, that ‘ Jesus 
did many other miracles in the presence of His disciples, which 
have not been written in this book :”’ that is, He did them in the 
sight of those who were convinced by them and believed (v. 30). 

But do not therefore imagine, that you, the hearers and 
readers of the Gospel, are less privileged than we His disciples 
who saw them. For these have been written (Tatdta yéyparrat) 
for your sake, that you, who have not seen them, might believe, 
and so gain the blessing pronounced by Christ on all those who 
believe without seeing; and that, believing, ye might have life in 
His name. 

He thus closes the Twentieth Chapter; and in order to prove 
this more fully, St. John proceeds to add, in the twenty-first 
chapter, a specimen of what was done by Jesus after these things 
which had been written. 

His argument now is—If these things (rtavra) which have 
been already written in this book ought to constrain you to 
believe, and enable you to have life in the Name of Jesus, and to 
obtain the blessing He has promised to those who have not seen 
them and yet have believed, the ground of your belief will be s22/ 
more strong, and your hope and assurance of the promised bless- 
ing will be yet more stedfast, if I proceed to record, by way of 
specimen, and ex abundanti, what Jesus did in addition to, and 
after, these things which have been already written. 

Therefore he proceeds immediately to corroborate his de- 
claration by writing the Twenty-first chapter. That chapter is 
an illustration and expansion of the assertion at the close of the 
Twentieth ; 

Observe how it begins: pera tatra, ‘after these things.’ 
He takes up the word raira from the last verse of the preceding 
chapter. After these things, which have been written, he goes 
on to say, Jesus manifested Himself to His disciples. He 
here also repeats the word padnral, ‘ disciples,’ from the last 
verse but one of the foregoing chapter. He reiterates this word 
‘ disciples’ in vv. 2. 4. 8.12.14. Jesus manifested Himself to 
His disciples: to those who saw and believed,—to Simon Peter, 
to us the two sons of Zebedee, and to others. But do not sup- 
pose that this manifestation was not also for your sakes who hear 
and read this Gospel. ‘‘ Blessed are they that have not seen and 
yet have believed.’”” You who have not seen, but who hear and 
read and Jelieve, may, by believing, inherit a blessing which is 
not enjoyed by us, who were His disciples when He was alive on 
earth ; you may enjoy a blessing which was not possessed by St. 
Thomas, no, nor even by Simon Peter, and by the Israelite in 
whom was no guile, and by the disciple whom Jesus loved, and 
who saw and wrote these things (xxi. 24), and we know that his 
testimony is true. 

Nor is this all. As if to press this argument home still 
more forcibly on his hearers and readers, St. John repeats at the 
close of the last chapter some words which he had used at the 
end of the preceding one. These words are émoinoeyv 6 “Inoous. 
The works which He did (& émoincey), these bear witness of Him 
(vv. 34. 36). Enough and more than enough of these His works 
has now been written, in order that you may believe and have 
life. And now at the close of this Gospel,—the last of all the 
Gospels,—the Gospel written by the disciple whom Jesus loved, 
~ the last surviving Apostle, hear this solemn declaration from me; 
that not only, as I have said before, did Jesus many things which 
have not been written in this book (xx. 30), but that, if all His 
mighty works were written severally and in each particular, not 
even the world itself would contain the books that should be 


written. : : 
Therefore, on the whole, you may derive instruction and 


assurance not only from what has been written in this book 
(xx. 30), but also from what has not been written. Believe, 
therefore, that Jesus is the Christ, the Son of God. Believe, and 
have life in His Name (xx. 30). Believe, and inherit the bless- 
ing—For, Blessed are they that have not seen, and yet have 
believed (xx. 29). 


1. epavépwoe St ofrws] He manifested Himself thus. After 
the Resurrection He was not seen, except when He willed to 
show Himself. (Chrys.) 

For an exposition of these verses, 1—14, see Greg. M. Hom. 
in Ey. xxiv. p. 1543. 

2. NadavajaA)] Nathanael. This is added by St. John to show 
the truth of Christ’s promise to him, i. 46—52. On the question 
whether Nathanael was the same as Bartholomew, see above, 
i. 49. 

— of Tod ZeBedalov] the sons of Zebedee. Another indication 
that this chapter was not written, as some suppose, by some other 
person than St. John, Any other writer would have placed them 
newt to St. Peter, and not after Thomas and Nathanael. (Cp. 
Bengel; see also v. 24.) 

3. ‘Yrdyw artever] I go a fishing. How was this, after St. 
Peter had become a Fisher of men, and when our Lord had said, 
“No man having put his hand to the plough, and looking back, 
is fit for the kingdom of God ?”” (Luke ix.62.) The Apostle Peter 
was not prohibited from seeking the necessaries of life by means 
of his former calling, any more than the Apostle St. Paul was 
forbidden to work with his hands, that he might not be burden- 
some to any. (Aug., Greg.) St. Peter went a fishing,—an inno- 
cent occupation,—but we do not read that St. Matthew returned 
to the seat of custom. ; 

Simon goes a fishing ; Christ was not now continually pre- 
sent in person with His Apostles, and the Holy Ghost was not 
yet given. They had not yet received their commission. They 
had lost the guidance of one Master, and had not received that 
of the other Comforter. They therefore go a fishing; and thus 
show that they are mere fishermen, without Divine grace; and are 
incapable of themselves to do any thing to convert others. (Chrys.) 

— énlacay ovdév] they caught nothing. This was emblematic 
of the labours of the Prophets in the night of beathenism, before 
the coming of Christ. But when He appeared, a large draught of 
Jews and Gentiles was enclosed in the Apostolic Net. (Theoph.) 

They caught nothing in the night, the best time for fishing. 
Christ had not yet come to them. But when He came in the 
morning, and commanded them to let down the net, they could 
not draw it for the multitude of fishes (v. 6). There is no success 
for ‘the fishers of men”’ without Christ. With His aid, the Net 
which has been drawn in vain through the Sea, in the most favour- 
able times according to human calculation, is filled, and does not 
break. These circumstances, so similar in many respects, must 
have recalled the thoughts of the Apostles to the time when our 
Lord called Simon and Andrew from their nets at the same lake 
to be “ fishers of men.’”’ ‘They were designed to teach them, and 
all ‘“ Fishers of men,” that this Fishing was figurative and pro- 
phetical of what they, and their successors after them, were to do 
and expect in the great work of drawing the Net of the Gospel 
through the Sea of the World to the Shore of Everlasting Life. 
Thus also they proved the reality and power of the gift the 
Apostles afterwards received when Christ had ascended into 
heaven, and sent them the Holy Ghost, on the Day of Pente- 
cost. 

5. ’ArerplOncav avtg, OV] They answered Him, that they 
had no mpoopdyioy, i. e. nO dWapiov, or fish; in order that we 
might know, that the fish, which was afterwards seen on the shore 
(v. 9), was not provided by any human means, but by the creative 
power of Christ. 
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7. éxevdirny] A jisher’s coaé or tunic, insiifa, superaria. Cp. | 
Isa. xx. 2, 3. 1 Sam. xix. 24. 2 Sam. vi. 14. 20. 

— ‘yurrés] Not having his upper garment on. See Mark xiv. 
51, 52. 

8. awd] See xi. 18. 
Lach., Tisch. 

9. BrérovTw Gropaxidy xeiuévny] they see a coal-jfire, Fish, | 
and Bread,—provided not by themselves (see v. 5), but by the | 
creative power of Christ. The fire was kindled, the fish and the | 
bread were created, by Him. | 

What did this teach ? 

That He is God; the Crestor of all things. All the elements | 
were here combined. The &@paxes (charcoal) and &pros (dread) | 
from the Earth, representing the Vegetable World. The Fish | 
from the Water. Fire was there, burning the coals, and Air fan- 
ning the flame. 

Tt also showed that the miraculous draught was due to 
Him. He could provide fish not only in the /iguid sea, but even | 
on the sandy shore. 

Hence in the great work, to which the Apostles and others, | 
Preachers of the Gospel, are called as “ Fishers of Men,” they | 
are instructed to look to Him; they must rely on Him. He will | 
enable them to catch fish in the Net of the Gospel, even in the | 
least favourable times and places. He could even supply them | 
with jist on the dry shore. A memorable example of this was |} 
seen in the history of Philip the Deacon, catching a great fish in the | 

| 


B, C, D, L, A have Yoxvoy, and so 


Net of the Gospel (v. 11) even on the deser¢ road to Gaza, See 
on Acts vill, 26—39. 

They must, therefore, ascribe all their success to Him alone; 
and they should never faint in their work. He can and will feed 
them by food supplied and fire kindled— they know not how—by | 
His divine power. = 

10. *Evéyxare] Bring ve of the fish which ye just now caught. | 
Our Lord commanded them to bring of the fish they had caught, 
and then invited them to eat (rr. 12, 13). He takes fhe bread, 
and the fish ikewise, and gives them. He comdines the fruits of 
their labour and of His own Omnipotence, and invites them to | 
partake of them. 

So it is with the preaching of the Gospel. “ We are fellow- 
workers with God” (1 Cor. iii. 9); and in every good work there is 
an union of human labour with divine grace (Phil. ii, 12); and at 
the Great Day, the good and faithful servant who has improved 
his Lord’s money will enter into the joy of his Lord. (Matt. xxv. 
21. 23. Luke xix. 17.) | 

On other occasions, our Lord produced more food from food | 
already existing. Thus He acted in multiplying the loaves, and 
changing water to wine (John ii. 9); and thus He showed that | 
the crestures are His, and are good (see on John vi. 11). But 
after His Resurrection He creates, without any pre-existing | 
matier ; and thus He proved that He is the Creator of all, out of | 
nothing. (Chrys.) : 

They did not dare to ask who He was; but they ate what He 
had created, and which He ordered to be brought and eaten by 
them, in order that they might be able to bear witness to His act 
of Creation. On the word d¥dpior see vi. 9. 

IL. ciAxuce 7) Uxrvey ex) tis ys] Ae drew the net on the 
shore full of great fishes. This Draught of fishes, recorded at the ) 
close of the Gospels, is emblematic of the work of the Church at 


| and drawn fo the shore of eternal life. 


the end of time, when the net of Evangelic Preaching will be full, 
Matt. xiii. 47, 48. 
(Aug.) ; 

All the fishes were great. Such will be the glory of the 
Saints in heaven. 

This miraculous draught effer the Resurrection is to be con- 
trasted with the former miraculous draught at the Jeginning of 
our Lord's ministry. (Matt. iv. 18—22. Mark i. 16—20. Luke 
vy. 1—ll. See 4ug., Serm. 249—251.) There the fishes were 
hauled up into the doafs on the sea, here they are drawn to the 
land; there the net was on the point of bursting asunder (d:eé- 
Siryrvro), here it is not torn at all (odx éoxis@n) ; there the fisher- 
men were called to be fishers of men (Matt. iv. 19), Aere they are 
invited to sit down and feast with Christ. 

The former miraculous Draught represents the fishers tossed 
in the ship of the Church, on the sea of this world, and drawing 


| bad and good fish (Matt. xiii. 47) into the Net of the Church 


Visible, which is always strained by schisms, and ever on the 
point of breaking asunder. This second miraculous Draught—that 
after the Resurrection—represents her labour done, and the good 
fish drawn to the Jand of everlasting life, and the Fishers of the 
Gospel sitting down at a spiritual Banquet with their Lord, on the 
peaceful Shore of Life Everlasting, after their own Resurrection, 
through the Resurrection of Christ. 

A, B, C, L, P, X, A have ets thy yijv, and so Tisch. in ed. 
1849, not in ed. 1859. 

— éxatby xevrnxovtatpiayv] one hundred and fifty-three. S. 
Jerome (on Ezek. xivii.) says that the ancients supposed that all 
the genera of fishes were 153; and that this number indicates that 
““omne genus hominum de mari hujus seculi extrahetur ad 
salutem.”” The mention of this number 153 is more remarkable, 
because it is so near a round number 150, to which és might have 
been prefixed. 

But may it not be said, that this very nearness to a round 
number serves to bring out more clearly the truth, that the great 
God and Judge of all does not look ad generalia, but counts every 
one of His elect children, whose very hairs are all numbered 
(Matt. x. 30)? 

The number 153 is composed of 50 x 3 + 3; 50 is the 
number of judilee (Levit. xxv. 9—13), when every Israelite re- 
turned to his inheritance; 3 is the number of the Persons of the 
Godhead, and symbolizes what is Divine (cp. on Matt. x. 2), and 
perhaps this number 153 may be expressive of the Jubilee of the 
true Israel of beatified Saints coming to their inheritance in God 
and dwelling in God, as their all in all (1 Cor. xv. 28) in the 
heavenly Canaan. 

— ode éaxlcén Td Sixtvov] the nef was not rent. The net is 
a figure of the Church of the elect. There are divisions in the 
Charch on earf4; but there are no schisms in the Church of the 
Saints. (Axg.) 

12. apietncare] come to breakfast. %picrov piv éot) 7d xd 
thw Ew AcuSavduevoy, Athen. i.9, 10. &picrov 7d xpdivov eu- 
Spewa, oly Td axpdtiocua, Apollon. Lex. Hom. p. 206. It was 
now early Dawn, towia (rv. 4), a proper emblem of the Morning 
of the Resurrection, when Christ will appear, standing on the sca- 
shore of Eternity, and invite His disciples to sit down with Him 
at His Table. (Cp. Luke xii. 37.) 

18. “Epxera: —éuoies] See on v. 9. 
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15. *Iwva] B, D have "Iwdvov, and so Lach. Tisch. has 
*Iwdvvov here, and in wv. 16. 

— madciov tovtwy] more than these; thy brethren? Thou, 
who once didst say that although ¢hey all should be offended with 
Me, yet wouldest thou never be offended (Matt. xxvi. 33. Mark 
xiv. 29. Luke xxii. 33. John xiii. 37); and thus didst claim to 
thyself the credit of special constancy and love, ‘“ Dost thou love 
Me more than these do?” 

— ov oldas] Thou knowest ; repeated thrice. St. Peter had 
now learnt that Christ knew him better than he knew himself. 

15—17.] The questions of our Lord, the answers of St. Peter, 
and our Lord’s commission to him, stand thus :— 

1. (v.15) ayards Nal, Kupte, ov of- Béone td dpvla. 
pe TWAcioy TOUTwY ; das bt PiAG oe. pov. 

2. (v. 16) dyamrGs Nal, Kupte, od of- Tlofuarve TH 
das Ort PirAG oe. mpdBatTd pov. 

Kipie, ob mavTa Bécke ta mpd- 
otdas’ ob yivd- BaTd pov. 
okels OTL PLAG oe. 

In the Hebrew and Syriac there are not the same shades of 
difference in words of loviny, as there are in the Greek of the 
New Testament and in the Vulgate Latin Version, which (as 
Buttmann observes in Lachmann’s edition of N. T., p. xlv) ren- 
ders uniformly ayamwdy by diligere, and giAetv by amare and 
osculari. The last word osculari serves better than any comment 
to mark the difierence between ayangy and pideiv. 

Though therefore it would not seem safe to build any thing 
upon the Syriac words, which our Lord may be supposed to have 
uttered, yet the Holy Spirit, the Searcher of hearts, Who knew 
what was in our Lord’s mind and in St. Peter’s mind, signified 
something by availing Himself of the variations of Greek in the 
words for love, and also for feed, in this Evangelical narrative. 

Our Lord asks St. Peter, ayards ue; ‘ Diligis me?’ St. Peter 
dares not presume to say that he has that constant, unwavering, 
practical love which dydrn implies (see 1 Cor. xiii.), such as 
was the love of Christ for His friends, especially for St. John 
(see v. 20). He can only answer for the emotions of his heart 
at the time, which he now knows by experience to be weak, 
though fervent and tender. Therefore he says piA@ oe. He will 
not rise above professions of piAd. 

Our Lord, having first deigned to waive the words Actoy 
tovtwy (more than these, see v. 15), at length condescends still 
further to his humility and diffidence, and adopts St. Peter’s own 
word, and says $iAets me; 

Our Lord had known, that St. Peter, in his self-confidence, 
had formerly professed more than he would perform; and now 
He knows that St. Peter will hereafter perform more than in his 
humility he professes. 

Formerly St. Peter had professed dyamdy, but his ayandy 
proved to be only a short-lived giAciv. Now he only professes 
gtaciv, but Christ knows that it will be a long-lived ayamgy ; it 
will be an dydrn in old age (v.18), an aydrn stronger than death. 
Therefore our Lord commands him to prove his love by feeding 
the Lambs and Sheep of His Flock (for which He had shed His 
Blood) with the milk of His Word and spiritual herbage, and by 
tending His Sheep with his pastoral crook. And He Who knew 
Peter better than Peter knew himself, foretells that Peter will 
prove his dydmn by the best of all tests (John xv. 13), the test 
which Christ, the good Shepherd, has given of His own love for 
His Sheep—namely, by his death. 

On this passage, see Dean Trench’s Synonyms of N. T. p. 
48. Meyer refers to Tittémann, Synon. p. 53. 

— Béone 7a dpvla ov} Feed My Lambs, The appointed 
way, by which St. Peter must prove his love to Christ, was by 
being a faithful shepherd under the Chief Shepherd. St. Peter 
had probably these words of Christ in bis mind, when he wrote 
what he says in his Epistle, 1 Pet. v. l—4. 


Mes 
3. (v. 17) pidrets 
Hes 


Peter answers, one for all, and Christ addresses all Shepherds 
in Peter. (Aug. Serm. 137. 295, 296.) 

The command Bécre, pasce, is repeated: it stands first and 
last (vv. 15. 17) with wofyave between, v. 16. To provide whole- 
some food for Christ’s Sheep and Lambs is the first and last thing ; 
the love of the Shepherd who tends, and leads, and guards, and lays 
down his life for the flock, is the central spring of all, which 
shows itself in outward acts. 

16. mpéBara] B,C have wpoBdria, and so Tisch. Cp. épldua, 
Matt. xxv. 33. 

17. Aéyet abt 7d tTpirov)] He says to him the third time. This 
triple confession is made a counterpoise to the ¢riple denial, that 
Peter’s tongue may be an organ of love no less than of fear; and 
that the presence of Life may not elicit less, than the imminence 
of Death had done. (Aug.) 

— Béoxe 7a mpdBard ov] Feed not thyself, but feed My 
sheep; the sheep of Christ. Not ¢hy sheep, not the sheep of man. 
They who feed Christ’s sheep with a desire to make them their 
own sheep, convict themselves of loving themselves more than 
Christ. Let us not love ourselves, but Him; and in feeding His 
sheep, let us not seek our own things, but His. He who loves 
himself and not God, is no true lover of himself; for of himself 
he cannot live, and he therefore dies by loving himself. Hence 
the Apostle traces the evils of the last days to self-love (2 Tim. 
iii. 1—5). We love ourselves best by not loving ourselves; 
ie rs loving Him, from Whom our life comes. (Aug. Tract. 

23. 

— mpdfara] A, B, © have mpoBdria, and so Tisch. S. Am- 
brose says, “ tertio meretur audire, Pasce agniculos Meos, Pasce 
agnos Meos, Pasce oveculas Meas.’’ 

Christ addresses His Church in Peter, whom He desires to 
make a good Shepherd in His own Body the Church, and asks 
him, ‘ Lovest thou Me?” And in saying, “Feed My Sheep,” 
and in foreshowing Peter’s death, He intimates the duty of the 
good Shepherd to “lay down his life for the Sheep”? (John x. 11. 
15). (Aug. Tract. 47.) 

What Christ is, a good Shepherd, that He enables His 
members to be. Peter is a Shepherd, and Paul is a Shepherd, 
and the rest of the Apostles are Shepherds, and good Bishops are 
Shepherds, but none of us calls himself the Door of the Sheep. 
Paul was a good Shepherd, because he entered by the Door; and 
when the Sheep at Corinth began to call themselves by names of 
different Shepherds, saying, ‘I am of Paul, 1 am of Cephas,’’ 
he exclaimed, ‘‘ Whither are ye going, miserable that ye are? 
Was Paul crucified for you?” (1 Cor. i. 12, 13.) Aug. Tract. 
47. Cp. Dr. Barrow on the Pope’s Supremacy, vol. vi. pp. 
110—118. Dr. Moberly on the Forty Days, pp. 134—192. 

18. exreveis Tas xelpas] thou shalt stretch out thine hands, 
that is, be crucified; as he was at Rome. Aug. See Tertullian, 
Presc. Heret. 36. Husebius, ii. 25. 

— oie. dou od GéActs| will carry thee whither thou wouldest 
not. Peter desired to be released from the burden of the body, 
and to be with Christ; but, if it might be so, he desired life 
eternal without the pains of a violent death ; he shrunk from those 
pains through natural infirmity, and was carried to them unwill- 
ingly; but he overcame them and suffered willingly. Peter had 
said, ‘‘I will never deny Thee; I will lay down my life for Thee.’ 
Christ grants him his will; but in saying ‘‘ whither thou wouldest 
not,”’ He intimates the sympathy and necessity of nature, and 
that the soul is unwilling to be severed from the body ; otherwise 
there would be often self-murders. Peter was carried unwillingly to 
be crucified, but he suffered willingly on the cross, 

However grievous may be the pain of death, it is to be over- 
come by the power of Love for Him Who is our Life, and Who 
willingly suffered death for our sakes, 

Christ reserved the glory of martyrdom for the old age of 
Peter. (Aug., Chrys.) His old age was no hindrance to his 
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courage, for he was a new man in Christ, and was invigorated by 
the Holy Ghost. (Cp. Chrys.) 

19. onuatywy] signifying by what manner of death he would 
glorify God. He does not say ‘die.’ To suffer for Christ is to 
glorify God. Peter, who had promised, in presumptuous haste, that 
he would die for Christ, at last died for Him in perfect love. It 
was needful that Christ should first die for the salvation of Peter, 
before Peter could die for the Gospel of Christ. (Aug.) 

— *Akodovde: wot] Follow Me. Thou hast heard My words, 
which are the words of Him Whose trath thou hast proved by 
thine own denial of Him. He Who prophesied that thou wouldest 
deny Him, now prophesies that thou wilt die for Him. Now thou 
mayest no more fear to die, for He liveth, Whom thou didst weep 
as dead, and Whom thou didst endeavour with earnest love to 
deter from dying for all. (Matt. xvi. 22.) Peter not only followed 
Christ to death, but in the manner of his death—crucifixion. 
(Aug.) 

22. Edy adrby Oédw mévery ws Epxouct] If I will that he 
should not follow Me, as thou wilt, by martyrdom on the cross, 
but that he should tarry for a placid consummation of his life, 
and wait in expectation ¢i// I come to take him to Myself in peace. 
(Aug. Cp. Serm. 253.) See on v. 28. 

Our Lord had before said to Peter (John xiii. 36), thou canst 
not follow Me now ; now that thou boastest of thine own strength, 
saying that thou wilt not deny Me, but wilt lay down thy life for 
Me. But, He added, thou wilt follow Me hereafter; and He 
now explains that saying. 

_ Epxouat] while I am coming, and till I come (1 Tim. 
iv. 13). 

— ool] Both pronouns are emphatic. The oblique cases 
of the pronoun *Ey® (viz. j:08, ol, we) are often used in the New 
Testament in a manner peculiar to it; and this usage imparts 
much strength and clearness to the sense. See the remarkable 
example in Matt. xvi. 18, oixodounow mod thy exxAnoiav. When 
so used, they do not follow their substantive, but precede it. 
They are not enclitic, but emphatic. The same may be said of 
their relation to verbs, as here, where the sense is, ‘‘Do thou 
follow Me, instead of inquiring what will become of him.’’ In 
the present Edition these oblique cases have been accentuated 
accordingly. 

23. "EtjAGey ody] This saying then went forth among the 
brethren that that disciple would not die. And this notion lin- 
gered in certain quarters even to the age of S. Augustine, who 
relates that some persons imagined that St. John was not dead, 
but only asleep in his grave at Kphesus. 

— arobvioke] Cp. Matt. ii. 4, rod 6 Xpiords yevvarar; 

— kad ovn elev avte 6 “Inoots] and yet Jesus said not unto 
him that he was not to die, but If I will that he tarry till I come, 
what is that to thee? 

Our Lord delivered here two prophecies, one concerning the 
death of St. Peter, the other concerning the death of St. John ; 

The prophecy concerning St. Peter’s death had been fulfilled, 
and had been explained by its fulfilment, when St. John wrote his 
Gospel. It had been fulfilled and explained by the manner of 
St. Peter’s death, in which he followed Christ to the cross, and 
so glorified God (v. 19). 

But the other prophecy—that concerning St. John’s own 
death—was not yet fulfilled. But it also was to be fulfilled, and 


to be explained by its fulfilment when the Evangelist came to die. 
And those persons who survived him, or lived after him, knew that 
it was fulfilled by St. John’s patient waiting, and in the quiet 
endurance of Jife, protracted among many trials, after the death 
of all his brother Apostles, till Christ came and took him to 
Himself by a natural death. St. Peter fo/lowed Christ; St. John 
tarried for Him. St. Peter’s was the martyrdom of death, St. 
John’s was the martyrdom of life. 

The Holy Spirit, by commenting here on a fulfilled prophecy, 
that concerning St. Peter, teaches us to attend to the fulfilment 
of prophecy in our own times. And by only correcting an error 
with regard to an unfulfilled prophecy,—that concerning St. John, 
—He teaches us not to speculate curiously on unfulfilled prophe- 
cies ; but to wait patiently, till Christ comes to us in the events of 
History, and interprets His own Prophecies by fulfilling them, 

24, Oirds éorw] This is he, St. John himself. On odros, 
used by a speaker when designating himself, see the note on Matt. 
xvi. 18. 

— otdapev] we know. I, and you whom I address, know that 
His testimony is true, for it is the testimony of the Spirit of Truth 
(cp. 1 John v.9. 3 John 12). Here is an assertion of Inspiration. 
Who could have recorded Christ’s Discourses on the mysterious 
doctrines revealed in this Gospel, and have solemnly affirmed that 
his record was true, if he had not been enabled to do so by the 
illumination of the Holy Ghost? 

The writer unites himself with his hearers and readers in one 
confession of the truth. Compare the Amen at the end of St. 
Luke’s Gospel, and of this Gospel. 

25. boa] what and how many ; not for & simply, but indicating 
multitude and greatness, “‘ que et quanta.” So used by St. John, 
Rey. i. 2, ca cide, “‘ que et quanta vidit.” 

— 0088 adroy olua: Toy Kdauov xwphoat] A manner of speech 
which is employed when that which is evident is amplified, with- 
out any deviation from truth. The expressions used may exceed 
the fact, but so as to show the desire of the speaker without any 
illusion being practised on the hearer. This figure of speech, 
called hyperbole, is found in other places of Holy Writ. Aug. 
Cp. Aug. Civ. Dei, xvi. 21. Cp. Rom. ix. 3. Glass. Philog. 
Sacr. tract. i. cap. xix. p. 905, ed. 1711. 

St. John testifieth this, with as great certainty of truth as 
height of hyperbole. (By. Pearson.) 

— oiuot] I deem, the first person singular; very appropriate 
after oYSauev the first person plural in the preceding verse, lest 
any one should attribute this verse to any but one person, namely, 
the beloved disciple, who wrote these things—St.John. Some, 
however, have questioned the genuineness of this verse. But it 
is found in all the MSS. with scarcely more than a single excep- 
tion (Cod. 63). 


St. John ends his Gospel with the recital of the manifesta- 
tions of Christ after His Resurrection ; and he does not describe 
the Ascension of Christ into heaven. This had been already done 
in the preceding Gospels. (Mark xvi. 19. Luke xxiv. 51. Cp. 
Acts i. 2—12.) He takes for granted, that it is well known to 
those for whom he wrote. And though he does not describe it, 
yet he records three speeches of Christ referring to it (iii. 13; 
vi. 62; xx. 17). See note on Mark xvi. 19, and above, p. 268. 
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INTRODUCTION 


TO THE 


ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 


No portion of Holy Writ has been made the occasion of more controversy as to its design than the 
Acts of the ApostTLEs. 

Some have said that it is composed without any specific plan’, and that it is merely a collection, 
imperfect and fragmentary, of such materials concerning the primitive Church, as happened to be 
accessible to the writer. It has been argued from its inscription to Theophilus’, that it was designed. 
only for the use of a private Christian. It has been observed, that it records only some actions of 
two of the Apostles, St. Peter and St. Paul; and that it says nothing of their Epistles, or of the 
martyrdom of either, and that it terminates unexpectedly with St. Paul’s first visit to Rome. And 
it is alleged, that its title, ‘the Acrs of the Avosrizs,” disappoints the reader, and can hardly have 
been assigned to it by the writer himself. 

Others *, in recent times, profess to have discovered in this book a design to vindicate St. Paul, 
the Apostle of the Gentiles, from the charges of those who contrasted his teaching with that of 
St. Peter, the Apostle of the Circumcision; as if the one were contradictory to the other. And 
others‘, accepting this hypothesis concerning the Acts, have proceeded so far as to affirm, that the 
view presented to us there, of St. Paul’s teaching, is inconsistent with the tenour of St. Paul’s 


Epistles. 


The tendency of these theories is evidently to invalidate its Authority, and to undermine the 


foundations of its Genuineness and Inspiration. 


Happily, however, for the Christian Church, there is no book whose Authenticity, Genuineness °*, 


1 e. g. See Dr. Davidson, Introduction to N. T., ii. p. 62, and 
ibid. p. 24. 

2 Kuinoel, Zeigler, Heinrichs, Meyer, and others. 

3 Schneckenburger iiber d. Zweck d. Apostelsgeschichte. Bern. 
184]. 

4 Bauer, Schwegler, and Zeller. 

ryt: 

ae On the subject of the Authorship, the following ingenious 
argument from internal evidence deserves to be cited ; 

“ Acts xvi. 10: ‘ After he had seen the vision, immediately 
we endeavoured to go into Macedonia, assuredly gathering that 
the Lord had called us for to preach the Gospel unto them.’ 

‘‘ Here the writer of the history, by the change of persons, 
first indicates his own presence as a companion of the Apostle. 
It is well known that this book of Acts, as well as the third 
Gospel, are ascribed to St. Luke by the universal tradition of the 
Church; but it seems never to have been shown that the same 
conclusion may be reached, simply and rigidly, by the internal 
evidence alone. 

“The writer then, so far as we can learn from his history, 
was present with the Apostle from Troas to Philippi, in his first 
visit to Europe; was absent from him or not distinctly present, 
after his departure from Philippi, during his double stay at Co- 
rinth and Ephesus; and having joined him at Philippi again, 
continued his companion during his voyage from Greece to Pales- 
tine, his imprisonment at Czsarea, his second voyage, and, at 
least, the earlier part of his imprisonment at Rome. 

“None of St. Paul’s letters were written until his arrival at 
Corinth, when the first separation had taken place. Six of them, 
the first and second to Thessalonica, the Epistle to the Galatians, 
the first and second to Corinth, and the Epistle to the Romans, 
were written during the interval of the writer’s apparent absence. 

Vou. 1.—ParT I. 


See Meyer’s Hinleitung, 


His name could not then be expected to occur in these letters 
among the friends who were present with St. Paul, and who 
joined in the salutations. 

‘Four other letters, to the Ephesians, Colossians, Philemon, 
and Philippians, were written during the first imprisonment at 
Rome. Now since the writer had been a companion of the 
Apostle for three whole years before that imprisonment, had 
attended him on the voyage with only one or two others, and had 
continued with him till his arrival at Rome, it is most improbable 
that he would leave him at once, and not cheer him by his pre- 
sence and friendship, as in the previous long delay at Czsarea. 
In these letters, therefore, if the helpers present with St. Paul 
are at all mentioned, his name will be likely to appear. And 
since he had been so intimate a companion, and attended him 
faithfully so long, it seems almost certain that the Apostle, if he 
specified his chief helpers and friends who were with him, could 
not omit one so conspicuous. The writer, we may thus infer, 
was either Tychicus, Timothy, Epaphroditus, Epaphras, Onesi- 
mus, Aristarchus, Marcus, Jesus Justus, Luke, or Demas, the 
only persons whose names appear in the salutations of these four 
letters. 

“But this choice is soon reduced within narrower limits. 
Timothy, Tychicus, and Aristarchus could none of them be the 
writer, since they accompanied Paul and himself on the voyage 
from Greece (Acts xx. 4, 5). Onesimus is excluded, since he 
was converted by St. Paul during his imprisonment at Rome 
(Philem. 10). Mark is also excluded, since he is mentioned 
repeatedly in the history, and was rejected by St. Paul as a com- 
panion in that very journey in which the writer soon afterwards 
joined him, Epaphroditus clearly was not with the Apostle when 
the imprisonment began, but was sent to him from Philippi, when 
they heard tidings of his necessities. Epaphras appears to have 
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and Inspiration, are more strongly corroborated by the consentient testimony of Ancient Christendom 
than the Acts of the Apostles. 

The evidence of this is clear and open to all’. And taking for granted that this book was 
dictated by the Holy Ghost, we may feel confident, that, whether we can discover its design or no, a 
design certainly it has, not unworthy of its Divine Author. He is the Spirit of Counsel and of 
Might, and what He wisely purposes, that He effectually performs. 

But, is it difficult to discover its plan? Let us consider this question. 

St. Luke has written one work, consisting of two parts; the former his Gospel, the latter the 
Acts of the Apostles. 

The connexion of these two parts is marked by the commencement of the latter, with a reference 
to the former, and by the inscription of both to one person. 

The latter opens thus; ‘‘ The former Treatise,” i.e. his Gospel, “ I made, O Theophilus, of all 
that Jesus began both to do and to teach, until the day in which He was taken up.” 

Let us remark also, that in his latter treatise, the Acts, he resumes the subject at the point 
where, in the former, the Gospel, he had left it; namely, with a description of Christ’s Ascension 
into Heaven. 

Therefore, it appears from the Acts, that in his former treatise, the Gospel, St. Luke had 
professed to give an account only of what Jesus began to do and to teach, while He was im person 
upon earth. 

But now, in his second treatise, the Acts of the Apostles, he has a higher and ampler subject 
before him. 

In this book, the sequel of his Gospel, the blessed Evangelist, being inspired by the Holy Ghost, 
comes forward and unfolds, as it were, the doors of heaven, and reveals to the world, what the same 
Jesus, having ascended into heaven, and being exalted to the right hand of God, and there sitting in 
glory, continues “to do and to teach,’ not any longer within the narrow confines of Palestine, or 
during the few years of an earthly ministry, but from His royal throne in His imperial City, the 
banal Jerusalem; and what there sitting in glory He does and teaches, “in all Judea and in 
Samaria, and unto the uttermost parts of ake earth’,” by the instrumentality of Apostles and 
Apostolic men, and Apostolic Churches, in all ages of the world; and what He will ever continue 
to do and to teach, from heaven, by the power of the Hoty Guost sent down from heaven after His 
Ascension ; even till He comes again in glory to judge both the quick and dead. 


This is the view which the Author himself propounds of his own plan in composing this book. 


Let us consider, whether this view is consistent, 

I. With what may be gathered from other writers of Holy Scripture, concerning Christ’s Office 
after His Ascension, and auc His Session in Glory ? and 

II. Whether it be confirmed by internal evidence derivable from the Acts of the Apostles ? 


J. Our Blessed Lord Himself, when upon earth, had promised to be always with His Apostles * 
and He had said to them, a little before His Ascension, “‘ As My Father hath sent Me, even so send 
I you*.” Thus He prepares us to regard their Acts as done by Himself. THe had also said that the 
works which they would do after His Ascension would be even greater than those works which 
He had done when on earth, because He would go to the Father; that is, He Himself, after His 
been a local Pastor from Colossz, who arrived also at Rome after 


the imprisonment there had begun. Thus Jesus Justus, Luke, 
and Demas are the only three names which are not absolutely 


It would be a high degree of moral incongruity to suppose that 
this apostate, whether his apostasy was temporal or final, and not 
the companion who was faithful to the last, was the same with 


excluded by these texts. 

“That Jesus Justus was not the writer may be gathered from 
two presumptions of considerable weight. First, he was of the 
circumcision, or a Jew by birth; while several indications in the 
book of Acts lead us to suppose that the writer was a Greek, and 
only a Proselyte, rather than a native Jew. And next, Jesus 
Justus is named only once, while the two others are named three 
times in these Epistles. Now the companion of the Apostle for 
sO many years, and through so many dangers, would not be likely 
to be left thus entirely in the background, compared with others. 

‘« The choice will now be confined to Luke and Demas, each 
of whom is mentioned three times, and always near together. In 
the last instance, however, there occurs a remarkable contrast. 
In his second imprisonment, as we learn from 2 Tim. iv. 10, 11, 
Demas forsook the Apostle, through love of the world, and ‘ only 
Luke’ continued with him, while every other helper was absent. 


the faithful companion during shipwreck and imprisonment, and 
the honoured writer of two main books of the sacred canon. And 
thus, by internal evidence alone, we are led to the conclusion that 
Luke, and no other, was the real Author of the Gospel and the 
book of Acts. The circumstantial evidence limits our choice to 
three names, while the moral evidence, hardly less forcible, con- 
fines it among these to St. Luke only.’’—Birks’ Hore Aposto- 
licee, pp. 351—353. 

' It may be seen in Lardner, iii. 207. Kirchofer, Quellen. 
sammlung zur Geschichte des N. T. Canons, pp. 161—168 
Davidson’s Introduction, pp. 2,3; and Appendix A to the Edi- 
tor’s Lectures on the Canon of Scripture. See also below, p. 
6, note. 

2 Actsi. 8. 

3 Matt. xxviii. 20. 

4 John xx. 21. 
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Ascension, and the Giving of the Holy Ghost, would do greater works by their instrumentality, 
than He had done when visible in His bodily presence upon earth’. 

Accordingly St. Mark concludes His Gospel, by expressing in few but comprehensive words, 
what may be regarded as the argument of the Acts of the Apostles. ‘So then after the Lorp had 
spoken unto them, He was received up*into heaven, and sat on the right hand of God; and they 
went forth and preached every where, the Lorv working with them, and confirming the Word with 
signs following ’.” 

Thus the Holy Ghost, speaking by St. Mark, represents the Lord Jesus as continuing to do and 
to teach every where, after His Ascension, by the ministry of His Apostles, what He had begun to do 
and to teach while He was visible upon earth. 

Similarly, the Apostle St. Paul, who, as Christian Antiquity testifies, was St. Luke’s fellow- 
labourer in writing, as well as in preaching the Gospel *, represents Christ in glory, as the Origin of 
all that is done or taught in the Church by the ministry of men. ‘“ He that descended is the same 
also that ascended up far above all heavens, that He might fill all things. And He gave some 
Apostles, and some Prophets, and some Evangelists, and some Pastors and Teachers, for the per- 
fecting of the saints, for the work of the Ministry, for the edifying of the body of Christ *.” 

In like manner the beloved Disciple St. John, to whom it was given to behold Christ in Glory, 
describes Him in the Apocalypse as walking in the midst of the seven Golden Candlesticks ; which 
are the Churches of God’. 

Therefore the Church of England, in her Office for ordering of Priests, looks up from earth to 
heaven, and praises God for having given His dearly beloved Son, Who, “after He had made 
perfect our Redemption by His death, and was ascended into Heaven, sent abroad into the world His 
Apostles, Prophets, Evangelists, Doctors, and Pastors, by whose labour and ministry He gathered 
together a great flock in all parts of the world, to set forth the eternal praise of God’s holy Name.” 


II. Let us now examine, whether this view of the design of the Acts of the Apostles, is 
authorized by the contents of the book itself. 

1. Consider the first Act there recorded as done by the Apostles RS the Ascension. They return 
from the Mount of Olives to Jerusalem, and resort to the Upper-room’®, probably the same where Jesus 
had instituted the Lord’s Supper, and had shown Himself alive to the Apostles on the two successive 
Sundays after His Resurrection. There they nominate two persons, with the view of tilling up the 
vacancy made by the death of Judas, and they address a prayer to Jesus, “ Lord’, show whether of 
these two Thou hast chosen*.” Thus they declare their persuasion that He Who is removed from 
their bodily sight is still present with them, as He Himself had promised to be’; and that sitting 
on His throne in Heaven, He can and does choose an Apostle, as truly as when He was walking on 
earth, by the side of the Sea of Galilee. The lot was cast into the lap, but the disposing of it was of 
the Lord*®. The lot which fell upon Matthias was dropped from heaven by the hand of Christ. 

2. Observe the next great event in this sacred History—the Descent of the Holy Ghost from 
heaven. Christ when on earth had breathed upon His Apostles and said, “ Receive ye the Holy 
Ghost *.” Thus He showed that He Himself was the source whence that gift would come. And 
when the Holy Spirit was poured forth on the Apostles, Peter ascribed the effusion to Christ ; “He, 
having reecived of the Father the promise of the Holy Ghost, hath shed forth this which ye now 
see and hear”.” He, Who while on earth did and taught what the Messiah was to do and teach, 
now does and teaches in a more glorious manner by the Holy Ghost the Comforter, Whose Mission 
from heaven is like a royal largess, bestowed in honour of Christ’s Coronation, a sign and fruit of 
His heavenly inauguration and glorious enthronization on the Right Hand of the Majesty on high. 

Hence the Kingdom of Christ, which was commenced by His ministry upon earth, is now 
continued, extended, and amplified. The Four Gospels are the Beginnings”® of its history: they 
reveal the Day-Spring from on high, and the orient gleams of the Sun of Righteousness. But in 
the Acts of the Apostles the Sun has risen in his strength, and shines in noonday splendour. After 
His exaltation in glory, and after the bestowal of the Holy Ghost, the number of the names of the 


1 See on John xiv. 12. 7 That Kupios is here Christ, see notes on Acts i. 6. 21. 24. 
2 Mark xvi. 19, 20. 5 Acts i. 24. 
3 See the authorities in the Introductions to the Four Gospels, 9 Matt. xxviii. 20. 
and to St. Luke’s Gospel. 10 Prov. xvi. 33. 
4 Eph. iv. 1O—12. We Johnexx: 22° 
5 Rev. i. 13. 20; ii. 1. 12 Acts ii. 33. 
6 Acts i. 13. 13 See note on Acts x. 11. 
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Disciples at Jerusalem, which had been before a mere handful, a hundred and twenty’, is now 
counted by thousands*, The Christian Church extends herself from the upper room on Mount 
Sion, in a gradually growing circle, till she embraces within her range “devout men from every 
nation under heaven*.” She enfolds Samaria by the agency of Philip the Deacon, and of Peter 
and of John. Christ preaches by Philip in the wilderness of Gaza, and “the Morians’ Land stretches 
out her hands unto God‘.” He passes toward Ashdod, and “ Philistia is glad of Him’.” “ Behold 
the Philistines, and they of Tyre with the Morians, lo! there is He born °,”—born by the new Birth 
of the Word and Sacraments. By the preaching of Peter He gathers in the Gentiles at Ceesarea ; by 
the ministry of Paul He plants the Gospel at Antioch; He encounters the Evil One in various 
forms; of obstinate obduracy in Jewish Synagogues; of Pagan Idolatry at Lystra and Ephesus ; 
of Sorcery, Witchcraft and Divination at Samaria, Paphos, and Philippi; of sceptical Philosophy, 
and intellectual pride at Athens and Corinth; and at length in His triumphant march, as a crown- 
ing consummation of His conquests, and an earnest of universal victory, He plants the Cross in the 
imperial city of the Czsars, the heathen capital of the world, by the hands of him,—who had 
formerly been the fiercest persecutor of the Church, but afterwards was its most zealous champion, 
and courageous confessor and martyr—St. Paul. 

These noble feats of Christian prowess were performed by means of men, but the Doer of them 
all was Christ. And what St. Luke says concerning one great harvest of souls, gathered into 
Christ’s garner, may be said equally of all; ‘‘ The Lorp added to the Church daily such as should 
be saved ’.” . 

3. Thus we see in the Acts the continuance and extension of Christ’s working, and we also 
recognize in it a greater manifestation of glory in the manner of His operations. He Himself had 
said, when on earth, ‘‘He that believeth on Me, the works that I do shall he do also, and greater 
works than these shall he do, because I go unto my Father*®.” That is, when I am ascended into 
heaven, and am seated in glory there, then will I do, by the agency of others—My faithful servants 
—works more marvellous than are done by Me now, in person on earth. 

For example, our Lord when on earth had healed the woman who touched with faith the hem 
of His garment’. But when He had ascended into heaven, He worked miracles on the sick by 
means of the shadow of St. Peter at Jerusalem ’, and by the handkerchiefs of St. Paul at Ephesus ”; 
and thus He showed that the sphere of His working was enlarged; and He creates in our hearts a 
blessed assurance, that now, when as Man united for ever to God, He, Who by virtue of His obedience 
to death, has received ‘the Name which is above every name,” He is ever acting by those visible 
channels of Invisible Grace, His Word and Sacraments, which derive their efficacy from His God- 
head, Incarnation and Passion, and are the means by which the benefits of His Death are bestowed 
for our everlasting life, and are like the skirts of His garments, by which, when touched by Faith, 
He heals the diseases of our souls. 

4. The Acrs of the ApostLEs is a portraiture of the Church; it is an Historical Picture deli- 
neated by the Holy Ghost guiding the hand of the Evangelical Painter St. Luke. It has, as its 
central Figure, Jesus Christ, perfect God and perfect Man, Who died for us on the cross, and raised 
Himself from the Dead, and ascended into heaven, and sent the Comforter, and reigns in glory, the 
Head. of the Church, and Sovereign of the world, King of Kings and Lord of Lords. He is the 
source of all the life and beauty displayed in this heavenly landscape; and therefore, it will be 
remembered, the Apostles are careful to disclaim for themselves all independent power. “Ye men 
of Israel, why look ye on ws, as though by our own power or holiness we had made this man to 
walk? The God of our fathers hath glorified His Son Jesus’*.” Thus they raise the eyes of the 
people from themselves—Christ’s members and ministers on earth—to Christ their Head and King 
acting by them from heaven. 

5. Accordingly, we find that in this History there are certain words continually recurring, 
which remind the reader of this concentration of power in Christ, and derivation of power from 
Him. 

One of these is Kupwos, the Lorp. This word is equivalent to the JeHovaH of the Old Testa- 
ment, and corresponds to it in the Septuagint Version *; and it is observable that in the twenty- 
fourth Psalm—which prophetically describes the event, with which this Book opens, the Ascension 


1 Acts i. 15. 6 Ps, Ixxxvii. 4. LV Acts! xixeilos 
y 4 ii. 41; iv. 4, 7 Acts ii. 47. 12 Phil. ii. 9. 
Sellers 8 John xiv. 12. 13° Acts iii. 13. 
25Psr Ixvinnol. 9 Matt. ix. 20. 14 See note below on i. 6. 21, and on xxy. 26. 
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of Jesus, and appeals to the Gates of heaven to receive Him, “ Lift up your heads, O ye gates, and be 
ye lift up, ye everlasting doors, and the King of Glory shall come in',” the Psalmist twice asks, 
“Who is this King of Glory?” and twice it is answered, ‘ The Lord, He is the King of Glory’.” 
And the word in the original for Lord is Jehovah, showing that our Jesus is Jehovah. And this word 
is constantly applied to Curisr in the Acts, where it is found nearly a hundred times, and is like a 
sacred keynote of the whole, ever sounding forth His Divine Lordship in the ear of the world. The 
Lord’s working in the Church, the Lord’s household,—this is what the Acts reveals. ‘O Kupuwos év 
7 Kupsaxy,—that is its subject. It is “ the Lorp Jxsus,” Who is said by St. Peter to have come in 
and gone out among them”. It is He Who chooses Matthias *; He Who sends the Holy Ghost *; 
He who adds Believers daily to the Church * ; He Who works miracles by the hands of His Apostles®. 
To the Lord Jesus, St. Stephen, the first Martyr, looks up and prays at the hour of death’. He 
calls to the persecuting Saul with a voice from heaven*. He sends Ananias to baptize him’. He 
sends Peter to Cornelius”. He (says St. Peter) is Lord of all’. His Angel delivers Peter from 
prison, and smites Herod on his throne”. He calls Paul to Macedonia’’, and comforts him at 
Jerusalem “; and finally the book closes with the triumphant declaration, that Paul preaches, in the 
great heathen capital, Rome, “the things concerning the Lord Jesus, with all confidence, no man 
forbidding him '’.” 

Thus the mind is elevated from earth to heaven, and from the acts of the envoys and ambas- 
sadors, to the majesty and glory of their Lord and King, sitting on His heavenly throne. 

6. This process of exaltation is also performed by another word, recurring in this history and 
drawing the heart upward to Christ. 

That word is ovpavds, HEAVEN. The inner scene of the book is Heaven. It begins with 
Christ’s Ascension into heaven. The Apostles gaze upward to heaven, and a heavenly messenger 
comes and announces to them that Jesus is received into heaven; and will come again in like 
manner in glory from heaven*®. On the day of Pentecost there comes a sound from heaven, as of a 
rushing mighty wind, and declares the source whence the Holy Spirit proceeds’. St. Stephen, in 
the hour of death, being full of the Holy Ghost, “looks stedfastly up to heaven, and sees the glory 
of God, and Jesus standing on the right hand of God,” and says, “ Behold, I see the heavens 
opened, and the Son of Man standing on the right hand of God"*.”’ As Saul journeys and comes 
near to Damascus, “suddenly there shined round about him a light from heaven; and he fell to the 
earth, and heard a voice saying unto him, Saul, Saul, why persecutest thou Me? And he said, 
Who art Thou, Lord? And the Lord said, I am Jesus Whom thou persecutest’’.”” Peter, when in 
a trance at Joppa, saw heaven opened, and the vessel descending, representing the Church Universal, 
extending to all corners of the earth, into which all nations were to be received; and this vessel 
let down from heaven, is drawn up again into heaven*’. Thus it was declared, that the hand by 
which the Church Universal is ordered, maintained, and extended, is the hand of Christ in heaven. 
“Tn His hand are all the corners of the earth” ;” and whatever is effected by the ministry of men 
for the advancement of His kingdom on earth, is done by the power of Him, Who sitteth on the 
throne of heaven. 


III. This view of the design of St. Luke in writing the Acts of the Apostles, supplies a solu- 
tion of the difficulties which, as has been noticed at the commencement of this Introduction, have 
been raised with respect to it; 

1. It accounts for its Title. 

In all probability that Title was given by the Author himself. Certainly it is very ancient” ; 
and the book was never known by any other name. 


1 Ps, xxiv. 7, 8. 10. 327 Acts xi1- 7-23, operatus est Deus plurima Evangelii ostendi per Lucam, quibus 
2 Acts i. 21. 13 Tb. xvi. 10. necesse habuerint omnes uti, ut sequenti testificatione ejus quam 
3 Ib. i. 24. tbe xxi. JL. habet de Actibus et Doctrina Apostolorum omnes sequentes et 
4 Tb. ii. 33—35. 19 Th. xxviii. 31. regulam veritatis inadulteratam habentes salvari possint.” And 
5 Tb. i. 47. 16 Sty. 9-1. Clemens Alexandrin. Adumbrat. in 1 Pet. Epist.: ‘ Sicut Leas 
6 Tb. iii. 6; iv. 10. 17 Tb. ii. 2. quoque et Actus Apostolorum stylo executus.”” And Tertullian 
7 Tb. vii. 59, 60. TES Toys yatly tay Na (passim, e.g, de preescr. heret. 22, adv. Marcion. v. 2, and de 
8 Tb. ix. 5. 19 Tb. ix. 3—5. Baptismo, 10) refers to this book, under the title Acta Apostolo- 
9 Tb. ix. 10. 20 Tb. x. }L—16, and xi. 5—10. rum, and calls it Commentarium Luce, De jejun. 10. And 
10 [b. x. 4. 14. 21 Psa xever 4. Origen (ad Cels. vi. 12): ws 6 Aoukas év tals mpdtecw tév dmo- 
11 Th. x. 36. orddwy éypayev, and Epist. ad African. § 9. So Eusebius, ii. 17 ; 


22 Thus the ancient Canon Muratorianus says, ‘‘ Acta omnium iii. 4. Cyril. Hierosol., Cat, iv. Epiphan., Heres. 1, p- 941, 
Apostolorum sub uno libro scripta, sunt (qu. sanctus) Lucas op- enumerates tas mpdéers Tév drooTdAwy in the Canon of the N. T. 
timé Theophilo comprehendit ; quia sub preesentid ejus singula It is observable that S. Hilary (in Matt. xiv.) refers to this 
gerebantur.”” And Jreneus, ili, 15: “ Fortassis et propter hoc book thus, “sicut libro Praxeos (qu. Praxeon ?) continetur,” 
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But we must understand what that Title means; and its meaning is to be sought in the sense 
of the words mpatrw and rpaéis, as distinguished from the words zo and sroiqow. 

Christ is said zrovetv, e. g. in the first words of this book *, Jesus began to do”, and in numerous 
other places of Scripture; but He’is never said rpdatrew; and His agency is never described by the 
word 7pafis. This book therefore describes what Christ, the Invisible Head of the Church, qovei, 
i. e. does, or makes, by the visible instrumentality and operations, the mpa€eus, or actings, of Apostles, 
who are His chief Ministers; and in whose apostolic office is contained and summed up the subordi- 
nate agency of the Priesthood and Diaconate. 

The title of the book is * pdfs ’Amroorédwr, “ Actings of Apostles ;” and two of the Apostles, 
Peter and Paul, are selected as specimens of the rest; and certain acts of theirs are chosen as speci- 
mens of their operations. The one, Peter, was called by Christ on earth; the other, Paul, was 
called by Christ from heaven. The one, Peter, had denied Christ; the other, Paul, had persecuted 
Christ. The one was an unlettered fisherman of Galilee; the other a learned Pharisee, brought up 
at Jerusalem. Therefore, in the choice of Peter and Paul, as special instruments of Christ in pro- 
pagating the Gospel, His power is signally glorified. The acts of those two Apostles are like 
patterns of what Christ wrought by all the Apostles, whether on earth or from heaven. And what 
this book records of some of Christ’s works, wrought by these two Apostles, enables us to infer 
what else He did by their instrumentality, and by that of the other Apostles whose acts are not 
described. 

2. Hence also we perceive the reason why some of the main incidents in the history of Peter 
and Paul,—for example, their last sufferings and glorious martyrdom, are not recorded in this book. 
Some excellent persons, indeed, have deplored this*: some have therefore complained of omissions, 
or defects in the history. But no; St. Luke remained with St. Paul in his last days, as St. Paul 
himself has testified in his last written Epistle, “only Luke is with me’; but he has not said any 
thing of them. And with good reason. An wninspired writer would have dealt differently with his 
subject. Whatever else he left untold in the history of the Apostles, he would certainly have 
described their deaths. But St. Luke was guided by the Holy Ghost, not merely in writing what an 
uninspired man could not write, but also in not writing what an uninspired person would have been 
eager to write. There is inspiration in his silence. His silence, with regard to the Apostles, is full 
of eloquence with regard to Christ. Neither Paul nor Peter.are the heroes of the Acts; but Christ 
is all in all. And by the subordination of the human instruments, the Divine Agent is glorified ; 
by the “omissions and defects,” as they are called, in the history of the Acts of the Apostles, he 
reminds us, that even the greatest of men are nothing; that even a Paul is nothing, and a Peter is 
nothing, but only “ ministers of Christ °.” 

3. Here then we see a divine protest against that morbid curiosity of modern times, which 
craves to gratify the appetite by graphic sketches and vivid pictures of minute personal details in 
the history of the Apostles; and in order to provide food for that unwholesome craving, strains its 
inventive ingenuity, and bedizens the venerable forms of the Apostles with legendary shreds and 
tinsel embellishments. The Holy Spirit in this divine book condemns such meddling inquisitiveness, 
and busy familiarity and irreverence. He subordinates every thing in the private history of the 
Holy Apostles to the public dignity of the Apostolic office. He does not sink the Apostle in the 
man, but transfigures the man into the Apostle’. He tells us nothing of their personal appearance, 
nothing of the day or year of their birth, or of their death; nothing of their parents or children. 
He has not informed us whether St. Paul was ever married, or no. Thus he takes them out of the 
category of common men, and encircles their heads with a halo of sanctity ; they are Christ’s chosen 
vessels and instruments, consecrated as such ; that is their history. He raises our eyes from them to 
Him: they by whom He wrought were men, but He who worked by them is God; and the sparkles 
of their light are drowned in the abyss of His Glory. 


But he may have used a MS. like Codex D with the title mpaés, 
in the singular. 

The composition of Apocryphal “ Acts” of Apostles and 
apostolic men (of which an Edition has been published by Tisch- 
endorf), proves the prior existence of a genuine ‘‘ Acts,” and the 
Christian Church knows of no other than the work of St. Luke 
bearing that inscription. 

Y Acts i. 1. 

2 Cp. John ii. 11. 23; iv. 29. 46; v. 11. 36; vi. 14; vii. 31; 
ix. 16; x. 25. 37; xi. 45, 46, and passim xx. 30; xxi. 25, 

3 Without the definite article af before mpaée:s, and perhaps, 
also, without tay before droordAwy.. The MSS. A, E, G, H 


have mpates tdv aylwv aroorddwv as the title; D has mpatis 
anootéAwy ; B has mpdtes arooréAwy; and Lachmann, Tisch., 
Bornemann, and Alford have adopted mpageis aroordAw in their 
editions. 

4 As Dr. Burton, who says, p. 262, “It is much to be la- 
mented that St. Luke did not continue the Acts of the Apostles 
beyond the arrival of St. Paul at Rome.’ 

5 2 Tim. iv. 11. 
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IV. The plan then of this divine book, is to reveal to us Christ sitting in heaven ; not like one 
of the deities of the heathen world, indifferent to human affairs, or controlled by a fatal destiny ; or 
sharing His power with rival deities; but enthroned King of Kings and Lord of Lords, and ever 
ruling all things by His word, for the advancement of His Gospel, and the establishment of His 
kingdom, till at length He will put all things under His feet, and God will be all in all. 

Here is a magnificent subject, not unworthy the pen of the Holy Ghost. 

The Acts of the Apostles, thus viewed, is a divine Epinicium, or Song of Victory, on the 

triumphant exaltation of Christ. It is an Evangelical fulfilment of those prophetic Psalms which 
celebrate His Victory; “Thou art gone up on high, Thou hast led captivity captive’.” “ Gird 
Thee with Thy sword upon Thy thigh, O Thou most mighty.” ‘Ride on, because of the word of 
truth, of meekness, and righteousness. Thy seat, O God, endureth for ever ’.” 

In regard also to Christ’s tender love for the Church, His Bride, it may be called a sacred 
Epithalamium, a holy nuptial hymn, in which is celebrated His tenderness for her, whom He has 
“purchased with His own blood ’,” and has delivered from heathen bondage, and has brought near 
to Himself, and advanced to His own right hand, and made her partner of His Glory. Here, in 
this divine book, which describes the espousals of the Gentile Church to Christ, we may behold the 
prophetical picture displayed to the eye of the world in the fulness of historical truth : “ Upon Thy 
right hand did stand the Queen in a vesture of gold wrought about with divers colours. Hearken, 
O daughter, and consider ; incline thine ear: forget also thine own people and thy father’s house. 
So shall the King have pleasure in thy beauty, for He is thy Lord God, and worship thou Him *.” 

Hence we may derive the assurance that “no weapon formed against her shall prosper ’°.” 
The Powers of this world may persecute and oppress her, the Spirits of Darkness may be leagued 
against her, but He who ascended into heaven, and reigns in Majesty on high, works in her, and by 
her. ‘He is in the midst of her, therefore shall she not be removed; He shall help her, and that 
right early. He is her hope and strength, a very present help in trouble. Therefore will we not 
fear, though the earth be moved, and the hills be carried into the midst of the sea; though the 
waters thereof rage and swell, and the mountains shake at the tempest of the same ; the rivers of 
the flood thereof shall make glad the city of God. The Lord of Hosts is with us; the God of Jacob 


is our refuge °.” 


V. This then is the proposition, submitted to the reader’s consideration ;— 

That the design of the writer of the Acts of the Apostles is, to reveal Jesus Christ in Glory, 
ordering and disposing all things, by the agency and teaching of men, particularly His Apostles, 
for the advancement of His Kingdom upon Earth, and for the full and final triumph of His holy 
Name and Word. 

We may now proceed to test the soundness of this proposition, by reference to evidences derived 
from the state of the World when the Book was written, and also from the Book itself. 

Jesus Christ is Lord of all’. His enthronement in glory is the culminating point to which His 
earthly ministry tends. His session there, by its very name implies permanence. There He reigns 
and will continue to reign, even to the end, as King. There He teaches, and will continue to teach, 
as our Prophet. There He, who as our Priest offered Himself on the Cross, and lifted up His hands 
on His Apostles, and blessed them, and was parted from them *, and ascended into Heaven, and 
entered into the true Holy of Holies, on that great Day of Atonement; there He abideth still, a 
Priest for ever’ ; there He ever liveth, to make intercession for us’. 


Such, then, being the majesty of Christ, and such His offices to mankind, it may reasonably be 
anticipated 

1. That the circumstances of the world would be adjusted @ priori, by providential preparations 
and pre-arrangements for the display of such a glorious consummation. And, that @ posteriori 
Christ would manifest His divine Power, by applying actually, what He had contrived provisionally, 
for the extension of His kingdom on Earth. And, 

2. That He would also display His sovereignty by over-ruling adverse Powers, and by making 
them subservient to the promotion of His own glory. And that, if the Acts of the Apostles was 
written, as we have affirmed it was, with the view of revealing Christ’s working and teaching, by 


1 Ps, Ixviii. 18. 5 Isa. liv. 17. 8 Luke xxiv. 51. 
2 Ib. xlv. 4—7. Cp. Ps. ii. 6—9; cx. 1—5. 6 Ps. xlvi. 9 Ps. cx. 4. 
3 Acts xx. 28. 7 Acts x. 36. 10 Heb. vii. 25. 


4 Ps. xlv. 10O—12. 


8 INTRODUCTION TO 


the agency of His Apostles, for the advancement of His Kingdom upon Earth, it would exhibit 
evidence of such antecedent arrangements, and of such subsequent application, and of such over- 
ruling control. Ina word, many things would be scen in it to have been made a priori to converge 
to Christ’s Session in Glory, and @ posteriori to radiate from it. 


1. First, then, as to the evidence, displayed in the Acts, of previous providential arrangements 
for the furtherance of Christianity ; and of Christ’s power in applying those arrangements, and in 
over-ruling obstacles, for the extension of His Kingdom ; 


In contemplating the social and religious phenomena of the world at the time of Christ’s 
Ascension, we see the Jews dispersed for their sins; and, though, for the sake of commerce, dwelling 
in all the great cities of the earth, yet not intermingled and blended with the population of any. 
We sce them distinguished every where by certain characteristics; by the sanctification of a certain 
day, the Sabbath ; by weekly religious assemblies on that day, in certain public buildings, their 
Synagogues; by regular reading there of certain Books ;—the Law and the Prophets. We see 
those Books, not like the mystic volumes of other Religions, concealed from public view, but diffused 
by copies of the Original, and by Translations from it, in every country under heaven. 

We see this People, although thus scattered, “like chaff of the summer threshing-floor’,”’ in all 
parts of the world, yet knit together by a strong and secret tie. We see them bound to a common 
centre, Jerusalem, by the triple cord of their Annual Festivals. We see them attracted to it year 
after year, by a silent centripetal force, and joined together in the City and Temple there. We see 
that City and Temple surviving after many national revolutions. It had been razed to the ground 
by Nebuchadnezzar ; it had been profaned and made desolate by Antiochus Epiphanes ; it had been 
dismantled by Ptolemy the First, it had been captured by Pompey, and plundered by Crassus ; and 
ransacked by Cassius*. But still, as if it had been a living thing endued with perpetual youth, the 
Temple of Jerusalem, at the time of the Ascension, shone in magnificence and splendour, unparalleled 
since the age of Solomon. And yet, forty years after the Ascension, this bond of national union was 
severed. All that complex machinery of national organization, which had been so providentially 
contrived, and so wonderfully protected, was dissolved; the Temple was levelled to the dust, and has 
never risen more. 

Surely we may say, that the Temple of Jerusalem, with its sacred Ritual, had been preserved 
by Almighty God for some great purpose; and that that great purpose had been answered, and that 
the uses of the Temple and its ceremonial were exhausted, when it was destroyed. 

What was the final cause of this providential arrangement, and of this divine dispensation ? 

The answer is found in the Acts of the Apostles. We see it there, and in there alone. The 
Day of Pentecost explains it. There Christ is revealed, sitting on His heavenly throne, sending the 
Gift of the Holy Ghost, which He had received in virtue of His obedience and for the manifestation 
of His Glory *. “ The Lord gave the Word, great was the company of the Preachers *.”” We see Him 
preaching by His Apostles, to crowds of devout men, who had thronged to that Festival from every 
nation under heaven. He it is, Who has brought by His providential power the multitudinous 
waters of these confluent nations to Jerusalem. He it is, Who by the preaching of His Apostles, 
inspired by the Holy Ghost, spiritualizes those national streams, by the infusion of the living waters 
of the Gospel, outpoured from the wellspring of His love, and sends them back on their homeward- 
ebbing course, to irrigate and fertilize the world. 

Proceeding further in the history we may observe, that the first miracle of healing which Christ 
wrought by the hands of His Apostles, was done in a public place, at a public time; it was done in 
the city of Jerusalem, at “the Beautiful Gate of the Temple,” and “ at the hour of prayer’;” and 
the people flocked to the Apostles, who preached Christ, as the sole author of the miracle, “in 
Solomon’s Porch*.” Thus the Temple, its Gates, its Porches, its Hours of Prayer, as well as its 
Annual Festivals, were preparatory and ministerial to the manifestation of Christ’s Glory after His 
Ascension, and were used by Him for that end. 

If we follow the Apostles from Jerusalem, and trace them in their Missionary Journeys, we see 
indications of similar preparations in all parts of the world. “Other men had laboured, and they 
enter into their labours’.” Many centuries before, Christ had sent Moses and the Prophets, to be 


; Dan. ii. 35. 4 Ps. Ixviii. 11. § Acts iii. 11, 12.16 Cp. iv. 10. 
* Cp. Dean Jackson on the Creed, i. pp. 128. 136. 138. > Acts ili. 1—6. 7 John iy. 38. 
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the Precursors of His Apostles. Go wherever they might, they heard the “ voices of Moses and the 
Prophets read in the Synagogues every Sabbath Day’.”’ The fallow ground of the world had been 
broken up by that preparatory tillage, and had been ploughed into deep furrows for the reception of 
the seed of the Gospel. 

The doctrine of Levitical Sacrifices, rightly understood, prepared the way for Evangelical 
Sacraments. The Jewish Sabbath died, and arose to life in new glory and beauty in the Lord’s 
Day. The Synagogue was the Vestibule of the Church. The Pentateuch and the Prophets were 
matured into ripeness in the Gospel. 

Again ; even heathenism itself had been silently leavened by the diffusion of the Hebrew 
Scriptures. Their venerable antiquity, their noble simplicity, their pure morality, had won for 
them the affections of many wise and noble minds, which were wearied and disgusted with the 
jarring contradictions and the licentious profligacy of Paganism, and recognized in the religion of 
the Old Testament, a divine echo responsive to the voices of Nature, Reason, and Conscience, speak- 
ing in their own hearts. 

The Acts of the Apostles presents us with examples of this class in the Roman centurion 
Cornelius at Cesarea, and in Sergius Paulus, the proconsul of Cyprus. 

Besides, under the Providence of God the military successes of the Third Monarchy—the Mace- 
donian—and after it those of the Fourth Monarchy—the Roman—had broken down the foundations 
of local reverence for national deities’, and had cleared the ground for the planting of a purer faith. 
The deities which presided as patrons over special cities and districts, had been made to pass under 
the yoke of Rome; they had not been able to defend their own cities against the arms of the con- 
querors, and so their credit was weakened, especially among the enlightened classes, who were thus 
prepared to receive Christianity. We may observe a remarkable instance of this in the friendship 
and protection proffered by the Asiarchs themselves, the Presidents of the Games of “the Great 
Goddess Diana,” to St. Paul the Apostle, at Ephesus *. 

These two causes,—namely, the diffusion of the Hebrew Scriptures, and the decomposition of 
Paganism,—had tended to produce a class of persons in all parts of the world, who may be called 
the Seminary of the Gentile Church. These were the Proselytes—not the Proselytes of righteous- 
ness, but of the Gate—who are designated in the Acts of the Apostles as 01 ceBopevor, oi PoPov- 
pevot Tov Oedv*. Tired of Polytheism, and yet unwilling to bend their necks under the yoke of 
the Ceremonial Law, they received with joy the tidings of the Gospel; they recognized in Chris- 
tianity a religion which satisfied the wants of their nature, the requirements of their reason, and 
the yearnings of their hearts, without impairing any of the reverence with which they had learnt to 
regard the God of the Old Testament ; but rather, and much more, enlarging and spiritualizing the 
ideas they had already conceived of His merciful purposes and glorious attributes. Here, therefore, 
in the Gospel, they found a treasure of unspeakable price; here they might well exclaim, evpjxa- 
fev, cvyxaipwpev, “We have found it, let us rejoice together.” 

The Apostles, as the history of the Acts shows, met with this class of Proselytes in their 
missionary journeys every where. And in it they found, as it were, a bridge already laid down for 
the victorious passage and entrance of the Gospel into every city of the world. 

The conquests of the Third Empire—that of the Greek dynasty of Alexander the Great—had 
extended a common language, the Greek, over the greater part of Hurope and Asia. And by the 
royal command of one of the Princes of that empire’, the Hebrew Scriptures, in part, had been 
translated into that language. That translation, the Septuagint, had been executed by Jews, and had 
been received in their Synagogues. It was their Authorized Version ; and therefore the Jews could 
not fairly make any exception to it®; and thus a preparation had been made for the preaching and 
writing of the Gospel in that common tongue. 

The Third Empire had given great impulse and encouragement to commerce and navigation ; 
it had built gallant fleets, and constructed noble docks, emporiums, arsenals, and seaports in various 
parts of the world. Thus it facilitated the intercommunion of nations, and prepared the way for the 
diffusion of the Gospel which would unite them all in Christ. 

If the dynasties founded by the successors of Alexander the Great, and branching off from his 
Monarchy, had taken deep root in the world, as independent and separate kingdoms, then the pro- 


1 Acts xv. 21 and xiii. 27. 4 Acts xiii. 43. 50; xvi. 14; xvii. 4.17; xviii. 7. 
2 Cp. Bp. Pearson’s lately recovered Concio iii., in his Minor 5 Ptolemy Philadelphus, king of Egypt, about z.c. 280. 
Works, edited by Churton, ii. 35. 5 Tertullian, Apolog. 18, “ Judzei palam lectitant.’ 
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gress of Christianity would have been impeded by many hindrances ; but aol they were 
made to coalesce under the Roman or Fourth Empire. 

The Third or Greek Monarchy had prepared the way for the Gospel by sea, the Fourth 
Monarchy accelerated its course by land. The warlike power of Rome constructed Roads, which 
linked all parts of the vast empire to the capital. These military Roads of her Legions became 
highways for the Gospel. The martial Mistress of the world was a Pioneer of the Prince of Peace. 
Rome stratified Europe, and the Apostles evangelized it by her aid. 

The Acts of the Apostles supplies evidence here. We may trace the Apostle St. Paul on his 
first entrance into Europe along the Egnatian Way—from Philippi to Amphipolis, Apollonia, and 
Thessalonica'. And it is worthy of remark, that the glorious event, which crowns the history of 
the Acts, and which is the pledge of the future conquests of Christianity,—namely, the arrival of 
the great Apostle of the Gentiles in the heathen Metropolis of the world, Rome, in order to preach 
the Gospel there, and to bear witness to Christ before the throne of the Caesars, was brought about 
by the agency of Ships of the Third Empire, and by Roads of the Fourth. St. Paul sailed towards 
Rome in two vessels of Alexandria’, and arrived at Rome by the Queen of roads, the Appian Way. 
And perhaps the Sacred Historian has noted the heathen name of one of those ships *, and has 
specified two itinerary stations on that great military road *,—things trivial it might seem, if any 
thing in Scripture can be so called,—with a view of suggesting to the reader a thankful acknow- 
ledgment, that the commercial and maritime activity and skill, and warlike prowess of heathenism, 
its engineering labours and locomotive powers, had been made subservient to Christ, and had been 
consecrated by Him, to the furtherance of His Gospel. 

Such then are some of the intimations, which the Acts of the Apostles affords, of the previous 
preparations of the world for the advancement of Christ’s Kingdom, and of the actual application of 
those preparations for that end. 

2. But further. This History displays Christ in Glory, exercising His power, not only in using 
the machinery which He Himself had contrived for that purpose, but also in controlling and over- 
ruling all adverse powers, and manifesting His glory by the conversion of those powers into instru- 
ments for the propagation of the Gospel. 

Here in a signal manner it displays the divine supremacy and universal sovereignty of Christ. 

A few examples may suffice. 

At the commencement of the Acts, we see the Gospel assailed by the Chief Priests at Jeru- 
salem, especially by the Sect of the Sadducees*. They imprison Peter and John, and bring them 
before the Council. Thus the Apostles are brought forward to preach before the Sanhedrim the 
doctrine of the Resurrection, by the agency of the Sadducees who denied it. The Sadducees 
imprison the Apostles again °, but the Angel of the Lord by night opens the prison doors. Thus 
Christ overrules the designs of the Sadducees, who denied the existence of Angels, and makes the 
Sadducees themselves to be the means of showing to the world, that His Angels are ministering 
Spirits encamping about His Church. 

The seven Deacons are appointed, and the fury of Jewish persecution rages against Stephen, 
and evokes from his mouth that noble speech, spoken before the Jewish Sanhedrim, and containing 
the very pith and marrow of all true interpretation of Jewish History, and declaring that its sum 
and substance is Jesus Christ. It elicits from his lips an appeal to Jesus, standing at the right 
hand of God, and a prayer to Him as God, “ Lord Jesus, receive my spirit ;” and to pardon those 
who stoned him, “ Lord, lay not this sin to their charge’.”’ Thus, under the power of Christ, the 
malice of the Jews became the means of proving, that He, Whom they had crucified, Who is the 
faithful Witness, the First-begotten of the Dead*, the divine Proto-Martyr, the true Abel, Jesus 
Christ, now reigning in heaven, is the source of all the courage which animates the hearts of 
martyrs in their dying hour; that He is the fountain of all the Faith which illumines their inward 
eye, and of all the Hope which gives them a foretaste of bliss; and of all the Charity which makes 
them love and bless their persecutors, and enables them to be more than conquerors in death, over 
it, and by it, and makes death itself to be their birth to everlasting life. 

The “persecution which arose about Stephen” scattered the disciples; but the disciples, being 
scattered by persecution, went every where “ scattering the seed of the word’.”” Thus Persecution 
promoted Preaching: the spirit of St. Stephen revived in St. Philip, and carried the Gospel to 
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Samaria, to Azotus, to Casarea. The more Persecution raged, the more Preaching prevailed. Saul 
is hastening from Damascus with a commission from the Chief Priests, to bind the Disciples there ; 
he draws near to the gate of the City, and is eager to seize on his prey; but Jesus on His heavenly 
throne beholds him and checks him in his course, and dashes him to the ground, and blinds him 
with a light from heaven, and speaks to him with a voice of power, “Saul, Saul, why persecutest 
thou Me?” Saul the Persecutor became Paul the Preacher. The same Jesus, who when on earth 
had called simple fishermen from their nets at the Sea of Galilee, and made them to be His Apostles, 
manifested His power from heaven, by calling the learned Pharisee, breathing rage and slaughter, 
and making havoc of the Church, and bearing letters from the Jewish Sanhedrim empowering him 
to imprison the Christians of Damascus; and He sends him as His Apostle to the Gentiles, and 
enables him by the Holy Ghost to indite divine Epistles, for the comfort and edification of His 
Church in all ages of the world. 

Saul, who had been the instrument of the Sanhedrim in persecuting Christ, is now persecuted 
by the Sanhedrim for Christ’s sake. But the same divine power of Jesus, which had overruled his 
rage against the Church, and had converted it into an instrument for advancing His kingdom, now 
overrules the rage of the Jews against Paul, for the same end. They arrest him in the Temple at 
Jerusalem ', but that arrest is made an occasion for the spread of the Gospel. It leads to the 
preaching of that Gospel at Jerusalem by the mouth of St. Paul—the former Pharisee, the pupil of 
Gamaliel, the once zealous persecutor—first to the people in the Area of the Temple’, and then, on 
the following day, to the assembled Sanhedrim*®. The Jews, in their fury against him, lie in wait 
to destroy him’; but the more fiercely they rage, the more gloriously Christ triumphs. He uses 
their conspiracy against Paul as the occasion for bringing him to Cesarea, the Roman capital of 
Palestine, in order that he may preach the Gospel there, first to Felix the Roman Governor, and his 
wife Drusilla, and next to Porcius Festus, his successor, and to Agrippa, the Jewish King, and 
Bernice his sister, and to the Chief Captains and principal men of the city®. And, finally, it is 
made to conduce to that glorious consummation, which Christ had promised’, and Paul ardently 
desired’, namely, the mission of St. Paul to Rome, and the preaching of the Gospel by his mouth 
in the heathen Metropolis of the world. “I would therefore that ye should understand, brethren” 
—he himself declares,—“ that the things which happened unto me,” although they were contrived 
by the malice of the Tempter, “fell out for the furtherance of the Gospel *.” 

One more example of this kind. ‘Herod the king stretched forth his hands to vex certain of 
the Church’;”’ he kills one Apostle, St. James, and imprisons another, St. Peter. In the eye of 
the world, he seems to be triumphing over Christ. But what has he done? He has sounded an 
alarm which has called the Church to her proper arms, prayer, unceasing prayer’’. Thus Herod 
has taught Christendom where her strength lies. The prayer of the faithful brings down Angels 
from heaven, who deliver Peter from his chains, and smite Herod on his throne; and “ the Word 
of the Lord grows and is multiplied.” And the Church, like another Miriam, takes up her timbrel 
and says, “ Sing ye to the Lord, for He hath triumphed gloriously: the horse and his rider hath He 
thrown into the sea’’.” 

Let us consider also the internal affairs of the Church. Temporary evils nascent therein are over- 
ruled into means of endless good. A murmuring arose of the Grecians against the Hebrews in the 
primitive Church’’. It is made an occasion for the growth of the Word’, and for the extension of 
the Church, by the completion of the Christian ministry in the institution of the Diaconate. Thus 
a local and transitory evil was changed into a source of universal and perpetual good. 

Again, a question is agitated concerning the necessity of circumcision for the Gentile Chris- 
tians, and no small dissension and disputation prevails **. Therefore it was resolved that Paul and 
Barnabas should go up to Jerusalem unto the Apostles and Elders about this question’. The 
Apostles and Elders meet in Council at Jerusalem,. they frame and promulgate a decree, and the 
question is settled"*. Thus the dispute was made to be a source of peace by which disputes are 
ended. It was made to supply a precedent and rule for the practice of the Church in all ages, and 
to establish a principle of universal application,—that for the settlement of controversies, whether 
concerning doctrine or discipline, and for the quieting of men’s minds, and the appeasing of strife, 
resort should be had, not to any one man in the Church, not to Peter, not to the Bishop of Rome, 
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but to the Holy Ghost Himself, speaking in Councils and Convocations of the Church, praying for 
His guidance, and building their decrees upon His Word’. | 

Let us observe further how this history shows, that the direct agency of the Evil Spirit is 
made subservient to the cause of Christ. Satan filled the heart of Ananias to lie to the Holy Ghost, 
and to keep back part of the money that had been vowed to God. He who was the instrument of 
Satan is smitten in his sin; and is made to preach to the world a perpetual warning against the sin 
of Sacrilege *. . 

Satan met Peter at Samaria, and offered him money for spiritual gifts by the hand of Simon 
Magus. “Thy money perish with thee,” was the Apostle’s reply*. Thus the bribe of the Tempter 
supplied occasion also for a perpetual warning against the sin of Simony. 

Satan encountered Paul at Paphos, and endeavoured to turn away the Deputy from the faith by 
the sorceries of Elymas. But, “O full of all subtlety, thou child of the devil,” exclaims the Apostle, 
and Elymas is smitten with blindness, and Satan is defeated, and Christ is glorified*. Satan met 
the Apostle in the streets of Philippi, and flattered him by the mouth of her whom he had possessed °. 
But his adulations are rejected, and he is cast out, and the Gentile world is taught that the Spirit 
with which they dealt so familiarly in Divination and Oracles, is the Spirit of Darkness. In the 
city of Ephesus, the stronghold of magic and witchcraft, Satan owns the power of Jesus working 
by those whom He calls and sends; “Jesus I know, and Paul I know, but who are ye°?” And by 
overcoming and routing those who took upon them to usurp the name of Jesus, without being duly 
called and sent, Satan is made to proclaim the sin of those who presume to preach the Word, and to 
minister the Sacraments of Christ, without a call and mission from Him. 

- The same may be said of physical evils: they were overruled by Christ for the good of the 
Church. Agabus stood up, and signified by the Spirit that there should be a great Dearth through- 
out all the world’. This pre-announcement awakens the love of the believers at Antioch, and they 
forestall the Famine by charitable supplies to the poor Saints of Jerusalem*. Thus Famines are 
made to be fruitful in Christian graces, flourishing unto life eternal. 

Again; a storm raged for many days in the Mediterranean Sea against the ship in which St. 
Paul was; it was made the occasion for the manifestation of the quiet calm, and placid peace in the 
heart of St. Paul, who cheers the courage of Roman Soldiers, and Grecian Mariners, with comfort and 
hope derived from the Holy Ghost °. It suggests the cheering assurance that all the tempests which 
the Enemies of the Church are permitted to excite against her will be overruled by the power of 
Christ for her welfare; and that “the rivers of the flood thereof shall make glad the city of God’.” 
St. Paul landed at Malta, a viper fixes on his hand, and shows him to be sent from God”. No 
deadly thing will hurt the servants of God. 


On the whole, then, we see that the Acts of the Apostles displays evidence of a well-organized 
system of preparations, extending like a complex net-work over a great part of the world, and 
continued through many centuries, for the manifestation of the Glory of Christ in the progress of 
His Gospel. This History shows, that when He had ascended into Heaven, and was seated in Glory 
at God’s right hand, He used these previous adjustments, as means and appliances for the advance- 
ment of His kingdom. It shows also that He, enthroned in heavenly glory, overruled the workings 
of Satan against His Church, whether in external assault or internal discord, and made them sub- 
servient to His glory and her welfare. It traces her progress under His favour and protection, from 
the upper room at Jerusalem, till “ the little one became a thousand, and asmall one a strong nation ”.” 
“Her brook became a river, and her river became a sea”’,”’ and the waters replenished the earth. 

This History reveals to us Christ, not intervening immediately to subdue His enemies, but 
giving them time for repentance ; and, if they will not repent, casting them down to the ground, 
when they are full of confidence, as Saul was smitten at the gates of Damascus, and Herod when 
sitting on his throne; and delivering His Church from her foes, when she seems to be on the brink 
of destruction. Then He rescues “her soul as a bird out of the snare of the fowler **;” “when the 
enemy comes in like a flood, then the Spirit of the Lord lifts up a standard against him *.” 

Regarded in this light, this divine Book is a blessed possession for the Church in every time of 
her pilgrimage through this vale of tears. In it Christ sends the Holy Ghost the Comforter, to 
breathe hope and trust and peace and courage and joy into her heart. Jesus Christ is the same 
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yesterday, and to-day, and for ever'. He, who eighteen centuries ago ascended on the clouds of 
heaven, and took His seat on the right hand of the Majesty on High, He ever sitteth there, Ruler 
and Lord of all. He continues, and ever will continue, to exercise the same power which this Book 
reveals, for the manifestation of His own glory, in the advancement of His Kingdom, even till the 
day of Judgment, when finally, and for ever, He will put all enemies under His feet. 

Therefore this Book may be called an Epitome of History, especially of Church History. In it 
we see the Laws, by which Christ, who is the Sovereign Lord of the World and of the Church, and 
who is unchangeable, works: in it we see what He has done, and from it we may infer what He 
will continue to do, even to the end. Thus this Divine History, if we may so speak, is also a Divine 
Prophecy ; it projects its shadow forward from the day of the Ascension even to the day of doom, 
It is a divine message of comfort to every true Christian, in times of private and public sorrow. 
Reading its sacred pages with such assurances as these, we may feel a holy confidence, that all perse- 
cutions from without, and all perils from within the Church, will be overruled by the power of Christ, 
and be made ministerial to the triumph of His Gospel; that the gates of Hell will never prevail against 
His Church ; that the fierceness of man will turn to the praise of God’; and that all the weapons of 
the enemy will recoil against those who wield them, and be made instrumental for the promotion 
of Christ’s Glory, and for the salvation of those who obey Him. 

Thus the Acts of the Apostles is a precious gift from heaven ; it is the Magna Charta of Kings 
who would reign well and prosperously, and be crowned hereafter by Christ; it is a Manual for 
Christian Statesmen in their glorious conflicts in public life for Christ and His Church. It is a 
pastoral for Christian Bishops feeding Christ’s Flock, and teaching others to feed it; it is a guide 
of the Parish-Priest in the cure of Souls, and in dispensing God’s Word and Sacraments; it is a 
Martyrology for the Christian Confessor; it is an Itinerary for the Christian Missionary, in his 
voyages and journeys to plant the Gospel in distant lands; it is a companion and comforter for 
every believer, in the troubles of life and in the hour of death. 

With this divine Book in our hands, though our lot may be cast in days of doubt and darkness, 
and even of rebuke and blasphemy, we need not faint and falter. The nearer Satan is, the nearer 
Christ is; the more fiercely Satan rages, the more gloriously will Christ conquer. As an ancient 
Father said, éyyis payaipas, éyyds Ocod: pwetakd Onpiwv, weraEdD Ocod*, “ When near the sword, we 
are near to God; when in the midst of wild beasts, we are in the hand of God.” 

We may apply these considerations to present circumstances. 

In the world as it now is we see many resemblances to its condition when the Gospel was first 
preached. The Jews still remain scattered among all nations, and intermingling with none; 
witnesses and keepers of the Old Testament which their Fathers received; and a standing evidence, 
by the fulfilment of Christ’s prophecies concerning them, of the truth of the New Testament, which 
they reject. 

We may also say that what the Empire of Rome was, by the vast extent of her territory in the 
first century, that the Empire of England is in the nineteenth. One seventh part of the inhabitants 
of the globe are subjects of the British Crown. The voice of the English Bible and the English 
Liturgy is heard in almost all lands. 

What the language of Greece was by its wide diffusion in the first century, that the language 
of England is now. And what the Septuagint Version of the Old Testament was then, that our 
AvuTHoriIzED Version of the Bible is now. 

It is not, indeed, a faultless Version; nor was the Septuagint. It might be improved in some 
particulars by means of those critical aids which Almighty God has vouchsafed to us since its first 
publication, nearly two centuries and a half ago. But in all essential articles of saving Christian 
doctrine it is a sure guide to heaven. It is a holy oracle of Truth, and a sacred symbol of Unity, 
joining man to God, and connecting the present with the past, and knitting together the countless 
myriads in almost every land who speak the English tongue, in a sacred bond of love. 

It is sometimes affirmed that this Authorized Version ought to be altered. Suppose that fifty 
persons could be found as wise, learned, holy, and catholic-minded, as Bishop Andrewes and his 
coadjutors were, who framed our Authorized Version; suppose also that they agreed in their 
alterations of that Version; yet it is certain, that the many millions who now agree in receiving the 
Authorized Version, would not agree in receiving their alterations of it. We should indeed have then 
an altered Version, we might have, in some respects, an improved Version; but: we should then also 
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see a great variety of different and rival Versions; and we should never more have one Authorized 
Version of Holy Writ. We should lose that,—lose it for ever. And in losing it, we should lose 
one of our best bonds of charity and most sacred symbols of unity. 

The example of the holy Apostles, or rather of the Holy Ghost Who inspired them, may guide 
us here. They knew that the Septuagint Version, to which we have before referred as the 
Authorized Version of the Jews, was not a faultless version. No Version is perfect. For all Versions 
are the works of men, and no man is free from error, and no work of man is free from blemish. The 
divine Original alone is that. But the Apostles, though they were inspired by the Holy Ghost and 
had special gifts for translating the Old Testament, did not sit down to make a New Version, but 
they used the Old,—the Authorized Version,—the Septuagint. True it is, they explained it, they 
commented upon it. And we may do the same with our Authorized Version, which is not inferior 
to the Septuagint, the Version used by the Apostles. We may do so by oral and written expositions, 
and by private Translations of particular books ; and also by marginal Annotations, duly sifted and 
approved. But let us not shake the faith, and mar the unity, which bind thousands together, by 
endangering the permanence of the English Authorized Version of the Bible. 

Some of the same considerations might be applied to that other bond of Christian unity 
among Englishmen, the Book or Common Prayer. In the temper of the present times, it is too 
much to be feared, that attempts to alter the Book of Common Prayer would be attended with 
danger no less than attempts to alter our Bible; and if we should sever the bands of those two 
anchors of Truth and Peace, Faith and Charity, we may haply rue our infatuation, when we are 
drifted about in a storm of strife and unbelief. 

Again, in the first century, Almighty God had prepared the way for the Gospel by giving new 
impulses to the powers of locomotion. The Third Empire, that of Greece, had smoothed the way 
by sea for the rapid course of the sacred vessel of the Church; the Fourth Empire, that of Rome, 
had made roads for the march of the Gospel. The military Mistress of the World was a Pioneer for 
the Prince of Peace. 

A similar movement is going on now. By physical discoveries and by greater mechanical 
powers, the means of communication by sea and land have been multiplied with unexampled rapidity. 
Space has been almost annihilated, and words travel with the speed of thought. 

Probably, many who have laboured in these great works, have thought mainly of temporal ends 
and secular advantages ; but an unseen Hand regulates them all. The same Almighty Being Who 
directs the planets in their course, and sends forth the lightning from the dark cloud, He also 
creates the fervid vapour, panting in its metal prison-house, and wafts by its means the vessel across 
the broad sea, and impels the long train upon the iron road, and makes the electric fluid to shoot 
along the quivering wire. And doubtless He is making these mighty instruments to subserve 
His own purposes in Christianizing the world. These powers themselves are God’s ministers, they 
have a holy function, an apostolic office, they are Missionaries and Evangelists of Christ. 

The day is coming, indeed it is now come,—witness the facilities given by the construction of 
Railroads for the progress of the Gospel ;—the day is coming, when the world will recognize the 
Lord’s doing in all these mighty operations. And even now to the ear of faith they preach aloud, 
«Prepare ye the way of the Lord; Make straight in the desert a highway for our God '.” 

Yet more—as we have seen, even hindrances themselves were overruled by Christ in Apostolic 
days for the furtherance of the Gospel. 

So it is now, and so will it be always, even to the end of the world. 

Christ rescued the great Apostle from his enemies, and made their malice conducive to the 
preaching of the Gospel at Rome; so He will make all things, however adverse, subservient to Him- 
self. After that fierce tempest in the Mediterranean Sea, He brought St. Paul in peace along the 
Appian Way to the great Capital of the world; so after the tempest and the hurricane which in the 
latter days will rage against His Church, He will bring her in safety and victory to the haven 
where she would be. 

Therefore, in reading this Book, we may raise our eyes to heaven, and look for that blessed 
time, when Christ, who ascended into heaven, and now sitteth there, will come again in His glorious 
Majesty, to judge the Quick and Dead. Then all the storms of this world will cease ; then, will- 
ingly or unwillingly, all things will be made subject to Christ; then He will reign King of Kings, 

and Lord of Lords; and then they wko have not failed in their duty here, but have stood firm in 
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their allegiance to Him in the hour of trial, will mount with Him in triumph, to the City of the 
Living God. 


VI. Let it, also, be remembered, that Christ is not only the Hing of the World, but He is also 
its Teacher : and that what His Apostles teach, as well as what they do, is by virtue of His Authority. 

Accordingly, St. Luke says at the beginning of the Acts of the Apostles, ‘‘ The former treatise 
have I made of all that Jesus began to do and to teach,” before He was taken up into heaven. And 
now, in this his latter treatise, he relates what Jesus continues to do and to teach, after He has 
been taken up into heaven. 

We have been considering what Christ continued to do; let us now consider what He continues 
to teach. 

When upon earth, at the commencement of His Ministry, He went up to the Mountain of 
Beatitudes, and “ when He was set, He opened His mouth and taught’.” So at His Ascension, He 
went up on High, He ascended the heights of Heaven, and when He was set down at the Right 
Hand of God, He opened His Mouth and taught, and will ever continue to teach. He is ever 
preaching a Sermon on the Mount, from His seat in heaven. 

What the Apostles taught, as well as what they did, is to be regarded as from Him. Their 
Miracles were the credentials of their Teaching ; they were like seals impressed with His royal 
signet, and were attached to the message of the teaching which they delivered from Him. The 
seals of the Miracles were displayed to the world, in order to avouch the message of the Doctrine ; 
and that it might be heard and read with that awful reverence which is due to a heavenly rescript 
from the King of Kings. 

Therefore the Teaching of the Apostles, as displayed in this book—whether that Teaching was 
conveyed in words, or embodied in practice—demands the attention of mankind in every age, as 
being no other than the Teaching of Christ”. 


Let us consider then, what this Teaching is, and whether it is represented by the Apostles as 
coming from Christ Himself. 

First in historical order is an example of Teaching by action. It is seen in the provision made 
py the Apostles for the continuance of their own office. There, the choice of Matthias to fill the 
place of Judas, is expressly ascribed to Jesus: “ Lord, show whether of these two Thow hast 
chosen *.” Thus the world was taught that the Apostolic office was not to terminate with Christ’s 
Ministry on earth, but to be continued after it. ‘The lot fell upon Matthias, and he was numbered 
with the eleven Apostles *.” 

Doubtless our Lord had prepared the Apostles for their ministry, in the forty days during 
which He remained with them before His Ascension, “speaking of the things pertaining to the 
Kingdom of God’.” But before His Ascension He never allowed them to preach to the Heathen, or 
even to the Samaritans. And He commanded them not to depart from Jerusalem, until they had 
been endued with power from on High *. 

The descent of the Holy Ghost at Pentecost gave a wider range to Christ’s office of Teaching. 
It was Christ who sent the Holy Ghost’. ‘Behold, I send the promise of My Father upon you® ;” 
“He shall receive of mine. He shall glorify me’;” ‘“ He shall bring all things to your remem- 
brance whatsoever I have said unto you’’.” 

Therefore the Day of Pentecost reveals to us Christ receiving a new accession of glory, in the 
Mission of the Comforter. The Holy Spirit comes from Him, and is the Interpreter of His will. 
Thenceforth the teaching of Christ, which, while He was on earth, was confined within narrow 
limits, for a few years, became universal in place and time. It was also accompanied with new gifts 
and graces to those who received it, and communicated it to the world. It spake by their lips in 
all languages; and their hearts were fired with new zeal and courage, to preach it to the world; and 
they were endued with new powers of memory and understanding, to comprehend and expound the 
Scriptures, and to fly on eagles’ wings as Missionaries of Christ to all parts of the world. 

The Creed in which we profess our faith in Christ, is called the Creed of the Apostles; and it 
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may well be so named; for every article of that Creed is to be found in the preaching of the 
Apostles as recorded in this book’. But the Apostles, who taught others, refer us to Christ as their 
own Teacher’. He commanded us to preach unto the people; He has poured out his Spirit upon 
us*. He made them His “ witnesses in Jerusalem, and in all Judea, and Samaria, and unto the utter- 
most parts of the earth*;’”’ He had said unto them, “ It is not ye that speak, but the Holy Ghost* ;” 
and therefore one of them says, “ How shall we escape, if we neglect so great salvation, which at the — 
first began to be spoken by the Lord, and was confirmed unto us by them that heard Him, God also 
bearing them witness, both with signs and wonders, and with divers miracles and gifts of the Holy 
Ghost, according to His own will®?” Consequently, we must look upward; and regarding the 
Apostles as taught by Christ, we may trace all these Apostolic verities to the divine source and well- 
spring of all truth, Jesus Christ. 

The foundation of Christianity is a belief in the Inspiration of Holy Scripture. The public 
reception and reading of the New Testament as true and inspired of God, is the strongest proof that . 
can be desired of its Truth and Inspiration. The “Acts of the Apostles” was so read and received, in 
the age in which it was written ; and since it is a true and inspired history, it is clear that the Old 
Testament is true and divinely inspired. For Christ, speaking by His Holy Apostles, every where 
appeals to the books of the Old Testament as the lively oracles of God. He, by their hands, sets 
His divine seal on the Old Testament, and delivers it to the Christian Church, as the Word of God. 

Another method in which Christ teaches the world by the agency of the Apostles and apostolic 
men, in this book, is by interpreting the Old Testament. Speaking by the mouth of St. Peter in the 
second chapter of the Acts, He enables us to understand the prophecy of Joel, and to apply it to the 
effusion of the Holy Ghost on the Day of Pentecost, as the last message of God to the world before 
the second Coming of Christ’. 

In various portions of the Acts He has given us a divine Commentary on the Psalms of David, 
and has authorized and commanded us to apply them-to Himself. He bids us see in the second 
Psalm a prophecy of the rage of the heathen, and the vain imaginations of the people, the standing 
up of the kings of the earth, and the gathering together of the rulers against Himself*. He reveals 
to us in the sixteenth Psalm a vision of His own Death and Resurrection and Session in glory *; 
He teaches us that He Himself is that Prophet who was pre-announced by Moses’; and that God 
had showed “by the mouth of all His Prophets that Christ should suffer *».” 

By the mouth of His martyr St. Stephen, who was full of the Holy Ghost’, Christ Himself, 
our heavenly Teacher, propounds to us a pattern and model for the interpretation of the Old Testa- 
ment. He establishes the typical relation of Joseph.and of Moses to Himself’. By the mouth of 
another Deacon, St. Philip, He appropriates to Himself the prophecy of the fifty-third chapter of 
Isaiah *’, and condemns all who would wrest it from Him. By the preaching of St. Paul, in the 
synagogue of Pisidia, He reveals Himself as foreseen by the Psalmist“, and shows by St. Paul’s 
mouth, and by that of St. James in the Council of Jerusalem, that God had pre-announced in the 
Old Testament the extension of His covenant to all nations in Christ”®. 

Thus in this divine book, Christ, sitting in His chair of teaching in heaven, has performed by 
the agency of the Apostles, inspired by the Holy Ghost Whom He sent, a blessed work of Divine 
instruction, which has enabled us to see by its glorious light the true meaning of the Old Testament. 
He is our Expositor, He is our Commentator; He has given us, by Apostolic agency, a clue to the 
right interpretation of its Types, and Histories, and Prophecies. He has given us in the New 
Testament a divine interpretaticn of His own words which are written in the Old. He has delivered 
to us a divine protest against that sceptical system of infidel interpretation, which is rife in the 
present age, and which, with almost Titanic presumption, would shake, if it could, the foundations 
of heaven ; and undermine the groundwork of the Genuineness and Authenticity, and Inspiration 
of Holy Writ; and would take away from the Church the prophecies of the Psalms, and of Isaiah, 
—even of the Fifty-third chapter itself—and despoil her of that heavenly inheritance which she has 
received through the hands of the Apostles from Christ Himself. 

Let us consider also that we owe our knowledge of the Gospel itself to Christ teaching from 
heaven. He Himself wrote nothing; and no part of the New Testament was written by His Dis- 
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ciples while He was upon earth. None of them were then capable of recording His words and 
actions. They often confess in the Gospels that they did not understand His sayings, and that they 
were hid from them’. Christ’s Words had lain like dark things in their hearts, but they were 
sunned forth into clearness by the light of the Holy Ghost, as the objects of creation are by the 
risen Sun. 

If we were to be limited to Christ’s teaching on earth, we should not have the New Testament. 
It was not till He had ascended into heaven, and had sent the Holy Ghost to teach His Apostles all 
things, and to bring to their remembrance whatsoever He had said’, that they were qualified to 
write what they did. And therefore St. Peter says, that they preached the Gospel unto men “ with 
the Holy Ghost sent down from heaven *.” 

Thus, then, we receive the Gospel itself from the hand of Christ in heaven. 

Another important respect in which Christ teaches the world by his Apostles in this book is in 
Church-Regimen and Polity. It is recorded as a fruit of the effusion of the Holy Ghost upon the 
primitive Church, that “all who believed were baptized *;” and ‘they continued stedfastly in the 
Apostles’ doctrine and fellowship, and in breaking of bread,” that is, in the reception of the Holy 
Eucharist; ‘and in prayers;” or (as the original expresses it), in the prayers, or public Liturgy 
of the Church. 

Here we see reflected, as in a mirror, a divine image of Church-Communion. By it, Christ 
Himself instructs us, that the Christian life in the soul is begun by Him in Baptism, and is con- 
tinually nourished by Him in the Sacrament of. the Lord’s Supper; and that they who have been 
engrafted into His mystical Body must take care to maintain its Unity, and to cherish their own 
spiritual life, by communicating with it in the profession of a true faith, and by the reception of the 
means of grace in the public offices of religion. 

He teaches us also in this book, that He has set apart certain persons as His Ministers, for the 
dispensation of the Word and Sacraments; and that they who desire to receive a blessing from Him, 
must seek for its bestowal by the agency of those whom He has authorized and commissioned to 
convey it by that dispensation. 

For example, we find in this book, that although He spoke to Cornelius by an Angel, He com- 
manded him by the voice of the Angel to send for St. Peter, in order to hear the Word preached, 
and to be received into the Church by the Ministry of man’. Similarly, though He called Saul by 
His own voice from heaven, yet He commanded him to go into the city, ‘“ where it should be told 
him what he must do®.” And he sent to him Ananias, who received him into the Church by 
baptism’, saying, “Now why tarriest thou? Arise, and be baptized and wash away thy sins, 
calling on the Name of the Lord *.”’ 

Here, then, and in other places, He has shown the necessity of a Christian Ministry ; and He 
has also taught the world, what the due organization of that Ministry is. As we have seen, He 
declared the continwity of the Apostolic office by the election of Matthias; and He proclaimed the 
duty of extending it, by calling Barnabas and Paul to the Apostleship’. He constituted Elders in 
every Church by their hands'®. He instituted by the agency of the Apostles the holy order of 
Deacons’. Thus He has delivered a divine exhortation from heaven to all Churches, to take good 
heed to maintain the threefold Ministry of Bishops, Priests, and Deacons; and to seek for His 
favour by a right use of that Ministry in extending His Kingdom throughout the world. 

All who desire to have the blessing of Christ on their Missions at home and abroad, are thus 
instructed to obtain it by the means which He has appointed for that end. 

Again; by the practice of His Holy Apostles, as twice recorded in this book ”, He teaches from 
Heaven the use and necessity of the holy rite of Confirmation. It is Christ Himself sitting in glory, 
who sheds forth the full outpouring of the gift of the Holy Ghost, by the laying on of Apostolic 
hands on those who have been baptized. 

It cannot rightly be alleged, that Confirmation is less obligatory on Christians, because it was 
not instituted by Christ Himself on earth. For, by reason of what Confirmation is, it could not 
have been instituted by Christ while on earth. Confirmation is the appointed means for the plenary 
effusion of the gift of the Holy Ghost on those who have been baptized. And that gift could not 
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be bestowed till after Christ’s Ascension. While He was upon earth, “The Holy Ghost,” we read, 
“was not yet given, because that Jesus was not yet glorified '.” 

The fact, that Confirmation was not instituted by Christ when on earth, is a necessary conse- 
quence of the dignity of the gift bestowed in it; and is not therefore a reason for its disparagement, 
but for its reverent use. Let no one therefore despise what was administered by the holy Apostles, 
who were taught by Christ, and inspired by the Holy Ghost; and what was used by them for the 
conveyance of a gift, not of partial and temporary use, but of ante need for all men in all ages of 
the Church, the gift of the Holy Ghost. He who despises Confirmation despises not man, but 
God®. He despises not the Apostles alone, but despises Him Who said to the Apostles, ‘He that 
receiveth you receiveth Me *, and He that despiseth you despiseth Me*;” and he cannot be said to 
love the Lord Jesus; but incurs the penalty pronounced by the Holy Ghost Himself; “If any 
man love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be Anathema, Maranatha ’.” 

The administration of Confirmation is restricted to the Apostolic Office of Bishops, who are 
successors of the Apostles in their ordinary ministrations. It is therefore the duty of every Church, 
and of every Christian, to endeavour earnestly, that the Episcopate may be so increased, that no 
christian soul, for which Christ shed His blood, may be defrauded of that portion of its spiritual 
birthright which Christ Himself designs for it in the rite of Confirmation; and, after it, in timely 
access to the Holy Communion. It o not to be expected that they who are not brought to Confir- 
mation, will be duly catechized in their duty to God, their neighbour, and themselves. They will 
grow up to man’s estate without becoming healthy members of the Body of Christ. They will not 
come to the Lord’s Table. It is to be feared, that many of them, not receiving the means of grace 
which are necessary for their spiritual growth, will fall into schism, indifference, unbelief, and 
ungodliness; and that the Church of Christ may sit as a Rachel weeping for her children because 
they are not. 

Again. Christ has taught us by the agency of His Apostles, what is the right mode of settling 
Controversies in the Church. By the Convention of the Apostles and Presbyters to the Council of 
Jerusalem, as recorded in the fifteenth chapter of the Acts of the Apostles, and by the Mission of 
Paul and Barnabas to that Council, and by the part taken in it by St. Peter, St. James, and St. Paul, 
Christ, Who guided them by His Spirit, declares from Heaven, that for the appeasing of religious 
differences, men are not to resort to any one person, although he may call himself infallible, nor are 
they to follow the wayward devices of their own private imaginations; but that appeals are to be 
made to Synods of Bishops and Presbyters, invoking the aid of the Holy Ghost, and grounding their 
decrees on Holy Scripture; and that whatever has been settled and promulgated by them, regu- 
lating their proceedings by these principles, and is received by the consentient voice of Christendom, 
and takes root in the practice of the Universal Church, may be deemed to be a true exposition of 
Scripture, and conformable to the mind of Christ. 

Other things there are in the Constitution and Regimen of the Christian Church, which are 
intimated in this book, and which may be ascribed to Christ teaching from Heaven by means of His 
Apostles upon earth. 

One of these is the sanctification of the First Day of the week,—the Christian Sunday. Doubt- 
less it is a part of positive Divine Law, dating from the Creation, as revealed in the Old Testament, 
that one day in seven should be hallowed; and by that Law, the day to be hallowed is the 
seventh day of the week. But that the seventh-day Sabbath is now abrogated, and that the first 
day of the week is to be hallowed in its stead, can hardly be proved by any, who do not take into 
consideration Christ’s Teaching, as embodied in the practice of the Apostles, observing as holy the 
first day of the week, instead of the seventh. 

The Acts of the Apostles supplies a necessary connecting link in this argument. There it is 
said ° that “upon the First Day of the week, when the disciples came together to break bread,”’ that 
is, to receive the Holy Communion, “Paul preached unto them.” This passage is to be taken 
together with other intimations in Holy Scripture, particularly the relation of Christ’s appearances to 
His Apostles on this day, the day of His Resurrection’, and the narrative of the sending of the 
Holy Ghost from Heaven on this day*, and the record of Christ’s revelation of Himself to St. John 
in Patmos when in the Spirit on the Lord’s Day*®. And these intimations, combined with what 
we know from other quarters of the primitive practice of Christians, will suffice to convince an 
unprejudiced person, that while the sanctification of one day in seven still remains in full force, on 
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its original foundation of positive Divine Law from the beginning, the Day to be sanctified by 
_ Christians is the First Day of the week. 


It may indeed be objected, that some of those conclusions are collected rather by probable infer- 
ences, than deduced directly by demonstrative proof. But perhaps it may be replied, that our 
moral probation in this world consists in the trial, whether we will attend to such probabilities as 
these. They are the best tests of our obedience; they prove its sensibility ; they show, whether we are 
actuated only by that servile fear, which does God’s bidding, when it is commanded to do so under 
strong coercion and penal discipline ; or whether we are animated by that clear-sighted and cheerful 
spirit of filial love, which divines, and almost anticipates, our heavenly Father’s desires, and hastes 

with angelic alacrity, at the least signification of His will. 

These intimations therefore of the Will of Christ as to Christian Doctrine, and Church Disci- 
pline, as displayed in the Acts of the Apostles, are of inestimable value; they are not mere isolated 
incidents, and historical facts, limited in their uses to any particular age or country; they are 
general types and divine precedents, of universal application. 

The Acts of the Apostles is a concise book, and it is an inspired book. In its brief compass 
the Holy Ghost describes the operations of Christ, acting by His Holy Apostles. It omits many 
things in their history which the world would desire to know; and these omissions are eloquent 
proofs, that the actions of the Apostles, which the Holy Spirit has not omitted, but has specially 
selected for commemoration in this book, are of paramount importance. The omissions serve to 
bring out in bolder relief, and in more salient prominence, the significance and value of what is not 
omitted, but distinctly set down in writing by the dictation of the Holy Spirit. The actions of the 
Apostles—or rather, the actions of Christ operating by them—which are recorded in this book, are 
doubtless designed to be patterns and examples for the faith and practice of the Church, in every 
country and in every age. They are like beams of the Sun of Righteousness, drawn together and 
concentrated in a brilliant focus, so that they may illumine the mind of the Church in every age of 
her existence. 

Therefore we need not hesitate to say, that in the Acts of the Apostles the Shepherd and Bishop 
of our souls’, Jesus Christ, is revealed to us as sitting in His chair in His heavenly Cathedral, 
surrounded by His Angelic Hierarchy, and delivering to all Christian Bishops and Pastors a divine 
charge and directory, a symbol of Christian Doctrine, a code of Kcclesiastical Polity, a rule of 
Church-Discipline, a chart of Missionary enterprise, a system of Biblical Evidences and Interpreta- 
tion, for the perpetual instruction and regimen of every age and clime, even till He comes again, to 
judge the Quick and Dead. 


VII. We may therefore derive great benefits from this contemplation. 

First, the inestimable blessing of Unity. Christendom is torn asunder by schisms. Our 
Country is distracted by strife. Surely the time is come, that we should lay to heart “the great 
dangers we are in by our unhappy divisions.” Surely the hour is arrived, that we should consider 
the grounds of our differences, and meditate on the sin of strife, and on the blessedness of peace. 

Among the means available for the appeasing of strife and recovery of unity, none is more 
efficacious than this Divine Book, dictated by the Holy Spirit of Love; im which He reveals His 
own mission from Christ, and displays to us Christ acting and teaching by means of those who were 
sent by Him, and inspired by the Holy Ghost. 

Therefore in referring to what the Apostles taught, we are referring to Christ Himself; and all 
who love Him may do well to remember His own words, “If ye love Me, keep My command- 
ments’ ;’”’ and “ Why call ye me Lord, Lord, and do not the things that I say*?” It cannot consist 
with love to Christ, to slight any, even the least, indication of His will, revealed in this book by the 
Holy Ghost. 

Here is the true foundation of Apostolic Doctrine and Discipline; it is built upon a Rock, 
the Rock of Ages, which is Christ. 

Let us then consider, whether in this Divine Book we may not find a path of unity, in which 
we may walk together as Brethren toward our heavenly home. 

On the one hand, they who revere the doctrinal symbols and primitive organization of the 
Church, and desire to restore and reinvigorate them, wheresoever they are decayed, and to propagate 
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them where they are wanting, may be invited to consider, whether, in endeavouring to attain this 
end, some among us may not have placed the Church in too prominent an attitude, and in too inde- 


pendent a position; and whether it be not our duty, to raise our eyes, and to direct the eyes of 


others upward, from the Church upon earth to Jesus Christ her Lord, acting and teaching in and 
by her from Heaven. The Holy Ghost has taught us in this Divine Book not to rivet our minds even 
on the Apostles themselves'; but to concentrate all our thoughts and affections on Him Who sent 
them, and acts by them. Tee¢ us not regard the Church as sere from Christ; but ever think 
on her as dependent on Him, and as fog all her grace and virtue, all her puean and power, 
from Him alone. Let us not forget the words of the Psalmist, speaking to her, the Queen at 
Christ's right hand, and saying “ He is thy Lord God, and worship thou Him *.” 

On the other hand, if we are tempted to think lightly of the Apostolic and Primitive Church, 
if we are disposed to treat with indifference any of the specific functions of the Christian Ministry, 
and its threefold orders, then let us pause and consider, whether we have rightly conceived the 
question at issue; and whether, by such a temper of mind, we may not be doing grievous wrong — 
not to men—but to Christ; to Christ our Lord and King, our Prophet and Priest, our Saviour and 
our Judge, seated in heavenly glory and majesty at God’s right hand; to Christ, vouchsafing to 
send “His Holy Spirit from Heaven to teach His Apostles, and to guide them into all Truth ®;” 
and whether we may not be guilty of disobeying Him, and of sinning against the Holy Ghost. 

To think less of men, and to think more of God; to lift up our eyes from the Church Militant 
on earth, to her Lord and Head triumphant in heaven,—this is what the Holy Ghost teaches us in 
the Acts of the Apostles. Therefore it is, that He annexed it as a second volume to St. Luke’s 
Gospel, and joined both together in one work; revealing in the former, Christ acting and teaching 
on earth, and in the latter, Christ acting and teaching in heaven. The Acts of the Apostles is the 
Gospel of Jesus Christ, now reigning in glory. 


VIII. The Notes, which are contained in the present Volume, have been written with such 
persuasions as these. 

They have also been dictated by a belief, that the design of this sacred Book has scarcely 
received the attention which it claims, and which, if duly bestowed upon it, would do much to 
settle the controversies of Christendom, and to advance the progress of the Gospel; and that the 
nearer the end of earthly things approaches, the greater its uses will be. 

Accordingly, the Plan of the Book has been dwelt upon at large in the present Introduction. 


The writer of these Notes cannot quit this subject, without an expression of thankfulness to 
Almighty God, that He has preserved in England a Church, which has not disqualified herself for 
interpreting the Acts of the Apostles. 

One of the most painful feelings arising in the mind, from the perusal of interpretations of the 
Acts of the Apostles by learned members of those religious Communions, which have departed from 
the rule of ‘primitive Christian Doctrine and Discipline, is caused by distortions or disparagements 
of the Apostolic precedents recorded in this Book, and received and followed by the ancient 
Church. 

By a dereliction of those Apostolic precedents, those Communions have disabled themselves for 
expounding the Acts of the Apostles. They cannot interpret this Book aright, without, at the same 
time, pronouncing a sentence of condemnation on themselves; and, from the infirmity of human 
nature, it is hardly to be expected, that they should be willing to censure their own principles. 

The student of Scripture may need to be cautioned against those interpretations ; and still more 
should he be on his guard against those expositions, which are blemished by sceptical strictures on the 
History of the Acts, as well as by perversion of its teaching in matters of Christian Doctrine and 
Discipline, and by imputations of errors to those Saints and Martyrs, who were inspired by the Holy 
Ghost *. For this reason also, the English student of Holy Scripture, while he thankfully avails himself 
of all the aids—critical, philological, historical, and antiquarian—which the erudition of Germany has 
richly furnished,—may well be thankful to the Great Head of the Church, that the principles of the 
English Reformation were not innovating, but preservative, not revolutionary, but restorative; and 
that God has raised up Expositors in England, inferior to none in wisdom and learning, and has 
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placed them on a sacred vantage-ground of sound Exposition, by the principles and constitution of 
the Church, to which they have the happiness to belong. 


IX. The details of the personal history of the Author of this Book will be found in the Intro- 
duction to his Gospel; and in the Chronological Table prefixed to this Book. The Acts of the 
Apostles, which brings the history of St. Paul down to the end of his first imprisonment at 
Home, cannot have been completed before a.p. 63, It was probably published at Rome at that 
time. 

X. For the reasons stated above, the Acts of the Apostles, which has sometimes been regarded 
merely as an appendage to the Four Gospels, but which holds an unique and independent place in 
the New Testament, forms a separate Part in the present edition. 

In the Text of this Edition, more deviations from the Textus Receptus will be found, than, 
within the same compass, in the Edition of the Gospels. This is due to the fact, that there are 
many more discrepancies in the Manuscripts’ of this Book, than of them, or of almost any other 
Book of the New Testament. 

The reader, however, will feel satisfaction in observing, that scarcely any of these variations 
affect the sense, in any perceptible degree; and that none in any respect touches the substance of 
any Christian Doctrine*. And he may thence derive an assurance, that while the collation of the 
vast variety of Manuscripts of the New Testament, which are derived from all parts of the world, 
serves to establish immoveably the integrity of the Text of the Inspired Volume, and to confirm the 
Truth of the Gospel; not one of that countless multitude has been found to invalidate in the least 
degree any historical fact, or any doctrinal article, on which the Christian Religion is founded, and 
our hope of salvation rests. 


1 Particularly MS. D, i.e. the Codex Beze or Cambridge discrepancies may be seen in Eichhorn’s Kinleitung in d. N. T. 
Manuscript, on which see By. Middleton’s Remarks, Appendix ii. p. 87; Kuinoel, Prolegomena, § 2. 
to his Work on the Greek Article, pp. 649—669. Bornemann’s 2 Except, perhaps, Acts xx. 18, and the question there is 
edition of the Acts is based upon that MS. Some of its principal rather one of language than of substance. 
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EVENTS RELATED IN THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES’. 


In the examination of this subject the following propositions are presented to the reader’s notice. 

1. The common era—Anno Domini—begins about four years too late. (See above on Matt. ii. 20.) 

2. Our Blessed Lord’s ministry, which began when He was thirty years of age (see on Luke ii. 
23), and which seems to have lasted three years and a half (see on John vy. 1), and which terminated 
at a Passover, commenced probably in the Autumn of A.p. 26, and ended at the Passover in a.v. 30. 
(See on John i. 14, and vii. 2; and ep. Africanus, Chronogr. Routh, R. 8. ii. 187—190. Clinton, 
Fasti Rom. p. 14.) 

3. Our Blessed Lord and Saviour was crucified on the 15th of Nisan, a.p. 30; and His Resur- 
rection was on the 17th of Nisan of that year; and the Ascension was forty days afterwards; and the 
Day of Pentecost on which the Holy Spirit descended, was on a Sunday, the Seventh Lord’s Day 
after that on which He rose from the Dead. (See on Acts ui. 1.) 

4, The only date in the history of the Acts of the Apostles which can be fixed with absolute 
certainty, is that of the death of Herod Agrippa at Ceesarea, described in Acts xii. 20—22; and the 
determination of other points in the Chronology of the earlier portion of the Acts depends mainly on 
the date of this event. 

Herod Agrippa was made King of Judea and Samaria by the Emperor Claudius on his acces- 
sion (Josephus, Ant. xix. 8. 2), which took place early in the year a.p. 41 (his predecessor, Caligula, 
having been murdered on the 24th of January in that year), and Agrippa died soon after the 
completion of the third year of his reign (Bell. Jud. ii. 11.6). His death therefore took place a.p. 
44; and it appears from the Acts that it was after a Passover (xu. 3). 

Besides, Josephus informs us (Ant. xxiii. 6. 10) that Herod Agrippa had been appointed by the 
predecessor of Claudius, Caligula, to the Tetrarchies of Philip and Lysanias, soon after his accession, 
which was in the month of March, a.p. 87 (Dio, lviii. 630. Basnage, Annales i. p. 458. Clinton, 
F. R. p. 28). And it is stated by Josephus (Ant. xix. 8. 2) that Herod Agrippa died in the seventh 
year of his government, dating from that appointment by Caligula, early in a.p. 37. And thus 
we are brought again to a.p. 44, as the year of Herod’s death. 

5. Thus we have ¢wo limits in the history of the Acts, an anterior limit, or terminus & quo, in our 
Lord’s Ascension and the descent of the Holy Spirit in the Spring of a.p. 30; and a posterior limit, 
or terminus ad quem, in the Spring or Summer of a.p. 44, the date of Herod’s death. And in this 
interval of fourteen years are to be arranged the events recorded in the first twelve chapters of the Acts 
of the Apostles. 

6. Another note of time is furnished by notices in the history of St. Paul, as narrated by himself 
in the first and second chapters of his Epistle to the Galatians. 

In order to show that his preaching was not derived from men, but by revelation from Christ 
Himself, he there relates (Gal. i. 17) that he had no intercourse with the other Apostles, which 
could have imparted to him the knowledge he possessed; and that it was not till three years after 
his Conversion that he went up to Jerusalem from Damascus to see Peter, and that he remained 
there only fifteen days, and thence went into Syria and Cilicia (Gal. i. 17—21). 

He adds, that fourteen years afterwards he went again up to Jerusalem with Barnabas, and took 
Titus with him. 

The principal works on this subject are those of Josephus, those of Anger, A. de temporum in Actis ratione, Lips. 1833; 
Eusebius, Hist. Eccles. and Chronicon (Venet. 2 vols. 4to. 1818), Birks, Greswell, Lewin, Conybeare, and Howson, Winer ; B. W. 
Prosper Aquitanus, Chronicon (Bassani, 1782), Bishop Pearson, B. Art. Paulus; Clinton’s Fasti Romani, Oxford, 1845; and 


Tillemont, Basnage, Lardner, and Paley, specified in the List Wéieseler, Chronologie des Apostolischen Zeitalters, Gotting. 
of Authors prefixed to this volume; and in more recent times, 1848. 
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It has been doubted, whether these fourteen years are to be dated from his conversion, or from 
the expiration of the three years mentioned previously in Gal. i. 18. 

It seems most probable that the fourteen years are to be dated from the short visit to Jerusalem, 
and the journey thence to Tarsus at the end of those three years. For it is observable that in Gal. 
i. 18, the Apostle says, éreta, weta étrn Tpia, i.e. then, after three years from my conversion. But 
in Gal. 1. 1, he says, éveita, dua Sexateccapwv era, TarLy avéPny, i.e. then, having passed 
through an interval of fourteen years, from the last-named date, I went up again to Jerusalem’. 

This visit was most probably the same as that described in Acts xv. 2—22, when St. Paul was 
sent from Antioch to the Councit of JerusALeM. It is true that St. Paul had been at Jerusalem 
some little time before that visit; but he had only gone to the Elders with alms (xi. 30; xii. 25), 
and he had no occasion to refer to this visit, in his Epistle to the Galatians. Besides, he says that 
in the visit which he is mentioning in his Epistle to the Galatians, he had recounted to the Apostles 
what he had been preaching to the Gentiles (Gal. ii. 2). But such an assertion as that is wholly 
inapplicable to the short visit mentioned in Acts xi. 80; xii. 25, on which he went up with alms to 
Jerusalem, and when he had not as yet been even ordained to preach to the Gentiles”. (See Note on 
Acts xiii. 1, 2; ep. Bede in Act. xv. Davidson, ii. 112—122. Howson, i. p. 589—547.) 

But in writing to the Galatians, concerning his intercourse with the other Apostles, he could 
not omit to notice the visit, which he made soon afterwards to Jerusalem, namely, that described in 
Acts xv. 2—22, when he went up to the Apostles and Elders assembled in Council there, to discuss 
a question in which St. Paul had a personal and official concern. Hence it would seem, that the 
Councit of JERUSALEM was held about seventeen years after the Conversion of St. Paul. 

This conclusion cannot be regarded as more than an approximation to the truth; because it 
depends on the two passages above cited, where St. Paul speaks of years, which may be either com- 
plete years, or only, according to the Jewish method of reckoning, current years. 

7. Another chronological clue seems to be supplied by the mention of the circumstances of St. 
Paul’s escape from Damascus after his Conversion (ix. 25). It appears from 2 Cor. xi. 82, 33, where 
St. Paul himself is describing that escape, that the city of Damascus had then fallen into the hands 
of Aretas, King of part of Arabia Petrzea, who had appointed an Ethnarch there. 

In looking for a season when such a remarkable incident was likely to have occurred, we find 
none more probable than that in which Aretas had defeated the forces of Herod Antipas, to whom 
he had long been hostile, on account of Herod’s ill-treatment of his daughter, whom he had aban- 
doned for Herodias. (Joseph. Ant. xvii. 5.1. Matt. xiv. 1—18.) Herod Antipas being defeated 
(late in 4.D. 386), appealed for succour to the Emperor Tiberius, who commanded Vitellius, then Pre- 
sident of Syria, to declare war against Aretas. (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5. 1.) But soon after, Tiberius 
died (March, a.p. 37); and Vitellius drew off his forces, and went to Rome. (See notes below on 
ix. 2 and 24.) 

It seems probable, that Aretas availed himself of the favourable opportunity thus presented for 
occupying the city of Damascus. This occupation would be only of short duration. Caligula inter- 
fered in the affairs of Arabia, in the second year of his reign (Dio, lix. 9), and would hardly have 
allowed Aretas to retain what he had usurped. If these calculations are just, the date of St. Paul’s 
Conversion would be a.v. 34. 

It may be remarked, that the Jews do not seem to have had the same power of persecuting the 
Christians at Damascus when St. Paul escaped from that city, as they had when he came down from 
Jerusalem with a commission from the High Priest. (Acts ix. 1—14; xxvi. 11.) But now the Jews 
lie in wait for him, and endeavour to destroy him by the permission and agency of the Ethnarch of 
Aretas. (Acts ix. 23. 2 Cor. xi. 32.) The occupation of Damascus by Aretas seems therefore to 
have been after his Conversion. 

8. Another note of time may be derived from Acts ix. 31, where it is related that “all the 
Churches in Judea, and Galilee, and Samaria had rest, and walking in the fear of the Lord and 
the comfort of the Holy Ghost were multiplied.” The Christians had nothing to fear at that 
time from the Romans. Their persecutions were from the Jews ; and if the Churches had rest, it 


first €me:ra, which specifies the end of the three years ; and so it 


1 Bishop Pearson, indeed, infers, p. 379, that the @re:ra (in 
Gal. ii. 1) must be deduced from the conversion, and not from the 
end of the three years, because another éevra intervenes in i. 21. 
But perhaps this circumstance may be rather alleged as an argu- 
ment in favour of what is said above. For it is evident that the 
second ére:ta in i. 21, which introduces the visit of fifteen days 
to Jerusalem, and the journey thence to Tarsus, is dated from the 


seems the third ée:ra is to be dated from the second. 

2 Bede says in Act. xiii., “ Videtur Paulus xiii? post Domini 
passionem anno Apostolatum cum Barnaba accepisse, xivt? autem 
anno ad Gentium magisterium profectus est. Nec Historia Eccles 
siastica repugnat, docens Apostolis esse preceptum ut duodecim 
annis predicarent in Judea.” 
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was not to be ascribed to any cessation of desire, but to a suspension of power or opportunity on the 
part of the Jews to persecute them. 

It has been suggested by Basnage, ad a.v. 40, Lardner (i. 55; iti. 252), and others (see Note 
on Acts ix. 81), that this “rest of the Churches” was due to the alarm in which the Jews themselves 
were, on account of the command given by the Emperor Caligula, to the President of Syria, 
Petronius, in a.p. 39, to set up the Imperial Statue in the Temple at Jerusalem. (Joseph. Bell. Jud. 
ii. 10. 1. Ant. xviii. 8. 2. Philo, Legat. 31. Eused. i1. 5.) 

It was not till the death of Caligula and the accession of Claudius, 24th Jan. a.p. 41, that the 
Jews were relieved from this panic. And soon after that, Herod Agrippa, the person who had 
showed his zeal for the Jews by interceding with Caligula for a revocation of this command (Joseph. 
Ant. xviii. 8. 7. Philo, Leg. 35), “ stretched forth his hands to vex certain of the Church, and killed 
James the brother of John with the sword; and because he saw it pleased the Jews, he proceeded to take 
Peter also.” (Acts xii. 1.) 

This Rest of the Churches cannot have commenced till after St. Paul’s visit to Jerusalem, for 
then a persecution was going on, to which he was exposed. (Acts 1x. 26—31.) Besides, when Paul 
came to Jerusalem, Peter was there; but during the rest, Peter was absent from Jerusalem on a 
Missionary Tour. (Acts ix. 31—438; ep. Lardner, iit. 253.) 

9. Certain other notes of duration are set down in the Acts (viz.) :— 

(1) After St. Paul’s first visit of fifteen days to Jerusalem and his journey to Cilicia (Gal. i. 15 
—21. Acts ix. 30; xi. 25), and his intercourse with Barnabas, who brought him from Tarsus to 
Antioch, he remains with Barnabas a whole year at Antioch, where the Disciples are first called 
Christians (xi. 25—27). 

(2) Paul and Barnabas, after their first Missionary Journey in Asia, returned to Antioch, and 
tarried no small time there (détpyBov ypovoy ov« ddtyov) with the Disciples (xiv. 28). 

(3) After their return from the Council of Jerusalem to Antioch they again tarried there (6:- 
étpiBov, xv. 35). 

(4) St. Paul, in his second Missionary Journey, came through Asia Minor and Macedonia into 
Achaia (Acts xvi. xvii.), and remained at Corinth a year and six months (éxabice éviavtov Kal phvas 
é€, xviii. 11). 

(5) From Cenchrez, the eastern port of Corinth, he set sail for Ephesus, where he remained only 
a short time, being desirous of being at Jerusalem for the feast (xviii. 19—21), probably Pentecost. 

(6) After a short visit to Jerusalem he returned to Ephesus, and spent there three years (xx. 31). 

(7) After these three years he went again to Macedonia (xx. 1), and came into Hellas, and 
spent there three months (xx. 3). 

He then went back through Macedonia, came to Philippi (xx. 6), where he spent Easter, and 
passed by Troas (xx. 6—12) and Miletus (xx. 15) to Cxesarea and to Jerusalem; where he had not 
been for several years (8: érav mdesdvwv, xxiv. 17), and where he had desired to be at the feast of 
Pentecost. 

(8) He was arrested in the Temple at Jerusalem by the Jews, and was sent by Claudius Lysias 
for safety to Cesarea ; and he was detained there in “ custodia libera”’ two years by Felix, who (xxiv. 
27) had been governor for many years (é« toMhOv érGv, xxiv. 10), and is succeeded in the procu- 
ratorship by Festus, who sends St. Paul by sea toward Rome. 

(9) After his shipwreck in the Mediterranean, St. Paul remains during the winter at Malta; 
and after three months he sets sail again “in a ship which had wintered in the island” (xxviti. 11). 

(10) He remained at Rome two whole years (Sveriav 6dyv, xxviii. 80). 

(11) It is evident from St. Luke’s narrative that St. Paul arrived at Rome in the Spring of the 
year after the succession of Festus to the Procuratorship in the Room of Felix ; i 

What year was that ? 

(1) Felix was Procuritor of Judea in a.p. 52‘; and he had been many years (é« woddav érov) 
Procurator, when Paul pleaded before him at Czesarea. (Acts xxiv. 10.) 

(2) Felix, when recalled, was saved from the punishment due to his misgovernment by the 


1 Tt is said by Wieseler, p. 67, and others, that Felix was 
appointed by Claudius in the thirteenth year of his reign, i.e. 
after Jan, 24, a.p. 53; and this is inferred by him from Josephus, 
Ant. xx. 7.1, Swdékarov eros Hdn extAnpwxds. But Josephus 
applies these words to the appointment of Agrippa, and not of 
Feliz. It appears from that passage, and from Bell. Jud. ii. 12. 
8, that Felix was appointed Procurator before, though probably 


not long before, the appointment of Agrippa to the tetrarchy of 
Philip; which took place early in a.p. 53. The appointment of 
Felix is placed still earlier by Tacitus, Ann. xii. 54, ‘“ Pallas jam- 
pridem Jude impositus.” Eusebius (Chron. ii. p. 271) assigns 
it to the eleventh year of Claudius, i.e. a.p. 51. Clinton (Fasti 
Rom. pp. 34—36) is in favour of an earlier date than a.p. 52, for 
the appointment of. Felix. 
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influence of his brother Padias with the Emperor Nero. (Joseph. Ant. xx. 8,9.) Pallas was put to 
death by Nero a.v. 62. (Tacit. Aun. xiv. 65.) Therefore Felix must have ceased to be Procurator, 
and Festus must have been appointed to succeed him, some time before that date. 

(3) St. Paul, when brought a prisoner to Rome, was delivered into the charge of the prefect of 
the pretorian guard (76 otpatotedapyy, Acts xxviii. 16). It seems then that there was only one 
prefect at that time. But after the death of Burrhus, who was prefect till February, a.p. 62, when 
he died (Tacit. Ann. xiv. 51. . Clinton, F. R. p. 44. Wieseler, p. 83), there were two prefects. See 
Bp. Pearson, ii. 389, and Wieseler, p. 86. Therefore it is probable that St. Paul came to Rome 
before March a.p. 62. 

(4) Josephus relates (Ant. xx. 8.11), that a dispute arose between the Jews and Mstus the Pro- 
curator, and that they sent a deputation to Rome, where their cause was favoured by Poppa, the 
wife of Nero. This could not have been before a.p. 62, when Poppeea became his wife. (Zacit. Ann. 
xiv. 49. Sweton. Ner. 35.) But some time must have elapsed after the appointment of Festus, before 
the dispute could have arisen, and the deputation have proceeded to Rome and have gained the 
favourable notice of Poppeea. 

(5) Josephus also states (Vit. 3) that he himself went to Rome to intercede for some Jewish 
Priests whom Feliz had sent there before his removal from the procuratorship. Josephus arrived at 
Rome a.p. 63 (Vit. 1). From his narrative it appears that they had been some time in detention 
at Rome, and that he engaged the interest of Poppa in their favour. 

(6) Eusebius says (H. E. i. 23) that James, the Bishop of Jerusalem, was martyred by the Jews 
at Jerusalem, because they were disappointed by the escape of St. Paul from their hands. The 
martyrdom of St. James took place at the Passover, a.p. 62. (Huseb. ii. 23. Joseph. Ant. xx. 9. 1.) 
It appears that Festus the Procurator had recently died, and that his successor had not arrived ; and 
that Ananus the High Priest, who was a Sadducee, and of a cruel temper, and his adherents, took 
advantage of this interval to destroy St. James and others. (Huseb. ii. 22, and 1. 23, where see 
Vales. Joseph. Ant. xx. 9.1.) St. Paul’s arrival at Rome would therefore have been before—but 
not long before—that time. 

(7) On the whole, therefore, it seems most probable that Festus succeeded Felix in the Spring 
or Summer of a.p. 60, and that St. Paul’s arrival at Rome is to be placed in the Spring of a.p. 61, 
and that he remained at Rome till the Spring of a.p. 638. Lardner (iti. 279) says, “ Paul came to 
Jerusalem at the Feast of Pentecost, a.p. 58, and was sent away to Rome at the end of a.p. 60,” 
and he is followed by Wieseler, 66—80. Winer, R. W. B.i. p. 868. Birks, Horee Apostolicee, pp. 
167—182. Howson, ii. 669—672. Hackett, p. 15; and see also Vales. in Euseb. ii. 28. 

From the above premises we arrive at the results, which may be arranged as probable in the 
following CuronoLocicaL TABLE. 


Vou, I.—Parr II. 
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A.D. 
30. 


31—82. 
33. 


34. 


36. 


37. 


38—41. 


41. 
43. 


44, 


45, 


49, 
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CHRONOLOGICAL TABLE, 


The Crucifixion of Christ at the Passover. 

His Ascension, forty days after His Resurrection. 

The Descent of the Holy Spirit at the Feast of Pentecost, ties days after the Passover. 

The Events described in Chapters iiivi. of the Acts of the Apostles. 

St. Stephen’s Martyrdom (Acts vii.). SauJ was then a young man, veavias (vil. 58). 

St. Philip’s Missionary Journey (Acts viii. 5—40). 

St. Peter and St. John at Samaria. Simon Magus (Acts viii. 14—24). 

Saul’s Conversion (Acts ix. 1—25): ep. Huseb. H. E. ii. 1; and see note below on 1 Tim. 
eles 

Saul retires to Arabia (Gal. i. 17). 

Pontius Pilate is recalled from his procuratorship in Judea (Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4. 2). 

Damascus occupied by Aretas, who appoints an iithnarch there. 

‘ After many days’ (ix. 23), Saul escapes from Damascus. 

Goes up to Jerusalem; where he remains fifteen days, and sees Peter and John (Gal. i. 18, 
19. Acts ix. 26, 27) ;. and 

Disputes with the Grecians ; 

Saul is sent to Tarsus (ix. 30). 

The Emperor Tiberius dies 16th March ; 

Caligula succeeds. 

“Rest of the Churches” (Acts ix. 31). 

St. Peter’s Missionary Journey (ix. 832—48). 

He tarries at Joppa many days (1x. 43). 

Conversion of Cornelius (Acts x. 1—48). 

The Emperor Caligula dies 24th January, and is succeeded by Claudius. 

Euodius, first Bishop of Antioch (Zuseb. Chron. ii. p. 269. Clinton, F. R. App. ii. p. 548). 

The Disciples called Curistians at Antioch (Acts xi. 26). 

The Apostle St. James, the brother of John, is killed with the sword (Acts xii. 2), and 

St. Peter is imprisoned, by Herod Agrippa, before Easter (xii. 4). Peter is delivered; and 

Herod is smitten by an Angel, and dies at Caesarea (xii. 23). 

St. Peter retires from Jerusalem (xii. 17). 

Saul and Barnabas, having been deputed by the Christians at Antioch (xi. 27—30) to 
bring supplies to the Brethren in Judea, on account of the anticipation of the famine 
foretold by Agabus, which “came to pass in the reign of Claudius Ceasar” (xi. 28), 
i. e. after January, a.p. 41, return from Jerusalem to Antioch, with John Mark, who 
was connected with Peter (xii. 12), and with Barnabas. (See on xv. 39.) 

The Ordination of Saul and Barnabas, at Antioch, to the Apostleship of the Gentiles. (See 
on xii. 1.) 

Saul is henceforth called Paul. (See Acts xiii. 9.) St. Paul’s “ Visions and Revelations of 
the Lord” seem to have been vouchsafed to him about this time. (See on 2 Cor. xiL 
2, 3.) 

Their first Missionary Journey to Cyprus (Paphos), and Pisidia, and Perga in Pamphylia 
(xii. 4—13), whence Mark returns to Jerusalem. They visit Antioch of Pisidia, 
Iconium, Lystra; come to Perga and Pamphylia, and thence return to the place 
of their ordination, Antioch ; where they remain a considerable time with the disciples 
(Acts xiv. 26—28). 

A controversy arises at Antioch concerning the obligation of the Ceremonial Law (xv. 1, 2). 

Paul and Barnabas, and some others, are deputed to go from Antioch to Jerusalem, “to 
the Apostles and Elders,” concerning this matter (xv. 2, 8). 


A.D. 
50, 51. 


02— 04. 


Dias 


58—60. 


61. 
62. 
62, 63. 
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Council of Jerusalem (xv. 6—29). 

Paul and Barnabas return to Antioch ; where they remain some time (xv. 35, 36). 

St. Peter is rebuked by St. Paul (Gal. ii. 11—13). 

The trapo€vopos (Acts xv. 39), and separation of Paul and Barnabas. 

Paul takes Silas (xv. 40) on his second Missionary Journey, and afterwards Timothy also at 
Lystra (xvi. 1). 

St. Paul passes through Phrygia and Galatia to Troas (xvi. 6. 8). Thence crosses over to 
Philippi (xvi. 12), and Thessalonica (xvii. 1), and Bera (xvii. 10); thence to Athens 
(xvi. 18). 

St. Paul comes to Corinth, where he spends a year and siv months (xviii. 1. 11). 

Aquila and Priscilla come to Corinth. 

The two Epistles to the Thessalonians. See below the Introduction to those Epistles, p. 1, 2, 
and p. 26. 

Epistle to the Galatians written probably about this time from Corinth. See below the 
Introduction to that Epistle, Pp. 36—A4l1. 

St. Paul sets sail from Cenchrez in the Spring for Ephesus, on his way to J SN for 
the feast, probably Pentecost (xviii. 18, 19). 

The Emperor Claudius dies (13th October a.p. 57), and Nero succeeds. 

After a short visit at Jerusalem (xviii. 21), 

St. Paul returns by way of Antioch, where he spends some time (xviii. 22), and through 
Galatia and Phrygia, where he confirms all the disciples (xviii. 23), and by the upper 
regions of Asia Minor (xix. 1) to Ephesus; where he spends three years (xx. 31)—three 
months in the Synagogue, and two years in the School of Tyrannus (xix. 8—10). 

First Epistle to the Corinthians. See below Introduction to that Epistle, pp. 75—77. 

St. Paul, after three years’ stay at Ephesus, quits it for Macedonia (xx. 1). 

Second Epistle to the Corinthians. See Introduction to that Epistle, p. 143. 

Comes into Hellas ; and spends three months there (xx. 3). 

Epistle to the Romans, written at Corinth or Cenchrez. See Introduction to it, p. 208. 

St. Paul returns to Macedonia in the Spring, and arrives at Philippi for Easter (xx. 6). 

Passes over to Troas (xx. 6). Touches at Miletus, where he bids farewell to the Presbyters 
of Ephesus, and gives them an Apostolic charge (xx .17); and Tyre (xxi. 3), and lands 
at Ceesarea (xxi. 8). ; 

Comes to Jerusalem, after several years (xxiv. 17), for the Feast of Pentecost (xx. 16; 
xxn 17). 

St. Paul is arrested at Jerusalem in the Temple (xxi. 28). 

Is conveyed to Casarea (xxiii. 23—38). 

Remains two years in detention at Cesarea (xxiv. 27). 

Is sent by Festus, in the Autumn of a.p. 60, by sea toward Rome (xxvii. 1). 

Winters at Malta (xxviii. 11). 

Spring: arrives at Rome. 

Martyrdom of St. James the Bishop of Jerusalem, at the Passover. 

St. Paul is at Rome, where he writes the Epistles to the Ephesians, Colossians (see Introduc- 
tion to Ephesians, p. 269), and to Philemon, in which he calls himself “ Paul the 
aged” (Philem. 9. See above on A.D. 33), and that to the Philippians, at the close of 
his imprisonment a.v. 63. 

Is detained at Rome for “two whole years,’ till the Spring of a.p. 63 (xxviii. 30); where 
the History of the “ Acrs of the AvostLEs” concludes: ep. Huseb. 1. 22. 

For a continuation of the Apostolic History, see the Chronological Tables prefixed to St. 
Paul’s Epistles, and the Introduction to the Epistles to Timothy, pp. 416—424, and the 
Chronological Table prefixed to the General Epistles. 
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A Taste of the Contemporary Chronology of the Emperors of Rome, the Presidents of Syria, the 
Procurators of Judea, and the High Priests of Jerusalem’. 


A.D EMPEROR. PRESIDENT OF SYRIA. 
30. Tiberius, since A.D. ape Ceci 20 
14, Aug. 19. 
34, nig  s e : | Vitellius) (Joseph. Ant. 
xviii. 4.4. Tacit. Ann. 
vi. 27). 
37. Caligula succeeds er ere 5 
March 16. 
39. » 2s « «= = » || Petronius. (Joseph. Ant: 
xviii, 8. 2). 
4) Claudius succeeds fie ee Se wt Ae ako 
Jan. 24. 
42. oo > 6 a 6 o Vibius Marsus (Ant. xix. 
6. 4). 
43. rl ets ae BS eee cu Pade e 
44. ; 500 C. Cassius Longinus (Ant. 
36.45 le 1B) 
46. Ed eo Mowe thc 
47. ae Coe oe Ae a8 
48. ; BO Fue Foie Cie eaten A 
49. 3 Titus Ummidius Quadratus 
Se Ante xx65: 2295s) ite 
12. 5). 
53. A é BORE Ars deol Geuere as ones 
54. Nero succeeds Oct. 13.) 2. 2. « « « « ewe 
59. Aa ee te a 3 o 5 GG 5 ° 
60 6 ours Domitius Corbulo. 
61. ; eee Bicty eS 
63. in OTe Fy Obes |e G ea AG - 
68 Nero dies June 9. eo Po ee 


1 Cp. Zeittafeln in Winer, B. W. B. ii. p. 


763. 


Wieseler, p. 594. 


PROCURATOR OF JUD@A. 


Pontius Pilate from a.p. 26 or 27 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 2). 


. . ° ° . . . ° . ° ° 


Pontius Pilate recalled (Jos. Ant. 
xviii. 4. 2). 


Cuspius Fadus (Ant. xix. 11. 2; 
26% fy 1h). 

Herod, King of Chalcis, obtains 
from Claudius the appointment 
of the High Priests, and the 
charge of the Temple (Ant. xx. 
1. 3). 

Tiberius Alexander (Ant. xx. 5. 
2). 

Vartiaive Cumanus (Ant. xx. 5. 
2). Herod, King of Chalcis, 
dies, is succeeded by his nephew, 
Herod Agrippa II. 


Felix (Ant. xx. 7. 1). Herop 
Acrippa II., who had been 
King of Chalcis since a.p. 48, 
and had the charge of the Tem- 
ple and the appointment of the 
High Priests, and was advanced, 
about the close of a.p. 52, to 
the Tetrarchies of Philip and 
Lysanias, with the title of King 
(Antiexc jolt wo eli 2G): 
iii. 3. 5). 


Festus succeeds Felix (Ant. xx. 8. 
9). 

Festus dies. The province with- 
out a procurator. 


Albinus (Ant. xx. 9. 1. B. J. ii. 
14.1) 


HIGH PRIEST. 


Caiaphas, since a.p. 25. 


Caiaphas removed by Vitel- 
lius. 

Jonathan, son of Ananus 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 4. 3). 

Theophilus, son of Ananus 
(Jos. Ant. xviii. 5. 3). 


Simon, son of Boéthus (Jos. 
Ant. xix. 6. 2). 

Matthias, son of Annas (Ant. 
xix. 6. 4). 

Elionezus, son of Cantheras 
(Ant. xix. 8. 1). 


. . . . . . . ° ° 


Joseph, son of Cami (Ant. 
xx. 1. 3). 


Ananias, son of Nebedzus, 
appointed by Herod, King 
of Chalcis (Ant. xx. 5. 1). 


Herod Agrippa appoints Ish- 
mael, son of Phabi (Ant. 
xx. 8. 8). 


° . . . . ° ° . 


Agrippa appoints Joseph, 
surnamed Cabi, son of Si- 
mon (Ant. xx. 8. 11). 

Ananus (xx. 9. 1). 


Jesus, son of Damneeus (xx. 
9. 1). 


° ° ° ° . . ° ° . . 


Lewin, pp. 1022—1107, and Alford, Proleg. pp. 23—25. 
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Inferences deducible from the preceding CuronoLocicaL Synopsis and Tasix. 


The consideration of the results represented above may suggest the following reflections :— 


1. The Times and Numbers which are recited in Holy Scripture, and which serve as landmarks 
of Sacred History, seem to be regulated by certain laws. 

For example, the periods of Forty Days and Forty Years recur frequently in Holy Scripture as 
Times of Probation. See Numb. xiv. 83; xxxii. 138. Ps. xcv. 10. Heb. iii. 9.17, and Notes on 
Acts i. 8; vii. 238. 

2. If the dates assigned in the above Table are correct, it appears, that (as Eusebius has observed, 
H. E. iii. 7) the period of penitential probation, which was allowed to the city of Jerusalem after the 
crucifixion of Christ, was Forty Years; i. e. from a.p. 80 to a.p. 70, when it was taken by the 
Romans, and the Temple was destroyed. This result being consistent with the general dealings of 
Divine Providence with His people, confirms the conclusion stated in the Table. 

3. St. Luke’s work is divided into two parts, viz.: 1. his Gospel. 2. the Acts of the Apostles. 

If the dates specified above are correct, then the Ascension of Christ, with which St. Luke’s 
Gospel ends, and the Book of the Acts begins, stands at the middle point between both; and each 


| portion of St. Luke’s work records the events of about Thirty-three Years. 


4, It is related in Holy Scripture of King David, the type of Christ, that he reigned forty 
years ; seven, or seven and a half, in Hebron, and thirty-three years in Jerusalem over all Israel and 


| Judah. (2 Sam. v. 4,5. 1 Chron. xxix. 27.) 


Perhaps these times may be typical of Christ’s kingdom after His Ascension; at first limited 


~ to the literal Israel, and then, in the eighth year after the Ascension, extended, in the Conversion of 
— Cornelius, to all nations. 


David reigns forty years; and Solomon, the peaceful, also a type of Christ, succeeds ; who builds 
the Temple, the figure of the Church. 

In the fortieth year after the Ascension of Christ, the literal Temple was destroyed; but this 
destruction of the material fabric conduced to the construction of the spiritual; the demolition of 


_ the Temple was the building up of the Church. It weaned the hearts of the people of God from 
- the earthly Jerusalem, and raised their eyes to the graces and glories of the heavenly, which is the 
_ Mother of us all. (Gal.iv. 26.) It promoted the union of Jew and Gentile in Christ and His Church ; 


Thus that period of forty years led to the peaceful settlement of the people of God under the 
divine Son of David, the true Solomon, the Prince of Peace. 

5. The number seven generally introduces in Scripture a period of Rest after toil and affliction. 
See on Matt. i. 17; xxvii. 52. 62. Luke xxiii. 56. 

In looking at the Chronological Table of the History of the Acts we find, 

(1) The first seventh year, i. e. A.D. 87, marked by the “ Rest of the Churches.” 

(2) The second, or fourteenth year (i. e. A.D. 44), distinguished by another rest, after the death 
of Herod Agrippa I. See Acts xii. 24. 

(3) The Third septennium, a.p. 51, also distinguished by Rest after controversy, xv. 23—30 ; 
xvi. 4, 5. 

All these periods of seven are marked in the history by what may be called sabbatical sentences, 
expressive of Rest after labour and suffering. See ix. 381; xii. 24; xv. 31; xvi. 5. 

Such analogies as these will appear more or less worthy of notice to the reader, in proportion as 
he is disposed to attach more or less importance to a subject which has received little consideration 
in modern times, viz. the significance of periods of time in Sacred History. In the present state 
of our knowledge in this respect, it would be rash to build any thing upon them as a foundation ; 
but the observation of them, if otherwise deducible by reasoning, may be confirmatory of the results 
to which that reasoning leads; and may perhaps induce others to pursue the inquiry further ; which, 
while it demands patience of investigation, and soberness of deliberation, and diffidence in stating 
its results, has enough to commend it to the thoughtful student of Scripture, in the records of Inspi- 
ration and in the testimony of Christian Antiquity, and will not be lightly set aside by any who 
desire to understand the “ whole counsel of God.” 
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ANCIENT GREEK MANUSCRIPTS, IN UNCIAL LETTERS, 


CONTAINING 


THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES. 


Alexandrine, of IVth or Vth century, in British Museum, London; a facsimile published by 
C. G. Woide, Lond. 1786. Folio. 

Vatican, of 1Vth or Vth century; in the Vatican at Rome, No. 1209, published, with ques- 
tionable accuracy, at Rome, 1857, and reprinted at London, 1859. Op. Tischendorf, Proleg. 
p- exlvi. 

Codex Ephraem Syri rescriptus (Palimpsest), in Imperial Library at Paris. Num. 9. Pub- 
lished by Constantine Tischendorf, Lips. 1843. 

Codex Beze, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century (?); in the University Library at | 
Cambridge. <A facsimile published by (pling, Cantabr. 1793. Folio. 

Laudianus, Greek and Latin, of VIth or VIIth century; in the Bodleian Library at Oxford ; 
originally from Sardinia. Published by Hearne, Oxon. 1715. 

Coislinianus ; VIIth century; published by Zischendorf, Monumenta Sacra, p. 404. 

Angelice Bibliothece, at Rome, formerly belonged to Cardinal Passionei, [Xth century. 

Mutinensis, [Xth century. 


In the Acts of the Apostles 
A is complete. 
B is complete 


C contains only some portions, viz. : 
Chap. i. 2—iv. 3. 
v. 80—x. 42. 
xill. 1—xvi. 36. 
xx. 10—xxi. 30. 
xxii. 2i—xxin. 18. 
xxiv. 15—xxvi. 19. 
xxvil. 16—xxviii. 4. 


D is defective, as follows : 
From viii. 29—x. 14. 
xxi. 2—xxi. 10. 
xxi. 15—xxi. 19. 
xxii. 10O—xxii. 20. 
xxii. 29 to end. 


E is defective, as follows: 
From xxvi. 29—xxviil. 26. 


F contains only some portions: 
iv. 33, 34. 
ix. 24, 25. 
x. 13. 15. 

Xx. 22. 


G begins at viii. 10, and is thence complete to the end. 


H contains only some portions : 
v. 28—ix. 38. 
x. 19—xiii. 36. 
xiv. 3 to end; the portion after xxvii. 4 being supplied by a later hand. 
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PRINCIPAL CRITICAL EDITIONS OF THE NEW TESTAMENT. 


Erasm. Basil, 1516, 1519, 1522, 1527, 1535. 
Complutensis, in the fifth volume of the Complutensian Polyglot: printed in a.v. 1514, and 
|| Published at Complutum, or Alcala, in 1520. 
| Stephens. Paris, 1546, 1549, 1550, 1551. 
Beza. Genev. 1565, 1576, 1589, 1598. 
Elzevir, commonly called the “‘Textus Receptus.” Lug. Bat. 1624. 
Fell. Oxon. 1675. 
Mill. VWond. 1707. Roterod. 1710, by Kuster. 
Bentley. On his proposed edition, see Bentley’s Correspondence passim, and Tregelles on the 
_ Printed Text of N. T. pp. 57—78. 
Bengel. ‘Tubing. 1784. 
Wetstein. Amstelodami, 1751, 1752. 2 vols. folio. 
Griesbach. 1st ed. 1774; 2nd ed. 1796—1806. 
Matthei. Riga, 1782—1788. 12 vols. 
Alter. Vienne, 1786, 1787. 
Birch. 1788—1801. 
Scholz. Lips. 1880—1886. 2 vols. 4to. 
Lachmann. Ast ed. 1831; 2nd ed. Berolin, 1842—1850. See Tregelles, pp. 97—115, and 
Tischendorf, pp. xli—xlvii. 
Tischendorf. Lips. 1841. Two at Paris, 1842. 
His first critical edition appeared at Leipzig, 1849: with copious Prolegomena. 
His seventh Edition (1857—1859) is intended to present a complete conspectus of all the critical 
subsidia, as yet available, for the revision of the Text of the New Testament. 
| The following extracts from the prospectus are of importance, as indicating the present views of 
the learned Editor :— 
| “ Auf Grund dieser dokumentlichen Vorarbeiten, wie sie wohl noch nie fiir eine Neutest. 
Ausgabe unternommen worden sind, wird swm ersten Male ein solcher kritischer Apparat dargeboten, 
der fiir alle aufgenommenen Lesarten, ohne Ausnahme die Zeugnisse fiir und wider enthilt, so wie 
auch die Angabe aller anderen Lesarten, die in den griechischen Unzialhandschriften gefunden 
werden oder sonst irgend beachtenswerthe Auctoritat fiir sich haben. 
“Der Textconstituirung ist die grésse Sorgfalt und Gewissenhaftigkeit gewidmet worden. 
_ Fortgesetzte und i.amer tiefer engehende Beobachtungen haben den Herausgeber zu mancher Aender- 
ung der frihern Entscheidungen gefihrt; namentlch hat er die Bevorzung einiger unseren diltesten 
Zeugen aus triftigen Griimden beschriinken zu miissen geglaubt. 
| “In diesem Betrachte gewiihrt die neueste Ausgabe eine gewiss willkommene Forderung 
kritischer Studien dadurch, dass sie sehr haufig eine Andeutung der Entscheidungsgriinde tiber die 
einzelnen Lesarten enthilt.” 
Alford. ond. 1855-9. 4 vols. 
Bloomfield. ond. 1855. 2 vols. 


For List of Anctzent VeERsIons see the Edition of the Gospels, p. xxxvi. 
For special Editions of the Acrs of the Arostuzs, see the following List :— 


ABBREVIATIONS, AUTHORS, -AND EDITIONS, 


CITED IN THE FOLLOWING NOTES TO THE ACTS OF THE APOSTLES’. 


Akerman, John Yonge, F.S.A., Numismatic Ilustrations of the New Testament. London. 1846. 

A Lapide, Cornelius. Lugd. 1782. Folio. 

Alford, Henry, D.D., Greek Testament. 3 vols. 1855-6. 

Ambrose, S., Ambrosii Opera. 4 vols. Paris. 1836. 

Ammonius. See Catena. 

Andrewes, Bp., Works. Oxford. 11 vols. 1841—1854. 

Arator, Ecclesic Romans Diaconus; de Actibus Apostolorum ad Papam Vigilium Libri duo. A 
well-composed Latin Poem in Hexameter Verse, consisting of 2326 lines, written about the 
middle of the Sixth Century. It is contained in the Bibliotheca Patrum Maxima, Vol. x. Lugd. 
1677; and in the Abbé Migne’s Patrologia, Vol. Ixviii. Paris. 1847. 

Athanasius, S., Opera. Ed. Bened. 2 vols. folio. Patavii. 1777. 

Augustine, 8., Augustini Opera. Ed. Benedict. 12 vols. 8vo. Paris. 1836. 

Barrow, Isaac, D.D., Works. 6 vols. 8vo. Oxford. 1841. ; 

Basil, S., Basilii Cesar. Opera. Ed. Paris. 1721. 38 vols. folio. 

Basnage, Sam., Annales Ecclesiastici 3 Czesare ad Phocam. Roterodam. 3 vols. folio. 1706. 

Baumgarten, M., Apostelgeschichte. English Translation by Morrison and Meyer. Edinb. 1854. 

Bede, Venerabilis, In Acta Apostolorum, et Retractationes. Tom. xii. Lond. 1844. 

Bengel, J. A., Gnomon N.T. 2 vols. Tubinge. 1885. 

Beveridge, Bp., On the Thirty-nine Articles. Oxford. 1840. 2 vols. 

Bingham, Joseph, Origines Ecclesiastice. Lond. 1834. 8 vols. 8vo. 

Birks, Rev. T. R., M.A., Hore Evangelice. Lond. 1852. See also Paley. 

Biscoe, Richard, M.A., Boyle Lectures on the Acts of the Apostles. 2 vols. Lond. 1742. 

Bloomfield, S. T., D.D., Greek Testament. 2 vols. 8vo. Ninth ed. 1855. 

Blunt, J. J., B.D., History of the Christian Church during the first Three Centuries. Lond. 1856. 

Bornemann, F. A., Acta Apostolorum ad Codicis Cantabrigiensis fidem recensita. Grossenhain. 
1848. 

Browne, Professor E. H., On the Thirty-nine Articles. London. 1850. 2 vols. 

Bruder, C. H., Concordantia Novi Testamenti. Lips. 1842. 4to. 

Bull, Bp., Works. Ed. Burton. 7 vols. Oxford. 1827. ; 

Burton, Edward, D.D., Lectures on the Ecclesiastical History of the First Century. Oxford. 1831. 

Buatorf, Johannes, Synagoga Judaica. Basil. 1680. 

Cassiodorii Senatoris Complexiones in Acta Apostolorum. Roter. 1723. 

Catena in Acta SS. Apostolorum @ Cod. Nov, Coll. edidit J. A. Cramer, 8.T.P. Oxon. 1888. 

Chrysostom, S., Homilies on the Acts, Tom. iv. Ed. Savil. 1612. Pp. 607—919. 

Clemens Alexandrinus, S., Opera. Ed. Potter. 2 vols. folio. Oxon. 1715. 

Clinton, H. F., M.A., Fasti Romani. 1845 and 1850. 

Conybeare, Rev. W. J., M.A., and Howson, Rev. J. S., M.A., The Life and Epistles of St. Paul. 
2vois. Lond. 2nded. 1856. 

Cook, Rev. F. C., M.A., The Acts of the Apostles, with a Commentary. Lond. 18650. 

Cosin, Bp., On the Canon of Holy Scripture. Lond. 1672. 

Cyril, S., Alezandrin., Opera. Lut. Paris. 1638. 

, Mierosolym., Opera. Ed. Venet. 1768. 

Dawidson, Samuel, LL. D., Introduction to New Test. Lond. 1848. 

De Wette, W. M. L., Handbuch zum N. T. Leipzig. 1845. 8te Auflage, 2 vols. 8vo. 

Didymus. See Catena. 


1 See also the List prefixed to the Edition of the Gospels, p. xxxvii. 
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Eils., Elzevir Edition of Nov. Test. Graec. Lug. Bat. 1624. 

Epiphanii, S., Opera. Ed. Petavii. 2 vols. folio. Colon. 

Eusebii Historia Ecclesiastica. Ed. Burton. Oxon. 1888. 

Ford, Rev. James, M.A., Prebendary of Exeter, Acts of the Apostles illustrated from Ancient and 
Modern Authors. Lond. 1856. 

Gieseler, C. L., Kicclesiastical History. Vol.i. English Translation. Edinb. 1846. 

Glassi, Salom., Philologia Sacra. Amst. 1711. 4to. 

Gregory, S., Gregorii Magni Opera. Ed. Paris. 1705. 4 vols. folio. 

Greg. Nazian., 8., Gregorii Nazianzeni Opera, Ed. Bened. 1778—1840. 2 vols. folio. 

Grinfield, EK. W., Editio Hellenistica N. T. et Scholia Hellenistica N. T. Lond. 1848-8. 4 vols. 
8vo. 

Grotius in “ Poli Synopsis Criticorum.” 

Guertke, Kinleitung in dasN. T. Leipzig. 1843. 

Hackett, Professor, Commentary on the Acts. Boston, U.S. 2nded. 1858. 

Hammond, H., D.D., Paraphrase of and Annotations on the New Testament. Lond. 1681. 

Hilary, 8., Opera. Oberthiir. 4 vols. Wiceberg. 1785, 

Hooker, Rd., Works. 3 vols. 8vo. Oxford. 1841. 

Hottinger, J. H., Thesaurus Philol. Tigur. 1659, 

Howson. See Conybeare. 

Humphry, W. G., B.D., A Commentary on the Acts of the Apostles. 2nd ed. Lond. 1854. 

Ireneus, S. Ed. Stieren. Lips. 1853. 2 vols. 8vo. es 

Jackson, Thomas, D.D., Works. 12 vols. Oxford. 1844, 

Jahn, Archeologia Sacra. Vienne. 1814. 

Jerome, S., Hieronymi Opera. Ed. Bened. Paris. 1693—1706. 5 vols. folio. 

Josephus, Opera. Richter. 6 vols. Lips. 1826. 

Justin Martyr, S. Ed. Paris. 1742. Folio, and 2 vols. 8vo. Jenw. 1842. 

Kirchofer, Joh., Quellensammlung zur Geschichte d. N. T. Canons. Ziirich. 1844. 

Kitto, John, D.D., Daily Bible illustrations, “The Apostles and Early Church.” Edinb. 1854. 

Kuinoel, C. T., Novum Testamentum Grecum. Ed. Lond. 1884. 3 vols. 

Lachmann, C., Novum Testamentum. See above, p. 3. 

Lardner, Nathanael, Works. 5 vols. 4to. Lond. 1815, 

Leo, M., Opera. Lugd. 1700. 

Lewin, Thomas, M.A., The Life and Epistles of St. Paul. Lond. 2 vols. 1851. 

Lightfoot, John, D.D., Commentary on the Acts of the Apostles. Works, Vol. i. p. 733. Lond. 1682. 

Hebrew and Talmudical Exercitations on the Acts of the Apostles. Vol. ii. p. 633. 

Lorinus, Johannes, In Acta Apostolorum. Lugduni, 1609. Folio. 

Mede, Joseph, Works. Lond. 1677. Folio. 

Meyer, H. A. W., Ueber die Apostelgeschichte. Second edition. Gottingen, 1854. 

Middleton, Bp., On the Greek Article in the N. T. Cambridge. 1828. 

Mintert, Petrus, Lexicon N. T. Francofurti. 1728. 2 vols. 4to. A Lexicon illustrating the lan- 
guage of the N. T. from the LXX. 

Mishna, sive Totius Hebreorum Juris Rituum, Antiquitatum ac Legum Oralium Systema, cum cla- 
rissimorum Rabbinorum Maimonidis et Bartinore Commentariis, ed. Surenhusit. 6 voll. folio. 
Amst. 1698. 

G@cumenius, In Acta Apostolorum, Tom. i. Lut. Paris. 1830. 

Olshausen, Hermann, Apostelgeschichte. English Translation. Edinb. 1850. 

Origenis Opera. Ed. De la Rue, folio, and ed. Lommatzsch, Berlin. 1831—45. 

Paley, W., D.D., Hore Pauline. Edited by Rev. 7. R. Birks, with additions. Lond. 1850. 

Patres Apostolici (S. Clemens Romanus, S. Ignatius, S. Polycarpus). Ed. Jacobson. Oxon. 
1847. 2 vols. 

Pearson, Bp., On the Creed. Ed. Chevallier. Cambridge. 1849. 

Annales Paulini, in his Opera Posthuma, ed. Churton, i. pp. 871—896. 

— Lectiones in Acta Apostolorum ; on the first Nine Chapters, cbid. pp. 8317—368. : 

Poli, Matth., Synopsis Criticorum in Sacram Scripturam. Lond. 1699. 4 vols. folio. 

Rosenmiiller, Jo. Georg., Scholiain N. T. Ed. 1815. 5 vols. 

Routh, Martin, 8.T.P., Reliquize Sacre. 5 vols. Oxon. 1846—1848, 
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Sanderson, Bp., Works. Ed. Jacobson. Oxford. 1854. 6 vols. 

Schoettgen, Christian, Hore Hebraice in N. T. Dresd. 17383. 

Septuaginta, Interpretes Veteris Testamenti. Oxon. 1848. 3 vols. 

Severian. See Catena. 

Severus. See Catena. 

Smith, James, ¥isq., of Jordanhill, F.R.S., &c., The Voyage and Shipwreck of St. Paul. Second 
edit. Lond. 1856. 

Smith, Dr. William, Dictionaries, of Geography, and of Antiquities ; and of the Bible. Lond. 1860. 

Surenhusii, Gul., BiBdos xatadrayhs, on the Passages of the Old Testament quoted in the New. 
Amst. 1713. ; 

Theophylactus, In Acta Apostolorum ; two distinct Commentaries; one edited by Sifanus, 1557, the 
other from a MS. in the Vatican, first printed in 1758. Both are contained in Tom. iii. of his 
Works, ed. Venet. 1758. 

Tillemont, Lenain De, Mémoires pour servir & Histoire Ecclésiastique. Tomes i. et ii. Bruxelles. 


1782. 
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Tregelles, 8S. P., LL.D., On the Greek Text of the Gospels. Lond. 1854. m 


Valckenaér, L. C., Schole in Actus Apostolorum. Ed. Amst. 1815. 

Annotationes Critic: in loca quedam N.T. In his Opuscula. Lips. 1808. 
Vorstius, Johan., De Hebraismis N. T. Ed. Fischer. Lips. 1778. 

, Waterland, Daniel, D.D., Works. Ed. Van Mildert. Oxford. 1823. 11 vols. 8vo. 
Webster, W., and Wilkinson, W. F., Greek Testament. Vol.i. Lond. 1855. 

Wetstein, J. J., Novum Testamentum Grecum. Amst. 1752. 2 vols. folio. 

Whitby, Daniel, D.D., Annotations on the Acts of the Apostles. Reprinted at Lond. 1842. 
Wreseler, Karl, Chronologie des Apostolischen Zeitalters. Gottingen. 1848, 

Wilhams, George, B.D., The Holy City. 2 vols. Lond. 1849. 2nd ed. 

Winer, Biblisches Realworterbuch. 3te Auflage. Leipzig. 1842. 

— Grammatik des N. T. Sprachidioms. 6te Auflage. Leipzig. 1855. 


WMPAZEIS AMOSTOAQN. 


I. }*TON pev mpatov déOyov erownocduny wept Tévtwv, @ Ocddidre, Gy aluke.s. 


npfato “Inoovs mow re Kal duddcKew ” 


aX pL AS npEepas EVTELAGMEVOS TOUS b Luke 24. 51. 


dmooto\os Sua IIvevparos ayiov, ods é&ehé€ato, avehydOn: 3° ots Kal map- coh. 13.31. 
éoTnoe éavtov Cavra peta To Tafew avtov €v woddots TeKpypiows Ov TwEepov 
TecoapaKovta dTTavomevos avTots, Kal héyav Ta TEept THS Bacrdrelas TOD Oeov. 


Tue Title of this Book is Mpdters "AtoordAwy, literally Acts 
oF APosTLEs, and not, ‘‘the Acts of the Apostles,” for it only 
proposes to give an account of some acts of some Apostles, as 
specimens of the rest;—see the Introduction to this Volume, 
p. 5, note ; and on the design of the Book, see the Introduction, 
pp. 2—20. 


Cu. I. 1. roy wev rpGrov Adyov] ty mp@rov Adyor, the for- 
mer story or account,—aAdyov, as Herod. vi. 19, a history; a 
modest name for his Gospel. (Chrys.) mp@rov for mpdrepov, as 
Luke ii. 2, see note. 

On wey without 5¢ expressed, see Acts iii. 21; iv. 16; xxvii. 
21; xxviii. 22. Winer, Gr. Gr. § 63, p. 508. 

This expression mp@tov Adyoy is important for determining 
the time of the publication of the Gospels. 

The Acts are carried down to a.p. 63. If they were written 
then (as seems probable), the Gospel of St. Luke, his mpé7os 
Aédyos, was written before a.p. 63. 

The Gospels of St. Matthew and St. Mark, which are prior 
to St. Luke’s, were published before that time. 

It is probable that the Gospel of St. Luke was published 
before a.p. 54. See Introduction to his Gospel, pp. 168—170. 

— ep) mdvtwy] concerning all things. Not that St. Luke 
narrated them all (cp. John xxi. 25); but mas is used in Scrip- 
ture in a relative sense, i.e. for all those things which are “ apta 
et congrua et officio sufficientia’’ (Aug. de Consens. Evang. iv. 8), 
requisite, convenient, and sufficient for the purpose in view. Acts 
xxi. 27. Eph. vi. 21. 

Cp. mavtore mpocedxeobat, Luke xviii. 1; joay Siamayvtds 
év T@ tep@, Luke xxiv. 53. 

— iiptaro| began. By this word, as here used, and at v. 22, 
as well as by the word @ed@uAe, St. Luke connects his dedTepov 
Adyov, or Acts of the Apostles, with his mp@ros Adyos (the Gos- 
pel) ; see on Luke iii. 23, where he had used the word dpyéuevos 
to describe the beginning of Christ’s ministerial career. 

Besides, the word #fptato "Incovs, Jesus began, as here used 
has a deeper sense ; 

St. Luke intimates by it, that our Lord’s Ministry on earth 
was the a&pxy, or beginning of His Mediatorial Kingdom ; and 
that this Kingdom, so begun, received a fresh accession of ma- 
jesty at His Ascension into heaven, and at His Session at the 
Right Hand of God; and that its sway is now exercised in the 
protection of His Church, and in the Government of the World, 
and that it will be continued till He appears again in glory, when 
all His enemies will be put under His feet; and then the King- 
dom, which was begun at His Baptism, will be consummated, by 
the complete subjugation of Satan and of Death, and by the full 
and final triumph of Christ; and ‘‘ God will be all in all.” 
1 Cor. xv. 28. 

In the Gospels, the Holy Spirit has described the beginnings 
of that Kingdom as inaugurated by Christ on earth. 

In the Acts, He describes the continuance and extension of 


that Kingdom through the power of Christ exalted and glorified 
in heaven. Cp. Olshausen, p. 348, Alford, p. 1, Baumgarten, 
i. LI—168, and below, note on x. 11, on the word é&pxa) as ap- 
plied to the Gospels; and the Introduction to this book. 

2. evrerduevos T. Gd. 514 THvetuaros aylov] having given 
charge to His Apostles by the Holy Spirit (Chrys., Theophylact, 
Valck.), when He breathed on them and said, AdBere Ivetdua 
&yov, John xx. 22, and so gave them an earnest of the gift of 
Pentecost. Cp. Heb. ix. 14, 814 Tvetmaros aiwviov éavtoy 
mpoonveykey &uwpov TH Oee, and below, xi. 2%, and xxi. 4, ZAcyov 
51a Tov Mvevmaros, and Winer, § 61, p. 491. 

— ods ékedétato] whom He chose out of the world for Him- 
self (John xv. 16), obscure and humble though they were, and 
whom He advanced to the high dignity of seeing His miracles and 
hearing His Words, and finally to be witnesses of His Resurrec- 
tion and Ascension. Such was His love and mercy to them. 

8. €v moAdots tTexunptors] Matt. xxviii. 17. Mark xvi. 14. 
Luke xxiv. 13—50. John xx. 19. 1 Cor. xv. 5. 7.—rexuhpia are 
called avayxata onueta, irresistible proofs, by Aristotle, Rhet. 1 ; 
such as are incontrovertible (Quintil. v.9); demonstrative evi- 
dences. See Wetst. and Hackett, p. 36. 5 

— 80 juepGy r.] through forty days. On the modern alle- 
gations against this statement, see note above on Luke xxiv. 50; 
and to the testimonies there cited may be added that of S. Ig- 
natius, Frag. 8, ap. Mai, Script. Vett. vii. p. 22, ef yap Wdeis ore 
Ocovd vis jv, eylywoxes btt TETTapdKovTa ‘ucpas avevOets 
mothoas To pbapToy capa. 

St. Luke does not say that our Lord continued visibly present 
with His disciples during forty days, but showed Himself at in- 
tervals, in the period of forty days; for He appeared to them from 
time to time, and then disappeared (Chrys.), proving to them His 
humanity by eating and drinking with them; yet weaning them, 
by vanishing suddenly, from dwelling on His corporal presence; 
and instructing them in His Divine power, and perpetual, though 
unseen, presence, by unexpected appearances among them, and 
disappearances from them. See above on John xx. 19. 

The period of “Forty Days’’ seems to be marked in Holy 
Scripture as significant of probation before some great Event. 
Examples may be seen in the History of the Flood, Gen. vii. 4, 
(See Aug. Serm. de Ascens. 264.) Moses in the Mount before 
the giving of the Law, Exod. xxiv. 18; xxxiv. 28. Deut. ix. 9; 
x. 10 (see Blunt, Lectures, p. 12); the time of the spies in 
searching the Land, Numb. xiii. 25; xiv. 34; the time of Elias 
before coming to Horeb, 1 Kings xix. 8; the time of probation 
for Nineveh, Jonah iii. 4. 

Compare the same period of Forty Days before our Lord’s 
Presentation in the Temple (Luke ii. 22), and of His Fasting be- 
fore He entered on His Ministry (Matt. iv. 2, where see note). 

As the was forly days after His Birth before He was pre- 
sented in the Temple in the earthly Jerusalem, and again forty 
days after His Baptism, before He entered on His Ministry, so 
now He waits forty days after His Birth from the Grave, before 
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d Luke 24. 49. 
John 14, 26. 

& 15. 26. 

e Matt 3.11. 
Mark }. 8. 
Luke 3. 16. 
John 1. 26. N N , Cray 

ch. 2.4. & 11.16, META TOAAAS TAVTAS NMEpas. 
& 19. 4. 

f Matt. 20. 21. 
Luke 17. 20. 
Isa. 1. 26. 
Amos 9. 11. 

g Matt. 24. 36. 
chy 22. 
Luke 24, 48, 49. 
John 15, 26, 27. 


ACTS I. 4—8. 


4 aA , . 
44 Kat owvadi{éuevos abrois rapiyyeev amd ‘Iepocohipov pa) xwpilerbat, 
GANA Tepyreve THY emayyedav Tov Tlatpos, Hv nKovoaté pov 
Y lal ¢€ / 
"Iwavins pev éBarticev vdart, bpels S€ BatricOyoece ev IIvevpati wyiw ov 


5° Ore 


> , > “A / 
Sf OU péev ody cuvedOdvres éernpdtov adtov héyovtes, Kupue, et Ev TH KXpOV@ 

7 a: 4 > \ Nv > 4 > 
rovTw amoKabiaotaves THY Bacthetav TO IopanHd; 1 ® Etre 5€ wpds avtovs, Ovx 
3 las 3 A , x \ a e XN é0 2 A iou > , < 
ipav éotu yrovar ypdvous 7 Katpovds, ods 6 Ilathp ebero & rH idia eLovoig 

an ed lal \ »7 
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He presents Himself in the Temple of the heavenly Jerusalem, 
and enters on His Priestly Ministry in the true Holy of Holies, 
where He “ever liveth to make intercession for us.’’ Heb. 
vii. 25. 

The Forty Days, a term of Probation, have also a prepa- 
ratory reference to the Pentecost or Fiftieth, the Day of 
Jubilee. 

Forty years after this (a year for a day, Numb. xiv. 34) 
Jerusalem was destroyed, because the people would not believe in 
Christ, who had so mightily declared Himself the Son of God by 
His Resurrection, which had been so plainly proved by so many 
proofs for Forty Days. (Lightfoot.) 

On this text, see Barrow’s Sermon 29, vol. v. pp. 39—63. 

— orravduevos| appearing, manifesting Himself. On the dif- 
ference between drToua and Oewpd, see on John xvi. 16.—érTa- 
véuevos (a frequentative verb connected with drroya) means ap- 
pearing suddenly, from time to time. . Hesychius well explains 
the word by éudayviCduevos. 

— Aéywy ta] speaking the things. Observe the article 7d, 
the things that were requisite for them to know and do concern- 
ing the Kingdom of God. 

— mepi THs Bactrelas T. ©.) concerning the Kingdom of God, 
or Christian Church (Matt. xiii. 11. 19. 24. 31. 33. Luke iv. 43; 
vi. 20; vii. 28; viii. 10), her Doctrines, Government, Trials, 
Hopes, and future Consummation. See Professor Blunt’s Lec- 
tures ‘on the History of the Church during the first three Cen- 
turies,’’ pp. 12—16. 

4. cvvadi(duevos] associated, and assembling together with, 
=ovvaxbels cuvvapoicbels (Hesych.), so used by Xenophon, 
Cyrop. i. 4.14. Anab. vii. 3. 48. Joseph. Ant. vill. 4. 1; xix. 
7.4. Cp. Bp. Pearson in Ignat. ad Magnes. 10, and Valck. 
here. 

— amd ‘IepocoAduwr] The form ‘IepoodAvua is used about 
twenty times in the Acts, but never except after a preposition ; 
in all other cases we have ‘IepovoaAju. 

The same peculiarity is found in St. Luke’s Gospel. 

— ph xwpl(ecba] not to depart from Jerusalem: as they 
would otherwise have been disposed to do. But they were to 
remain there, in order to receive the Holy Ghost together in one 
and the same place ; and in order that the miracle of the descent 
of the Holy Ghost upon them might be more striking and con- 
vincing as wrought in the capital of Judea, and at the next great 
Festival after the Crucifixion, viz. at the Festival of Pentecost, 
when strangers from all parts of the world would be gathered to 
Jerusalem, and would carry back the tidings of that manifestation 
into all lands; and also that the Christian Law might go forth 
from Mount Sion (Isa. ii. 3. Micah iv. 2), aud so show its har- 
mony with the Levitical Dispensation. 

It is recorded on ancient authority, that our blessed Lord 
enjoined His Apostles to remain at Jerusalem for ¢welve years 
after the Ascension. See the passages cited by Bp. Pearson, in 
Acta, § xi. Routh, Rel. S. i. pp. 471. 484. Blunt, Lectures, 
pp. 43, 44. Cp. below, vi. 2; viii. 1. 

It is probable that the Apostles made circuits in Palestine 
during that time, and did not quit the Holy Land till about 
A.D. 42. 

— thy emayyeAlay Tod Marpés] the promise of the Father. 
Another expression connecting the Acts of the Apostles with the 
Gospel of St. Luke. See there, xxiv. 49, id0b éy& amooréAAw 
Thy éwmayyealav Tod Tatpds pov ed” tuas. 

— hv neotoaté uov] which ye heard of Me. For a similar 
change of the oratio obliqua to recta, cp. Luke v. 14, and below, 
xvii. 3, and xxiii. 22, and see Winer, G. G. § 60, p. 482, and 
§ 63, 2, p. S511. 

5. duets 5¢ BarricOhoecbe ev Mvetuart ayie)] but ye shall be 
baptized with the Holy Ghost. See below, xi. 16. 

But were not the Disciples baptized before? 

It would seem that they were, and with Christ’s Baptism 
(John iii. 22; iv. 2), and that Baptism differed from the Baptism 
of John; for John baptized unto repentance and faith in Christ 


to come (Acts xix. 4), and they who were baptized by Jo/n, 
were baptized afterwards into Christ (Acts xix. 5). But we do 
not hear that any which were baptized into Christ before the 
Ascension and day of Pentecost, were baptized again after it. 
What the Disciples received by Baptism with water into Christ 
before the day of Pentecost, is a question on which various 
opinions have been offered (see Aquinas, 3, p. 9. 66, art. 2, and 
73, art. 5, and A Lapide here). 

But this is clear, that whatever it was, it was consummated 
as it were by a xplois TeAewwTtxh, in the full effusion of the 
Holy Ghost on the day of Pentecost. 

See further on Acts x. 47. 

— ov peta moAAds Tabras Huepas| after not many days, and 
those days ta’tas, namely, dating from ¢his present time. Cp. 
Winer, § 23, p. 146. 

He says that the days are not many, that they may hope ; 
but He does not say how few they are, in order that they may 
watch. (Chrys.) 

6. Kipie] O Lord. Jesus is often called in this book, written 
for Hellenists, by the name Kvpios. And (as Valck. well ob- 
serves) the word Kupios in the LXX Version, read by the Hel- 
lenists, is used for Jehovah; ‘ut aded param intersit (adds 
Vaick.), utrum Jesus Képios dicatur an @ecds.’”” See below, on 
v. 21, and on xxv. 26. 

— dmoxabiotdvets T. B.] The ordinary meaning of dmoxad- 
fornut in the LXX and N. T. is to restore. In the LXX it is 
used for the Hebr. aq reverti fecit, from root 21 reverti, 
reducere. See Gen. xxix. 3; xl. 13. 21. Ps. xxxv. 17, and 
passim. 

So in the N. T. it often means restoration or return, Matt. 
xii. 13. Mark iii. 5; viii. 25. Luke vi. 10. Heb. xiii. 19. It seems 
to have this meaning here; but it signifies something more. 

According to the Jewish expectation, the times of the Mes- 
siah would bring more than all the pristine glory to the City and 
Nation of the ancient people of God. 

They looked for an amplification of the power and splendour 
of David and Solomon, in Christ. See the Hebrew authorities in 
Lightfoot here. Therefore it seems that the word dmoradlornm 
and amoxatdoracis, as used in this respect, imply something 
more than restitution; viz. a consummation of all that had, in 
their opinion, been promised by God to His people when redeemed 
and restored under the glorious reign of the Messiah. And this 
sense of the word appears clearly in iii. 21. 

The question therefore addressed to our Lord is, Art Thou 
at this time intending fully to establish the Kingdom of the 
Messiah? atordyw is stabilio, and the preposition dr) (as in 
amodovvat, Matt. xxii. 21) intimates that what is established is, as 
it were, due, and to be paid as a debt. The temporal kingdom of 
the Messiah for which they looked, was, they supposed, promised 
i Te Prophecy, and pledged to Israel by solemn stipulations 
of God. 

Hence dmoxabiordya is used by the LXX for to pay, Gen. 
xxili. 16: cp. Job v. 18. See also Gloss. Hesych., dmoxaractij- 
oat = TeAEL@oat, and cp. Mark ix. 12, and note below, iii. 21. 

The question of the Apostles appears to be mentioned here, 
in order to show how much they needed the grace of the Holy 
Ghost to enlighten their minds as to the true nature of Christ’s 
Kingdom. ‘They thought of temporal Sovereignty, but He spoke 
to them of the witness which they must give (v. 8), and by which 
the Kingdom was to be advanced. And that witness was a wit- 
ness of suffering. Compare the similar conversation, Matt. xx. 
21—23. : 

7. xpévous 7) Kaipovs] times or seasons. x pdvos = moAAGy 
Kaip@v cuvoxh, Katpds = uépos xpdvov. (Thom. Mag.) Hence 
Sophocles, Hlect. 1306, xpévov katpds. See below, 1 Thess. v. ]. 

It is not for you to know the ¢ime which will elapse before 
My Kingdom will be established; nor the season in which it will 
be established. 

— Hero ev r. i. &.] placed in His own authority that is, 
constituted them so as to be in subjection to it. 

— 6 Harhp] the Father. See on Mark xiii. 3% 
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8. Ececbe wod] So A, B, C, D, and others. 

Elz., cec@€ wot. Mod is emphatic, and the genitive is 
expressive of property in, and protection of. Ye shall be wit- 
nesses of Me, and J will defend you. Cp. ii. 32; iii. 15; v. 32; 
xili. 31. 

— €ws éoxdtov tis ys] Here is the clue to the design of 
this Book—to trace the progress of the Church from its origin at 
Jerusalem zo the ends of the earth. Observe the order of that 
progress, as here pre-arranged and foretold by Christ. First, 
Jerusalem, next all Judea; next. Samaria; lastly, the ends of 
the earth. A precept to the Christian Church to begin with mis- 
sionary work at home, and thence to enlarge that work to foreign 
parts. Thus the mustard-seed of the Gospel, taking root in the 
soil, becomes a tree, and covers the earth. 

9. erfpén] he was lifted up. Our Lord is said avarnOjvat 
(Mark xvi. 19. Acts i. 2.11.22. 1 Tim. iii, 16) and éemapOjvae 
here; and He is also said to go, as on a journey, mopeverOar, 
. 10; and so St. Peter says (1 Pet. iii. 22), wopevdels eis 
ovpaydy. As His Resurrection is said to be God’s act (Acts ii. 
24. 32; iii. 26; xiii. 33, 34; xvii. 31), and yet His own act 
(John ii. 19; x. 18); so His Ascension (as Chrysostom observes) 
is called in Scripture an avaBaors, as well as an avdAniis, Showing 
at once His Humanity and also His Divine power and Unity with 
the Father. 

By His Ascension into Heaven, our Great High Priest ful- 
filled the type of the Levitical Law (Levit. xvi. 2), and entered 
with His own Blood, once for all, into the Holy of Holies, even 
Heaven itself, where He ever liveth to make intercession for us. 
Heb. ix. 12; vii. 25. Bp. Pearson, On the Creed, Art. vi. 

. 505. 

‘ — vepérAn] a cloud. He did not vanish by degrees; but a 
cloud comes as a chariot to convey Him to Heaven. Ps. civ. 3. 
(Chrys.) And in like manner He will reappear at the last Day. 
Daniel vii. ]O—13. Matt. xxiv. 30; xxvi. 64. Luke xxi. 27. 
Then shall they see the Son of Man coming in a cloud with 
power and great glory. Rev. i. 7, iS0d gpxerar mera vepedday, 
behold He cometh with clouds. Accordingly ‘the cloud’ is the 
yeépicpa of Christ in the Apocalypse. See Rev. x. ] and xiv. 
14—16. 

— tméaaBev] a cloud received Him; as a horse receives its 
rider on its back. Cp. Psalm Ixviii. 4. Observe ind, beneath. 
Cp. Herod. i. 24. 

10. areviCovres] ‘ intentis oculis, rectis :’ ‘ tendere oculos,” 
Lucret. i. 67: ‘‘tendens lumina,” Virg. An. ii. 405, one of the 
words used only by St. Luke (iv. 20; xxii. 56. Acts iii. 4, and 
eight other times in the Acts, ili. 12; vi. 15; vii.55; x. 4; xi. 6; 
xiii. 9; xiv. 9; xxiii. 1) and by St. Paul (2 Cor. iii. 7. 13). 

One of the numerous evidences from diction, of identity of 
St. Luke with the Author of the Acts, and of his connexion with 
St. Paul. 

On the origin of the word drevi(w, to gaze intently, see 
Vaick. here, who says, ‘‘ arevhs significat valde tendens, nervos 
tendens, valdé intentus. Huripides (in Alemeon. ap. Hesych.), 
fino 8 atevhs &m otkwy de homine qui cum summa virium con- 
tentione festinabat: hine a@reviCew adhibetur de iis qui rectis 
atque indentis oculis intuentur: cp. Bentl. ad Horat. i. 3. 18.” 

— mopevou.evou aitov] as He was going up, in the cloud; as 
in a chariot of triumph to His heavenly city. Cp. Psalm civ. 3. 

— idod &vdpes Svo0 mapecorhxercay) behold, two men were 
stand'ng near them, while the Apostles were gazing up to heaven. 
The iSov and the tense of the verb mark the suddenness of the 
appearance of the Angels. 

He calls them &yvdpes, men, as Luke xxiv. 4, &vdpes dito, 
which he explains in v. 23 to be Angels (cp. also x. 3 with x. 30); 
so that there is no ground in this word for the allegation of some 


modern writers, that St. Luke does not mean to affirm that these 
two &ydpes were angels. And these two men announce Christ’s 
reception into heaven, and declare that He will come again from 
heaven in like manner. 

But why did not the Holy Spirit call them Angels ? 

Because their message showed them so to be, and because 
they appeared as &dpes. Observe also they address the Apostles 
as &vdpes,—tvdpes TadrAator,—and thus remind them and us, of 
the dignity to which owr human nature is raised by the Ascen- 
sion of the Man Christ Jesus, and of our own nearness to Angels, 
and of the glorious hope to which we men—even though we be 
obscure Galileans—are thus advanced, of being egual to the 
Angels (icdyyedor) in the world to come. (Luke xx. 36.) The 
name of the Angel Gabriel, who is specially employed on em- 
bassies concerning the Incarnation,—or union of the Manhood to 
God,—is equivalent to avijp cod, man of God. See on Luke 
1 19% 

Angels are always ministering to Christ as their Lord at His 
Birth, at the Temptation in the Garden, at the Resurrection, at 
the Ascension. (Theophyl.) Cp. our Lord’s prophecy, Johni. 6]. 

“ Ascendit Judex cceli; sonuit preeco coeli; audierunt Apostoli 
angelicam vocem, ‘sic veniet,’ ad homines veniet ; homo veniet, 
sed Deus, homo veniet, ut impleatur quod scriptum est, videbunt 
in quem pupugerunt’’ (Zech. xii. 10), Aug. Serm. 265, on the 
Ascension,—a festival observed in his time on the fortieth day 
after the Resurrection: see ibzd. This Festival is reckoned by 
Augustine (Epist. ad Januar. 54) as one of universal observation ; 
and as dating perhaps “ab ipsis Apostolis.” 

12. ’EAaiévos] Olivet: beneath which He had suffered His 
agony, and had been taken prisoner: thence He now ascends in 
glory. 

— caBBdrov @xov 656v] having a sabbath-day’s journey ; two 
thousand cubits. The distance between the Tabernacle and the 
furthest point of the camp in the wilderness. (Origen. in caten. 
Lightfoot, i. p. 740, and ii. p. 637.) The distance is not very 
clearly determined, on account of the difference of the measure of 
the cubit. Lightfoot and De Dieu reckon it at about five stadia ; 
Reland, Pal. i. 52, at siz. See Williams, Holy City, p. 371. 

Chrysostom’s remark here, doe? wor €v ca BR aT yeyovevat 
TavTa, is only put forth as a private conjecture. But Bengel well 
says (p. 489), “‘ Colligit hinc Chrysostomus die Sabdati eos re- 
versos esse in urbem. Malim statuere proprium in toto Oliveti 
Monte Ascensionis locum hac ab urbe distantia notari.”” See next 
note. 


Note concerning the place of the ASCENSION. 

St. Luke says that our Lord led out His disciples from Jeru- 
salem, €ws cis BnOaviav, as far as Bethany (xxiv. 50), and blessed 
them, and ascended into heaven. 

The village of Bethany was about fifteen furlongs from 
Jerusalem (John xi. 18), or about twice a Sabbath-day’s journey 
(see on v. 12). 

The village of Bethany was also on the eastern slope of the 
Mount of Olives, which was reckoned as five or six furlongs from 
Jerusalem. (Joseph. Ant. xx. 8. 6. B. J. v. 2. 3.) 

Hence it has been inferred by some persons, that our Lord 
did not ascend from the summit of the Mount of Olives, but from 
the eastern slope of it. See note on Luke xxiv. 50. 

But this opinion, which has been strongly affirmed by Dr. 
Robinson (Palest. i. 375), may be questioned; and it is more 
probable that the Ascension took place either at the swmmit of 
Mount Olivet or near that point. See Williams, Holy City, pt. ii. 
chap. v. pp. 441—445. 

The passage in the Acts (i, 12) being written by St. Luke 
after the passage in his Gospel (xxiv. 50), ought to be taken to 
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explain and complete it ; and not vice versd; i.e. the mention of 
the Mount of Olives is designed to be supplementary to the 
reference to Bethany, and to interpret it. 

The term Bethany, as Lightfoot has shown (i. 252 ; ii. 485), 
is often used to describe the district of that village; which 
stretched toward Jerusalem, and touched the suburb called Beth- 
phage, which extended‘eastward from Jerusalem to a distance of 
about 2000 cubits, or six furlongs, or a Sabbath-dau’s journey, 
on the Mount of Olives. (See Liyhtfoot, i. 252.) 

When, therefore, St. Luke says that our Lord led His dis- 
ciples out as far as Bethany, he means that He led them to its 
point of contact with Bethphage on the Mount of Olives. 

This opinion, which has been well illustrated by Lightfoot, 
is confirmed by what Dr. Robinson himself calls (i. 375) one of 
the “earliest traditions of Palestine, and which points out the 
place of our Lord’s Ascension on the swmmit of the Mount of 
Olives.” 

Lightfoot says (i. 252), ‘‘ The Jews’ Chorography will here 
help us. They tell us, two thousand cubits was the suburbs of 
a city (Maym. in Schabh. per. 27); and two thousand cubits 
were the bounds of a Sabbath, or a Sabbath-day’s journey. 

(Talm. in Sotah, per. 5.) 

“ Bethphage was of this nature; it was not a town upon 
Mount Olivet, as it hath been very generally supposed, and ac- 
cordingly placed in most maps; but it was that space of ground 
that lay from Jerusalem wall forward towards Mount Olivet, and 
up Mount Olivet to the extent of two thousand cubits from the 
wall, or thereabout ; and hereupon it was reputed by the Jews of 
the same qualification with Jerusalem, as a part of it, in divers 
respects. alm. Bab. Pesachin. fol. 63, fac. 2, ‘ He that slays a 
thanksgiving sacrifice within, while the bread belonging to it is 
without the wall, the bread is not holy. What means: without 
the wall?’ R. Tochanan saith, ‘without the wall of Beth- 
phage.’ And the same gloss useth the very same words again 
upon the same Tract, fol. 91, fac. 1. And again in the same 
Treatise, fol. 95, fac. 2, the Mishna saith thus: ‘ The two loaves 
and the shewbread aré allowable in the Temple court, and they 
are allowable in Bethphage.’ Nay, the Gloss in Sanhedr. fol. 
14, fac. 1, saith, ‘ Bethphage was a place which was accounted 
as Jerusalem for all things.’ So that the place called Beth- 
phage began from Jerusalem, and went onwards to and upon 
Mount Olivet, for the space of a Sabbath-day’s journey, or there- 
about ; and then began the coast that was called Bethany. And 
hence it is that Luke saith that Christ, when He ascended into 
heaven, led forth His disciples as far as Bethany (Luke xxiv. 50), 
which elsewhere he showeth was the space of a Sabbath-day’s 
journey (Acts i. 12), which cannot be understood of the town 
Bethany ; for ¢hat was fifteen furlongs (John xi. 18), or very 
near two Sabbath-days’ journey from Jerusalem; but that He led 
them over that space of ground which was called Bethphage, to 
that part of Olivet where it began to be called Bethany, and at 
that place it was where Christ began His triumphant riding into 
the city.” 

The tradition that Christ ascended from the summit of the hill 
Olivet, is mentioned by Eusebius, Bishop of Cesarea in Palestine, 
in his Demon. Evang. vi. 18, written about a.p. 315. Referring 
to the prophecy (Zech. xiv. 4, “‘ His feet shall stand upon the 
Mount of Olives’’), he says, ‘‘ The feet of our Lord and Saviour 
—the Logos, or Word, Himself—by means of the Tabernacle of 
Humanity which He hath exalted (i.e. in His human Flesh), 
stood on the Mount of Olives, near the grotto there shown at this 
day ; after that He had prayed, and had delivered to His disciples 
the Mysteries concerning the consummation of all things, on the 
summit of the Mount of Olives ; whence He made His ascent into 
heaven.’”’ It is also corroborated by S. Cyril writing at Jeru- 
salem in the fourth century, and Bishop of that city. See on 
Luke xxiv. 50. So Cassiodor. p. 159. 

In pictures of the Ascension, the prints of our Lord’s feet 
as often represented, impressed on the soil of the Mount of 

ives. 

This tradition is sometimes traced to S. Jerome, and he is 
quoted as saying (de locis Hebraicis, in Acta, in v. Olivetum), 
“ Ultima vestigia Domini humi impressa hodie cernuntur.” This 
Treatise is not by S. Jerome (he himself is cited in it v. Smyrna) ; 
but it is not without its use, as representing the local opinion. 

It has indeed been alleged as an objection, that on this 
supposition the Ascension would have been in sight of Jerusalem. 

Bat this opinion seems to be grounded on a misconception 
of the nature of our Lord’s personal appearances after His resur. 
rection. 

When He walked on the public road to Emmaus, He was 


not recognized even by the two disciples for some time (Luke 
xxiv. 16), And He Who appeared suddenly on several occasions 
to the disciples in the city of Jerusalem (John xx. 19. 26), and 
on the sea-shore in Galilee (xxi. ]), and to more than five hun- 
dred brethren at once (1 Cor. xv. 6), so ordered His disappear- 
ance at His Ascension, that He made it manifest, ‘‘ not to all the 
people, but to witnesses chosen before of God, even to those who 
did eat and drink with Him after He rose from the dead.” 
(Acts x. 41.) 


This opinion that our Lord ascended from the Mount of 
Olives, at a distance of about six furlongs from Jerusalem, sheds 
light on other passages of Scripture, and is fraught with spiritual 
instruction. 

David, the type of Christ, wept as he went up the Mount 
of Olives, when he was rejected and resisted by his own people 
and son. (2 Sam. xv. 30—32.) ; 

On the Mount of Olives Christ, the Son of David, had wept 
over Jerusalem. (Luke xix. 41.) 

When David came to the top of the Mount of Olives, he 
worshipped, and sent his friend, Hushai the Archite, back to the 
city of Jerusalem (2 Sam. xv. 32—37), and Hushai’s counsel 
prevailed over that of Ahitophel, the type of Judas. (2 Sam. 
xvii. 1—23.) 

May there not be here some typical reference to the parting 
of our Lord from His faithful Apostles in this place ? 

Dr. Lightfoot says (ii. p. 486), “That place of Mount 
Olivet, where Christ ascended (viz. that part of the mount where 
Bethphage ended and Bethany began), was perhaps the very 
same place mentioned 2 Sam. xv. 32, or certainly not far off, 
where David in his flight taking leave of the Ark and Sanctuary, 
looked back and worshipped God; where, if any one would be at 
the pains to inquire why the Greek interpreters retain the word 
‘Pas, Ros, both here and in ch. xvi. J, jv AaBid épxduevos ews 
Tov ‘Pas, and David came unto Ros; and AaBl6 rapHrAdey Bpaxd 
Tt amd Tov ‘Paws, and David passed on a little way from Ros, he 
will find a knot not easy to be untied.”’ 

So Lightfoot. But is not the word ‘Pas of the LXX in those 
passages, the same as the Hebrew word used in both these places, 
wx rosh, the head, or summit of the Mount (of Olives)? And 
was not the summit so called in the popular language ? 

And if so, then this circumstance seems to increase the pro- 
bability that our Lord ascended from the summit of that mount. 

Again, on the Mount of Olives Christ had predicted the 
future destruction of Jerusalem (Matt. xxiv. 3), and His own 
second coming to Judgment (xxiv. 30). 

What more suitable than that the scene of suffering should 
also be the scene of glory purchased by suffering ? 

What more proper, than that He should ascend in that 
place, where He had pre-announced His future descent in glory ? 

The Angels themselves seem to refer to this fitness of place 
in their address to the Apostles (Acts i. 11), ‘‘ This same Jesus 
shall so come, as ye have seen Him go;” and it is worthy of re- 
mark, that the voice of Ancient Prophecy points to some future 
manifestation of the Messiah’s glory on the Mount of Olives. 
(Zech. xiv. 4. Ezek. xi. 23.) 

Again; it was from the border of Bethany, and its point of 
contact with Bethphage on the Mount of Olives (see on Mark 
xi. 1), that our Lord had begun to ride in triumph, as King and 
Saviour, into the City of Jerusalem. That triumphal entry 
seems to have been typical and prophetical. It is an appropriate 
and beautiful circumstance, that, at that point in the Mount of 
Olives where He began His triwmphal entry into the earthly 
city, He also began His triumphal journey to the Jerusalem that 
is above, as King and Saviour of the World, riding on the clouds 
of heaven. 


Hence also we may perhaps recognize the reason why the - 


remarkable term “a Sabbath-day’s journey’’ is used here to 
describe the distance which the Apostles walked, from what is 
here specified as the place of the Ascension. 

This is the only passage in the New Testament where “a 
Sabbath-day’s journey ”’ is mentioned at all; and it seems sur- 
prising at first, that it should be mentioned by St. Luke writing 
for Gentiles, and should be specified in reference to an event 
posterior to the Resurrection, when the Jewish seventh-day Sab- 
bath had ceased to be obligatory. 

There surely must be therefore some inner meaning in this 
expression, ‘a Sabbath-day’s journey,’ used in connexion with 
that glorious event, the consummation of Christ’s earthly ministry, 
His Ascension into heaven. What can that be? 

The Sabbath was a type of that rest, which, after their week 
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of this world’s work, remaineth to the people of God, in that place 
of repose where they rest from their labours (Heb. iv. 9. Rev. 
xiv. 13), and whence they will pass, by a joyful Resurrection and 
Ascension, to the heavenly city of the great King. 

_ The return of the Apostles with joy by a Sabbath-day’s 
journey to the earthly Jerusalem from the place of Ascension, 
whence their Saviour mounted in glory to the heavenly Jeru- 
salem, may be designed to suggest the cheering assurance, that 
they who contemplate on earth the Ascension of the Lord, and 
stand looking up stedfastly into heaven, and ascend in heart and 
mind with Him Who is the Prince of Peace, and continually 
dwell in spirit with Him there, will pass by a Sabbath-day’s 
journey through the grave and gate of death into the Jerusalem 
or City of Peace—that is above, and there enjoy the beatific 
vision of eternal peace. ‘ Qui gloriam Domini ad Patrem ascen- 
dentis intus intueri merebitur, hic Sabbati itinere urbem perpetuze 
pacis ingreditur.’”’ (Bede.) 

18. 7d drepGov] sc. otknua. sSrepdov is properly an adjective 
(Vaick.); not an upper room, but the upper room, my (Vi- 
tringa, de Synag. p. 145, and Lightfoot here, p. 638). The 
definite article points to some place already used as the resort of 
the Apostles, of jjoov katauévoytes, as is said here. Ancient 
authorities assert that this was no other than the large avdéyeov 
or upper room (see on Mark xiy. 15), in which our Blessed Lord 
had celebrated the last Passover, and had instituted the first Eu- 
charist, and where He had appeared on the two successive Sun- 
days after His Resurrection from the dead. 

Here it would seem the Apostles were afterwards assembled 
when the Holy Ghost descended upon them. S. Cyril, Bishop 
of Jerusalem, affirms (Catech. xvi.) that 7) Tvedua 7d &yiov kar- 
HAVev evtavOa ev TH ‘Iepoveadhu, and that this Upper Room 
was afterwards called 7 avwrépa tay amooréAwy éxxdnola. Cp. 
S. Jerome, Epist. 86, Ep. Paule, and Bede, De locis sanctis, c. 3. 
Cave, Primitive Christianity, i.6. Hither the Apostles resorted 
for prayers, and for the Holy Communion. See note below on 
Acts ii. 2.46; v.42. And so says Bp. Pearson here, ‘“ Ibi Ecclesia 
videtur esse constituta. Nam, ut narrat Epiphanius, lib. de 
Pond. c. 14, cum Adrianus imperator Hierosolyma adiret, invenit 
urbem totam funditus eversam, et templum Dei dirutum, rapexrds 
OAtywy oiknudTwyv, Kal Tis TOD @cod exxaAnolas, puixpas ovons, 
quam ibi collocatam asserit, ubi discipuli reversi, cum Salvator 
ascendit a Monte Oliveti, avéBnoay cis 7d brepgov. "Exel yap 
Broddunto, Tovréotiy ev TH meper Sidv. Nicephorus etiam tradit, 
Helenam Constantini matrem amplissimum in Sione templum 
erexisse; in cujus postico domum circumclusit, ubi facta est 7 
Tov aylov Tvetyuaros Kd0od0s ev TS Srrepdy, lib. viii. c. 30.” 

Therefore this ‘upper room”? on Mount Sion at Jerusalem 
was the first Church in the world,—the primitive Church of 
Christendom. 

There is one God, and in this one Godhead there is one 
Father, one Son, and one Holy Ghost; and there is one Church 
of God from the beginning to the end of the world. Perhaps the 
continuous unity of the Church was marked by the fact, that the 
same upper room which had seen the celebration of the last Pass- 
over, saw also the administration of the first Eucharist by Christ. 
And perhaps this unity was displayed further when this same 
upper room saw the first appearance of the Son of God to His 
assembled Apostles after His Resurrection on the First Lord’s 
Day; and when this upper room, to which they resorted for 
prayer to God the Father (see Acts iv. 23, 24), saw also the 
descent of God the Holy Ghost upon them. See below, ii. 46. 

—"Iwdvyns] John. So A, B,C, D. Elz. places James before 
John. In the three Lists of the Apostles (Matt. x. 2. Mark iii. 
16. Luke vi. 14) before the Ascension, James comes before John, 
and in the two former of them, Andrew comes next to Peter. In 
the three Lists in the Gospels, Bartholomew comes before 
Thomas: in both of St. Luke’s lists, Simon Zelotes comes before 
Jude. The only names which occupy the same places in all are, 

1. Peter. 

5. Philip. 

9. James, the son of Alphzeus, probably the same as the 
Lord’s Brother. See next note. 

— *IdkwBos "AAdatov] James the son of Alpheus. It has 
been inferred by some, that this St. James, the Apostle, was not 
the ‘ Lord’s brother,’ because it is added here that the brethren 
of the Lord (v. 14) were also present. But James might well be 
distinguished from the other brethren of the Lord, as Mary is 
from the other yuvaixes here, and as Joseph is from the other 
Patriarchs in vii. 9, and as Peter is from the other Apostles in 


1 Cor. ix. 5. See below on xii. 17, and the Introduction to the 
Epistle of St. James; and the article on St. James in Dr. Wm. 
Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, 1860. 

12. Judas, succeeded by Matthias. 

— Suv 6 Znrwrhs| Simon Zelotes. See Matt. x. 4. He is 
called the Cananite by St. Matthew and St. Mark iii. 18, but 
Zelotes (the Greek synonym of Cananite) by St. Luke vi. 15, as 
here; a mark of connexion between the Author of St. Luke’s 
Gospel and the Acts. 

This mention of Simon, thus placed between James and 
Jude, the brother of James, confirms the opinion of some ancient 
writers, that Simon Zelotes, or the Cananite, was the same as 
the Simon who is mentioned as one of “the brethren of our 
Lord” (“ James, Simon, and Jude’) in Matt. xiii. 55, Mark 
vi. 3; and therefore that Simon Zelotes is no other than Symeon 
(which is the same name as Simon, see below, xv, 14. 2 Pet.i. 1), 
who succeeded his brother James, ‘‘the Lord’s brother,” in the 
Episcopal See of Jerusalem. See Eusebd. (iii. 11, cp. iii. 22), who 
says that after the death of St. James, the survivors of the 
Apostles and disciples at Jerusalem met together, and unani- 
mously chose Symeon, the son of Clopas, to be the successor of 
St. James; this Symeon being a cousin of the Lord (cp. Ewused. 
iv. 22); for Hegesippus testifies that Clopas, his father, was 
brother of Joseph. Cp. Euseb. iv. 22, where Clopas is called 
by Hegesippus Ocios of Christ. In another place Eusebius (iii. 
32) designates this Symeon as a son of the Mary described in the 
Gospel as wife of Clopas, and asserts that this Symeon, the 
second Bishop of Jerusalem, suffered martyrdom under Trajan, at 
the age of 120. Hegesippus also states that several persons of 
this family were chosen to preside over Churches, on the ground 
of their relationship to Christ. (Hused. iti. 20.) 

—lovdas *IaxéBov] Jude, brother of James: cp. Luke vi. 
16. Jude 1. Examples of this ellipsis of &deA¢ds, or brother, 
from profane writers, may be seen in Valck. and Kuin. Cp. 
Winer, G. G. p. 171. 

Doubtless the words “Iovdas "laxéBov might mean Jude, 
son of James; but it is not probable that James would have had 
a son old enough to be an Apostle; and the context must deter- 
mine how the ellipse is to be supplied; and probably when 
St. Luke published the Acts, most Christians knew what the re- 
lationship between James and Jude was. See below, the Intro- 
duction to St. Jude’s Epistle. 

14. zpooraptepodvres] One of the words often repeated in the 
Acts in relation to Church communion, and declaring its duties. 
and privileges. Here the duty prescribed is perseverance and 
stedfastness in Christian faith and worship. See ii. 42. 46; vi. 4. 
Cp. Rom. xii. 12. 

— 6uo0vuaddév] With one heart and soul. The Holy Spirit 
writing by St. Luke, is constantly inculcating this word in this 
history of the Primitive Church. He applies it to the Apostles 
here; to the 120 (ii. 1), to the whole body of believers (ii. 46). 
Cp. iv. 24; v. 12; xv. 25, and Rom. xv. 6. 

He thus reminds all future generations, that maintenance of 
Unity of Pastors among themselves, and of Pastors and People, is 
the duty of each and all, and is the characteristic of the Church. 
It was a fruit of Christ’s doctrine (John xv. 12) and prayer 
(xvii. 21), and of His legacy (xiv. 27), and of His breathing upon 
them (xx. 22), and was matured by the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. 

On én) 7d avtd, see v. 15. 

— 7h mpocevxf] Elz. adds, nat 7 Senoet, which is not in 
A, B, C, D, , H, nor in the Vulgate, Syriac, and other Versions. 

Another note of connexion with St. Luke’s Gospel. See on 
Luke v. 16. 

— oy yovatt] with the women. A remarkable notice; in the 
Jewish Temple, the Women were not admitted to worship God 
together with men, but were parted off into a separate court 
(Joseph. Ant. xv. 11. 5), “the Court of the Women;” and in 
the Synagogues also the women were separated from the men 
(Philo, ii. 476). But in Christ Jesus, Who is the Woman’s Seed, 
“ there is neither male nor female” (Gal. iii. 28), and the wall of 
separation is broken down. The women here assembled with the 
disciples, were probably Mary Magdalene, Salome, Joanna, and 
Susanna, and others mentioned in Luke viii. 2, 3; xxiii. 49. 55; 
xxiv. 10. 

— Maplg] Mary. “ Propter excellentiam distinguitur a cete- 
ris.” (Valck.) In the Gospels the blessed Virgin Mary is not 
mentioned as accompanying Christ from place to place with His 
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Apostles; and this is the last place where her name occurs in 
Holy Scripture. 

The Holy Spirit takes leave of her here, associated with the 
Apostolic company of worshippers in the Upper Room at Jerusa- 
lem. She is one of those who there continue stedfast in prayer. 
How unlike the spirit and language of the Holy Ghost is that 
will-worship, which takes her out of that holy fellowship of prayer, 
and makes her an object of adoration ! 

‘In recent times the blessed Virgin is often represented in 
Paintings as present at the Ascension; but Arator, writing at 
Rome in the sixth century, in his poetical Version of the Acts, 
addressed to Pope Vigilius, speaks of her as waiting at Jerusalem 
for the return of the Apostles from the Mount of Olives, v. 55: 


‘“‘ Moenia nota petunt, gua tune statione sedebat 
Porta Maria Dei, Genetrix intacta Creantis 
A Nato formata suo.’’ 


15. adeApGv] So A, B,C. Elz. wabyntov. 

— dvoudrwy] names. A Hebraism for persons. 
Hebr. p. 350. Cp. Rev. ii. 13; iii. 4, and Wetst. here. 
may have a deeper Christian sense: see on iv. 36. 

— én) Td ard] toyether ; at the same place and time. A fa- 
vourite expression with the Author of the Acts, and like éyuo@vua- 
ddv, a note of Church-unity (see v. 14), a watchword of the Church, 
and of every faithful member of it. See below, ii. 1, duobuuaddy 
ém) Tb avTd. ii. 44, joay em) 7d avTd. Cp. on ii. 47. Hence 
Ignat. ad Magnes. 7, ér) 7d ad7d pla mpocevxh, ula Séyous, 
eis vovs, ula eAmls, ev aydmn. Clemens Romanus, i. 34, juets 
ev duovola émr) Td avTd cuvaxbértes. 

16. &vdpes adeAgpot] On this speech, see S. Lren. iii. 12. 

17. d71] because He was their ddnybs, or leader; because 
being one of us ‘‘ he knew the place’ (John xviii. 2) where, and 
the time when, He might be taken; and because it had been 
prophesied that one of His familiar friends should betray Christ. 
Ps. xli. 9. 

—év nutv] Elz. has obv juiv. But év isin A, B, C, D, E, 
H, and in Vulg., Syriac, and other Versions, and is more ex- 
pressive. He was not only numbered with us, but in us, i.e. in 
our Apostolic body. 

— axe tv djpov] He calls it a lot (see below, v. 26), 
because it was not by their own desert, but by God’s grace that 
they were called to their office. (Chrys.) Hence the word Clerus, 
or Clergy. See Vales. in Euseb. vi. 43. 

The Acts of the Apostles, if we may so speak, prepared a 
Christian Onomasticon, or Vocabulary for the Church, e. g. in its 
use of the words émoxom), v. 20, mpeoButepot, xpiotiavol, and 
others. . 

18. exrjoato] he was the moving cause of the purchase (see 
Gregor. Moral. i. c. 9). It has been alleged by some recent 
Expositors, that this statement is at variance with Matt. xxvii. 
6—8, where it is said that the Chief Priests purchased the field 
with thirty pieces of silver; and that St. Luke could not have been 
acquainted with St. Matthew’s Gospel, or he would not have in- 
serted this statement. But the fact is, that St. Luke’s assertion 
is in harmony with St. Matthew’s, and is supplementary to it. 

The Holy Spirit in Scripture is wont to trace human actions 
to their first causes ; and to treat the principal agents as account- 
able for the whole transaction, though done, as Scripture itself 
records, by the instrumentality of others. 

This is what might be expected in divine history ; and there 
is a solemn moral lesson in it. 

Thus in this book ¢he Jews are four times said to have cru- 
cified Jesus (Acts ii. 23 and 36, and iv. 10 and v. 30), though 
they could not put any one to death (John xviii. 31); but they 
are said to have crucified Him, because they used the instru- 
mentality of Pilate for that purpose. Thus Pilate is said to have 
scourged Jesus (John xix. 1), and Joseph to have hewn a tomb 
(Matt. xxvii. 60), and Christ to have baptized disciples (John 
iv. 1), though they only caused these things to be done. Thus 
also (vii. 9) the Patriarchs are said to have sold Joseph into 
Egypt, though they had no intention that he should go there. 
Thus the Jews are even said to have laid Christ in the tomb 


Vorst. de 
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(xiii. 29), though this was only a consequence in which they took 
no part, of His death, which was not inflicted by them, but by a 
heathen power, at their instance. 

If such modes of speech as these—and others that could be 
adduced—are considered, it will hardly be denied, that Judas, 
who received the thirty pieces of silver, and who returned them 
to the Chief Priests, and, as it were, forced them upon them by 
throwing them down in the Temple (Matt. xxvii. 5), was the 
cause and prime mover of the purchase of the field, which was 
bought with that sum ; and that he may be said to have been its 


-purchaser. 


It cannot be rightly argued, that there is a discrepancy here 
between the two Evangelists, and that one of them is in error; 
and that St. Luke was not acquainted with St. Matthew’s state- 
ment, because he does not repeat it. It might as well be inferred, 
that St. Luke, or the Apostles, or those whose speeches he is re- 
cording, were not acquainted with the facts of the Crucifixion 
itself, because we read in the Acts that the Jews crucified Jesus, 
and laid Him in a tomd ; or that St. Luke in writing the Acts did 
not remember what he himself had said in his ‘ former treatise,”’ 
his Gospel, because he does not repeat his own words concerning 
the same events, but adds some new incidents to his narrative : 
e. g. with regard to the Ascension. 

Rather, he thus shows the independence of his own testi- 
mony. 

te may also be conjectured with probability, that Judas 
might in other respects be regarded as the purchaser of the 
field ; 

For, it is evident from St. Matthew’s account (xxvii. 5), that 
as soon as he had cast down the thirty pieces in the Temple he 
went and hanged himself ; 

It appears also from St. Peter’s speech here (Acts i. 19), 
that the field was the place of his death: see on v. 19; 

And the Field was purchased after his death (Matt. xxvii. 6). 

It is remarkable, that a field in the neighbourhood of a great 
City, which was to serve as a Public Cemetery, should have been 
purchaseable for so small a sum as thirty piece of silver, or 
shekels, i. e. for less than five pounds ; 

How is this to be explained? Probably from the circum- 
stance intimated by St. Peter, that it had been polluted by the 
horrible death of Judas; whence it was called Aceldama; and 
that it was regarded with a feeling of execration on that account. 
Hence also it was, that when purchased for this paltry sum, it 
was applied to an unclean use, i.e. to be a burial-place; a burial- 
place for févo., strangers, heathens, unclean persons, whom the 
Jews would not admit into their cemeteries. 

It might well be said then, that in this sense, by defiling it} 
Judas had been instrumental in the purchase of the field; he had 
made it unavailable for any other than an unclean use, and had 
rendered it purchaseable by the Chief Priests for the miserable 
sum of thirty pieces of silver, which he had received from them 
as the wages of iniquity, and had then thrown back in remorse 
into their hands. 

See below, vii. 9; xiii. 29, and Whitby’s note here; and 
above on Matt. viii. 5. 

— é wicbov] So A, B,C, D, E, H. Elz. rod pic dod. 


— mpnvis yevduevos] falling on his face, “ pronus in faciem 
prolapsus. mpyvys, éml mpdcwmov.’’ (Hesych.) én) orduaros. 
(Phavorin.) 

Judas, the betrayer of Christ, was prefigured in the manner 
of his death, i.e. hanging, by Ahitophel the traitor, and Absalom 
the rebel against David. ( Bede.) 

— éddnnoe wéoos] he burst asunder in the midst; after he 
had hanged himself. St. Matthew says clearly (xxvii. 5), am- 
nytaro, he hanged himself; the same word as is used by the Sep- 
tuagint in 2 Sam. xvii. 23 to describe the death of Ahitophel. 
Ahitophel was a type of Judas in his nearness to David’s person, 
in his treachery, and in his death. And the word used to describe 
Ahitophel’s death by the LXX may serve to remove the sup- 
posed ambiguities with regard to the manner of the death of his 
antitype Judas. See on Matt. xxvii. 5, where Kuin. after Wet- 
stein (p. 459) and Valck. (p. 324), well says, ‘ Locus Matthei 
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cum loco Lucee facillimé potest componi, si statuitur, Mattheum 
exposuisse mortis genus, Lucam vero attigisse ejus eventum. 
Judas egritudine animi commotus, laqueo sibi mortem conscivit 
(arnyéato), laqueo autem, sive pendentis corporis Jude gravi- 
tate, sive alid quacunque de caussa disrupto, ex altiore loco, é 
rupe, preceps ac pronus delapsus est, ita, ut diffisso corpore, in- 
testina diffusa sint. Apuleius Met. i. p. 12, ascenso grabatulo ad 
exitium sublimatus immisso capite laqueum induo; sed dum pede 
altero fulcimentum, quo sustinebar, repello, ut ponderis deductu 
restis ad ingluviem adstricta spiritus officia discluderet, repenté 
putris aliogui et vetus funis rumpitur, atque ego de alto decidens 
in terram devolvor.’”” Cp. Cholin, f. 56 (ap. Wetstein), “ Ara- 
meeus quidam vidit hominem qui de tecto in plateam decidit, et 
ruptus est ejus venter, et viscera ejus effluxerunt.’’ Meyer says 
(p. 30) that St. Luke is at variance with St. Matthew, and ‘ fol- 
lows another tradition, according to which Judas did not destroy 
himself.’”’ Others (Strauss and Zeller), on the plea of this al- 
leged discrepancy, deny the fact of his death altogether ! 

With this account in the speech of St. Peter compare the 
narrative of the death of Judas by Papias, the contemporary of 
the Apostles, and Bishop of Hierapolis, in the fragment preserved 
by Theophylact (pp. 16. 195. Gicumen. p. 11), and in Cramer’s 
Catena, p. 12, where Apollinarius says, ovk evamé0avey TH 
ayxXovH “lovdas, GAN emeBiw, KadaipeOels mpd Tov amomviyjvas: 
and he then introduces the relation under the name of Papias (cp. 
Routh, R. 8. i. p. 9), which explains St. Peter’s words, mpyvis 
vyevouevos éhdxnoe méoos, by the mpnopuos and bykwors of the 
body, and which states that Judas died in his own field, ev idim 
xwplo. 

Cp. also the lines of Arator :— 

“ Mercedem sceleris solvit sibi, teedia vite 
Horruit ipse suze, stringens in gutture vocem ; 
Aéris in medio, ccelo terraque perosus 
Inter utrumque perit 
Viscera rupta cadunt nullis condenda sepulchris.” 


On the death of the heresiarch Arius as compared with that 
of Judas, see Athanas., Ep. ad Serapion. vol. i. § 3, p. 270. 

19. ‘Iepovoadju] See above, i. 4. 

— "Areddaud| Akel-dama. Syr. |xo? Vax. Chald. x97 5pm 
ager cedis, aypbs aluatos, Matt. xxvii. 8. (Kuin.) A, B have 
axerdoudx (D has areAdamdx), and so Lach., Tisch., Alf. 

It was called ‘‘ field of blood”’ for a double reason, 

As bought with the price of blood, Matt. xxvii. 8. 

As sprinkled with the blood of him who took that price. 

It was near Mount Sion, to the south side of it. (Jerome, 
de locis Hebr.) Cp. Routh, R. 8. i. 24. Robinson, Palestine, i. 
524. Wéiner,i. 188. It would therefore be near the valley of 
Hinnom, S. Chrys. (on v. 26) observes that this name was given 
by the Jews, by a providential dispensation from God: @véduoray 
biTw, od <idéTes, Kabdmep Kaidgas mpoephrevaer, ov cidds. 

20. yéyparru ydp] for it is written. This citation is from 
two Psalms, lxix. 25, cix. 8, and almost verbatim from the LXX 
Version used by the Hellenistic Jews, for whom, as well as for 
Gentile converts, St. Luke specially wrote, and has been well har- 
monized with the original Hebrew by Surenhusius, p. 383. 

The only notable variation is abtod for abTaév. 

This substitution of adrov for ait&y may be explained from 
St. Peter’s own words, that Judas was leader to those who took 
Jesus, v. 16, Ina word, *Iovdas, the false Apostle who betrayed 
his Master to death, stands forth as the representative of the 
faithless ’Iovdato:. His end is a type of theirs. What the Mes- 
siah, the King and Judge of all men, pronouncing a divine sen- 
tence by the mouth of the Psalmist ! (Ps. cxix. 5—7 ; Ixix. 22— 


1 This, as S. Augustine has already shown (see his Serm. 22, 
where he refers to St. Peter’s speech), is the true view of the male- 
dictions in the Psalms. They are not curses pronounced by David 
or by any man, in his own person, but they are Prophetical Commi- 

Vor. I.—Parrt II. 


29. Cp. lix. 11—15), imprecates on him, He imprecates on them ; 
and the death of their deader is a warning to those who were ded 
by him, what their destruction will be, unless they repent. In 
Judas the Holy Spirit sees the Jewish nation personified; and 
finally, Jerusalem herself, because she would not repent, became 
an Aceldama, or field of blood. 

— énavdis] a sheep-cote. An allusion to the pastoral office 
of Judas. ‘ éravArs respondet Hebraico nomini my quod proprié 
domum pastoritiam cum stabulo significat, deinde vero etiam de 
castello et domicilio quocunque adhiberi solet : v. Michaélis Sup- 
plem. ad Lexx. Hebrr. p. 1011 sqq. Hesych.: @ravais, wdvdpa 
Bodv, 7 otknua, 7) avAh, 1) oTpatomedla, kal 7 mommevikh advan.” 
(Kuin.) 

— émoxomny] bishop-ric, overseer-ship. 7;5 inspectionem, 
visitationem (Numb. iv. 16; xvi. 29. Isa, x. 3. Jer. x. 15); and 
so prepared by the use of the LXX Version to designate the 
Episcopal office (rhv tepwotvny, Chrys.), in which Matthias suc- 
ceeded to Judas. Cp. 1 Tim. iii. 1. Clem. Rom. i. 42. 44. 

The same may be said of the word kAjjpos, clerus, as used 
here, vv. 17. 25, 26 (see note there), as a preparation for its ap- 
plication to the Ministers or Clergy of the Church. 

We may observe here the purpose of Almighty God in 
having prepared a Greek Version, i.e. the LXX, made by Jews 
themselves, of the Old Testament Scriptures, for the use of the 
Apostles and Evangelists in adopting names for the regimen and 
officers of the Church, and in disseminating the Gospel through- 
out the world. 

— AaBérw] SoA, B,C, D. Elz. AdBor. 

21. 6 Kupios “Incods] the Lord Jesus. This word Kupios = 
Lord, Jehovah (see on v. 6 and ii. 36), applied to Christ, the 
Lord of the world, and Head of the Kupiaxy, or Church, ever 
regulating her affairs by His Spirit, and maintaining her cause 
by His Power from His Throne in heaven,—may be regarded as 
the Key-note to the History of the Acts of the Apostles. 

He it is who chooses Matthias in place of Judas (i. 24). 
He sends the Holy Ghost to His Church (ii. 33—35). He adds 
believers to her daily (ii. 47). He works Miracles by the hands 
of His Apostles (iii. 6; iv. 10). To Him St. Stephen prays at 
the hour of death (vii. 59, 60). He calls Saul with a voice from 
heaven (ix. 5). He sends Ananias to baptize him (ix. 10. 15). 
He sends Peter to Cornelius (x. 4. 14. 36). His Angel delivers 
Peter and destroys Herod (xii. 7. 23). He calls Paul to Mace- 
donia (xvi. 9, 10). He comforts Paul at Jerusalem (xxiii. 11). 
And, finally, the book closes with the declaration, that Payl 
preaches at Rome, the heathen capital of the world, ‘“ the things 
concerning the Lorp Jesus”’ (xxviii. 31). 

22. apiduevos] having begun. See v. 1, and Luke xxiii. 5. 
Winer, p. 547. 

— padptupa Tis avarrdcews] a witness of His resurrection. 
Because this was the question at issue, —Is Christ risen from the 
dead? All other things in His history were manifest; this was 
more private, and known comparatively to a few, and it was to be 
believed and confessed by all. (Chrys.) 

23. kal értnoay 500] And they set out two, apart from the 
rest. Our Lord did not supply the place of Judas, when He was on 
earth, but left that place vacant at His Ascension, and to be sup- 
plied after it; and He did supply it from heaven, in answer to 
their prayer to Him as God. See wv. 24—26: ‘Show whom 
Thou hast chosen.’’ ‘The lot was cast into the lap, but the dis- 
posing thereof was of the Lord.” (Prov. xvi. 33.) 

Thus He educated them in the fundamental doctrine of 
Church polity, viz. that the Church is ruled and protected by 
Him,—not visibly present in budy, but sitting on His Royal 
Throne, in power and glory, at the right hand of God. ; 


nations, Judicial Sentences, uttered by the Great God and Judge of 
all—Christ; they are rehearsals of the Sentence of the Great Day ; 
and as such they are evidences of the Zzspiration of the Psalms, 
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— *lodotos| Justus. Concerning whom see Fused. iii. 39. 

24. Kupie] O Lord. This prayer is addressed to Christ. Cp. 
éfeAétw here, and éfeA¢taro, i. 2. The Apostles are sent by Him. 
See v. 21. 

25. ap fis] So A, B,C, D. Elz. has e& fs, but it seems 
more fitting to say that he went aside from it than owt of it. 

— cis toy témov Toy tiov] to his own place. See S. Ignat. 
ad Magnes. c. 5, émel ody TéAos TA mpdypata Exe1, Kal emlicerran 
7& S00 du0d, 8 Te Odvaros kab 7 (wh, Kat Exagros eis ToY Y5L0v 
rémov péddret xwpeiv. Soin a good sense St. Peter is said by 
S. Clement of Rome (i. 5) to have gone, after his labours and 
martyrdom, «is Toy dpeAduevoy Térov Tis ddéns. - Cp. Polycarp 
ad Phil. 9, where he speaks of St. Paul and other Christian mar- 
tyrs: dri ovTor mavres ov cis Kevdy Edpamov, GAN ey mlaTer Kad 
Sixacocivn, Kal Ott cis Toy BMELASmEVoY avTots TdéToOY «iol 
mapa TG Kuplw, @ Kad ovyérafoyv. The Rabbinical writers in- 
terpret Numb. xxiv. 25 in a cognate sense: ‘‘ Balaam ivit in 
locum suum, i.e. in gehennam. Targum Eccles. vi. 6, Die mortis 

. suz descendit anima ejus in gehennam, in locum unum, quo 
omnes peccatores abeunt.” (Lightfoot, Hor. Hebr. et Talm. ad 
h. l., and Wetstein here.) And this, though it be perhaps an in- 
correct exposition, yet shows the meaning conveyed by the phrase 
to a Jewish ear. 

The place of Judas was locus suus, a place of his own proper 
procurement; devils were not ordained of God for hell-fire, but 
hell-fire for them. Hooker, Appendix to bk. v. p. 571. 

On this text see also By. Bull’s two Sermons, proving that 
“the soul subsists after death in a place of abode prepared for it 
by God, till the Resurrection; and that this middle state of hap- 
piness or misery is allotted by God to every man immediately 
after death, according as he has done good or evil in this life.’’ 
(Serm. ii. and iii. vol. i. pp. 23—82.) 

Against the erroneous notions of a sleep of the soul, and of a 
purgatory, see above, on Luke xvi. 22. 

26. Kal €wiav KAnpous] And they gave lots. For the Holy 
Spirit was not yet given. While this was so, they committed the 
matter to lot; but never resorted to it after the day of Pentecost. 
(Chrys.) They had a precedent in the Scripture of the Old Tes- 
tament for the use of lots. The Land of Promise was divided by 
lot (Josh. xiv. 2), and the first king of Israel was chosen by lot 
(1 Sam. x. 17). 

The word Clerus, as applied to the Clergy, appears to have 
been suggested by the use made of the term in the LXX and in 
this passage. As Chrys. says on €Aaxe: “EAaxe TY KAA poy Tis 
diakovias TavTns’ KARpoy de avtoy Karel Seikvds THs TOV Bcod 
xapitos To may dy, Kal dvapymvicKwy adtods TOY Tadatoy, bri 6 
cds adtods ExAnpdoato kabdrep Tols Acvitas. 

Num. xviii. 24, Vers. LXX: ey % pwepis cov Kat 7 KAn- 
povoula cov. 

“ Propterea vocantur Clerici, vel quia de sorte sunt Domini, 
vel quia Dominus sors, id est pars, Clericorum est.’? S. Hieron. 
ad Nepotian. de vita Clericorum. 

KAfjpos, To oboTnua Toy SiaKdver 
Suidas. 

—avrév] A, B, C have atrots, which may be the right 
reading, and then the sense would be, ‘¢hey presented lots to 
them.’ Perhaps they placed in an urn two papers, on one of 
which the word ‘ Apostle.’ was written, and he who drew that lot 
(rdy KAjpoyv) was numbered with the Eleven. 

KAhpous avtay does not mean ‘ their lots’ (which would have 
been Tovs kAhpous), but lots on which their names were written ; 
and if this is the right reading, then it is probable that the names 
of the two were put into an urn, and he whose name first fell out 
(rece), was elected. 

The precise mode, which was here used in the election of 
Matthias, seems to have been left in uncertainty, that it might not 
be used as an example for the future ordinations of the Christian 
Ministry. 

— énrecev] fell, as from an urn. Cp. Levit. xvi. 8. Homer, 
Il. v. 316. Livy xxi. 42, ‘‘ ut cujusque sors exciderat.” xxiii. 3, 
“nominibus in urnam conjectis quod primum forte nomen exci- 
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derat.” 
nomen,” 

— Kal ovyxateynolcdn] and he (Matthias) was numbered 
with the eleven Apostles. An important text, as showing the 
equality of Matthias (chosen by Christ after the Ascension) to 
Peter, and to any other of the rest of the Apostles, chosen by Christ 
on earth; and showing also the equality of the several eleven 
Apostles among themselves. This principle of Apostolic equality 
was still further extended in the Second Apostolic Ordination 
mentioned in the Acts,—the Ordination of Barnabas and Saul. 
See note below on xiii. 1—3. 


Horat. Carm. iii. 1. 16, ““Omne capax movet urna 


Cu. II. 1. ev 7 cupmrdrnpotcbar T. 7.) when the day of Pen- 
tecost, or the Fiftieth, was being filled up, as the complement to 
the forty-nine, which were counted from the morrow of the day of 
unleavened bread. Cp. Luke ix. 5], €y TO cueTAnpodvo Bat 
Tas Hugpas THs dvarhpews avtod. St. Luke is the only one of 
the writers of the New Test. who uses the word cuurAnpodv. 

As to the day on which the Holy Ghost was given, it is to be 
observed, 

(1) That after forty-nine days from the sixteenth day of Abib 
or Nisan had passed, the next day was the Feast of Pentecost, 
or Fiftieth. (Jahn, Archeeol. § 354.) 

(2) This is clear from the texts of Scripture (Levit. xxiii. 15, 
16. Numb. xxviii. 26. Deut. xvi. 9), as explained by Jewish 
writers, especially Josephus, Antiq. iii. 10. 5: tH SevTépa Tay 
-AC@uov jnucpa, extn & eorly arn (cp. Levit. xxiii. 6) Kal 
dexkdTy Tod pnvds os Nicdy map july Kadciral, Tay KapmOy ovs 
e0épicay jeTardauBdvovot ...Ovovc. & em) rats amapxais Tay 
Kapma@v apyloy eis dAoKa’TwowW TG OcG EBSdunNs Se EBSouddos 
Siayeyevnuervns meta TavTny Thy Dvalay, avTm O cioly ai TY 
EBdouddwv juépar Ttecoapdkovta Kal evvéa, 7TH MevtnKoori 
mpoodyovot TS OG Uprov. 

(3) The counting of the forty-nine days degan from the end 
of the sixteenth of Nisan. See R. Solomon in Lightfoot, i. p. 
746, and Maimonides quoted by Whitby (in loc.). 

(4) Hence, therefore, in the year of our Lord’s Passion, we 
have the following calendar of days (cp. Lightfoot, i. p. 748, 
and ii. p. 642): 

Thursday, X1Vth Day of the Month Nisan, Christ insti- 
tutes the Holy Eucharist. 

Friday, XVth Day of Nisan, He is crucified. 

Saturday, XVIth Day of Nisan, He rests in the Grave. 

Sunday, XViIth Day of Nisan, He rises from the Dead. 

From the end of Saturday, the XVIth Day of Nisan, forty- 
nine days are counted; and the Fiftieth, or Feast of Pentecost, 
falls on a Sunday. And it was the universal belief of the ancient 
Christian Church, that the Holy Ghost came down from heaven 
on the same day of the week as that on which our Lord arose 
from the dead, viz. the First Day of the week. 

These particulars are to be noted, because in modern times 
some have been found to deny that our Lord was crucified on 
a Friday, or that the day of His Crucifixion was the XVth of 
Nisan, or that the Holy Spirit descended on the Lord’s Day. 

It may be inquired,— 

Why was the Holy Spirit given at the Feast of Pentecost ? 
And why at ¢hzs particular Feast of Pentecost ? 

(1) Because Pentecost was the Feast on which two loaves of 
common leavened bread were offered (Levit. xxiii. 17—20). The 
corn sown was ripened and made into bread. And now in Christ, 
who is the Bread of Life, the corn which had fallen into the 
ground and was risen, had reached its perfect maturity. 

Also, the Feast of Pentecost was the ingathering of the 
Harvest ; and now the Holy Spirit would enable the Apostles to 
gather from the Field, ‘‘which is the World,” the spiritual 
harvest, of which the seed had been sown by Moses, the Prophets, 
and by Christ. Now the sickle was to be put to the corn of the 
spiritual harvest of souls by the Apostolic reapers, who were to 
gather them in sheaves, and consecrate them to God. 

(2) Because the Law, graven in tables of stone, had been 
given at that time on Mount Sinai (Exod. xix. 1, 2), and it 
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was fitting that the new Law should be written on the fleshy 
tables of the hearts of the Disciples (Jer. xxxi. 33. 2 Cor. ili. 3. 
Heb. viii. 10) at the same time on Mount Sion, from which it 
was to come forth; and that it might be understood that the Law 
and the Gospel are from the same Divine Author. (Severian, 
Theophyl.) See oni. 4, 

““Supputemus numerum (says Jerome, de xlii. Mansion. 
Mans. xii. vol. ii. p. 593), et inveniemus guinguagesimd die 
egressionis ex Aigypto in vertice montis Sinai Leyem datam. 
Unde et Pentecostes celebratur solemnitas, et postea Evangelii 
Sacramentum Spirittis Sancti descensione completur—et divisis 
linguis credentium totus Evangelicd preedicatione mundus im- 
pletur.”’ 

This calculation is authorized by the Jewish doctors of the 
Law: see the rabbinical authorities in Wetstein, p. 461. It 
is not indeed expressly said in Holy Scripture that the feast of 
Pentecost coincided with, and commemorated, the Giving of the 
Law on Mount Sinai; but the calculations grounded on Scripture, 
and the testimonies of the most learned Jews, and the consent 
of the ancient Christian Church, authorize that opinion: and it is 
remarkable, that one of the noblest prophecies of Holy Scripture 
itself, predicting the Gift of Tongues at Pentecost, connects 
that Gift with the giving of the Law on Mount Sinai. Let the 
reader peruse that prophecy, the Sixty-eighth Psalm (one of the 
Proper Psalms appointed for Whitsunday), and he will see that 
those two gifts seem to be there joined together in the mind of 
the Holy Ghost. God so ordered events, that the principal 
seasons of dispensing Evangelical blessings (e. g. in the Death 
and Resurrection of Christ and Descent of the Holy Ghost) 
coincided with those times, in which the Legal benefits, most 
resembling and representing them, were bestowed and comme- 
morated; and thus He made the Law to be preparatory to the 
Gospel; and showed the harmony of both. Cp. Dr. Barrow, 
Sermon on Acts ii. 38, vol. iii. p. 473. 

(3) Because the Feast of Pentecost was the first great Feast 
following after the Passover; and because it was fitting, that the 
vast numbers of people who were at Jerusalem at the Passover 
(about two millions and a half; see Whiston’s note on Josephus, 
vi. 9. 3), and saw or heard of the Crucifixion of Christ (Luke 
xxiv. 18), might also see the glorious and triumphant manifes- 
tation of His Ewaltation and power, in the descent of the Holy 
Ghost. (Chrys., Severus ap. Theophyl.) And thus on their 
return to their several countries, the Pilgrim Tribes of the Law 
became Preachers of the Gospel. 

(4) Because the Law had been given to the Israelites on 
Mount Sinai, at the season (afterwards called Pentecost) next 
following the first Passover, which commemorated their Deliver- 
ance from Egypt, and prefigured the universal Redemption by 
Christ. And it was fitting that the Christian Law, which was 
to be written, not on tables of stone, but on the fleshy tables of 
the heart, by the finger of the Holy Ghost (Severian), should be 
given at the Pentecost next following the completion of the work 
of Redemption by the Sacrifice of the True Passover, which is 
Christ. 

(5) The name itself, revrnroorh, the Fiftieth, might suggest 
the name of Jubilee, which was significant of the preaching of 
“the acceptable*year of the Lord.’ And on this Fiftieth Day 
the Holy Spirit anointed the Church, Christ’s mystical Body, to 
preach that acceptable year to the world (see Aug. Hpist. cxix. 
and Jerome, in Mens. xii.), “‘ sicut priori populo,—quinquagesimo 
die, vero Jubileo et vero anno remissionis Lex data est, in Apos- 
tolos quoque descendit Spiritus Sanctus.”’ 

Cp. Bp. Andrewes, Sermons, iii. p. 111, on Acts ii. 1—4. 

(6) Besides, this was the first great Festival after Christ’s 
Ascension to Heaven, and it was fitting that, according to the 
sure word of Prophecy (Ps. Ixviii. 18), the great event of His 
triumphant Inauguration in glory, of His Coronation in His 
glorified Humanity, and of His Enthronization at God’s right 
hand in Heavenly places, should be solemnized and celebrated by 
public manifestations on earth, of royal bounty, and spiritual 
largesses to His Church, proving His Ascension, and verifying 
His own word to His Apostles (John xvi. 7. Acts ii. 33). 

Cp. Bp. Andrewes, pp. 226, 227, and Barrow’s Whitsun- 
day Sermon, iii. pp. 473—494. 

(7) Because Seven is the number of perfection; and when 
Seven times seven days had been completed, then came the 
fulness of Christ’s power in the Holy Ghost (Greg. Naz. Or. 
xli. pp. 732—734). He came personally in His first Advent, 
after seven times seventy years from the command to rebuild Jeru- 


salem (Dan. ix. 24—27). And now He comes in the power of 
the Spirit, after seven times seven Days from the day of restora- 
tion, by His own death and burial in the grave. 

It is observable that in this year, the fifteenth of Nisan fell 
on a Friday, the day on which Man had been first created ; and 
so man was created in the first Adam, and restored in the Second 
Adam, on the same day of the week. The Resurrection, which 
according to types and prophecies was to be the third day after 
the Passion, took place on the first day of the week; the day on 
which God said, ‘‘ Let there be light’’ (Gen. 1. 4, 5). And the 
Feast of Pentecost in this year fell also on the First Day of the 
week. And thus the First Day of the week has been consecrated 
to all the Three Persons of the Ever-blessed and Undivided 
Trinity (Farner, Son, and Hory Guosr); and the blessings of 
Creation, Redemption, and Sanctification are commemorated on 
the Christian Sunday. 

On this text see Greg. Nazian. Orat. xl. Sermones, p. 733. 
Leo M., Sermones, Ixxii.—lxxv. S. Aug., Sermones, pp. 266— 
270, and Appendix, pp. 182—187. Bp. Andrewes, Sermons, ‘On 
the Sending of the Holy Ghost,”’ vol. iii. pp. 107. 130. 221. 301. 

— Gdmraytres] stronger than méyvtes.—‘ Gayres in his libris 
universos nemine excepto designat; mdévres seepé tanttim ple- 
rosque.” (Valck.)—mdytes’ dv7) tod mAetoToOL.. (Hesych.) 

— duo8vuaddv] with one accord. They were prepared to re- 
ceive the Spirit of unity, by unity of heart, unity of time, and 
unity of place. 

— én) 7d aitd] together; unto the same place at the same 
time. Perhaps because it was the Lord’s Day. (Light/oot.) 
The place is called olxos: a conclave, v.2. In one oikia there 
are many oika. S. Cyril, Bp. of Jerusalem, states that the place 
in which the Holy Ghost descended on the Apostles, was the 
large apartment which afterwards was converted into a Church 
(Catech. xvi. 4), well known in his day, probably the sepgoy 
mentioned i. 13, in which our Blessed Lord before His Crucifixion 
ate the Passover, and had instituted the Holy Eucharist; and in 
which, after His Resurrection, He had appeared on two successive 
Sundays to His Apostles. See note above oni: 13, and Greg. 
Nazian. in Caten. : 

If it had been, as some have supposed, a chamber in the 
Temple, St. Luke would hardly have failed to mention that cir- 
cumstance ; and it does not seem likely that the use of an oixos 
in the Temple would have been conceded to the Apostles by the 
Priests. Indeed, after the Sacrifice of Christ on the Cross, and 
the rending of the Veil, the Christian Church had become the 
Temple of God; and it is not probable that any spiritual dispen- 
sation, such as the outpouring of the Holy Ghost, would be con- 
nected with the material Temple at Jerusalem. 

As Chrys. says, the oixos, in which they were assembled, may 
be regarded as typical of the universal Church, which is illumined 
by the Holy Spirit in the Gospel, and which was humble and 
private in its primitive state, but afterwards spread itself from the 
bmepgov at Jerusalem throughout the world; and by its instru- 
mentality the graces of the Holy Ghost, which are poured forth 
on the Apostles, flow down as it were from one heavenly source, 
by the streams of those different nations, which were assembled 
at the Day of Pentecost, and thence returned to their own homes ; 
and so. diffuse themselves in all parts of the earth, and irrigate 
and fertilize the world. 

2. é« Tov ovpavod Hyxos—mvofjs] The sound was from heaven, 
the place whence the Spirit came. The wind showed His power 
and vehemence, and reminded them of the wonders of Sinai at the 
delivery of the Law. Cp. Bp. Andrewes, p. 118. 

— Tov oixov] the chamber. See on v. 1, and below on v. 46, 
kat olkoy. It must have been a large apartment, as it seems to 
have held 120 persons (cp. i. 13. 15; ii. 1). They were all 
assembled there early (see v. 15), either by a previous direction 
from Christ, or by some special intimation, or because it was the 
First Day of the week, when they met for public worship. They 
there remained in an attitude of expectation, sifting. 

8. diapepiCduevar—exddioe] The Tongues of Fire parted 
themselves off like streams from one source ; or like branches from 
one root (Chrys.), and distributed themselves among them. 

See St. Luke’s use of Siapepi(w, Acts ii. 45. Luke xxiii. 34, 
and St. Paul’s words, 1 Cor. xii. 4—11, S1aipéoers yapioudroy, 
and mdyra tadra évepye? Td ev Kal Td adTd Tvedua, dratpovr 
idl éxdor@, and Heb. ii. 4, Mvevuatos wylov wepiopois. 

Also the Tongues rested on the head of each. Hence the 
singular number éxdbice (cp. Valek. and Winer, § 58, p. 458), 
showing that these gifts were from one Spirit, and that they were 
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not to be a mere transitory boon, but an abiding presence. Christ 
ascended up on high and gave gifts to men, that the Lord God 
might dwell among them. (Ps. xviii. 18.) 

They had 

(1) Tongues given them, that they might preach. 

(2) Of Fire, that they might do it. with power. 

(3) The Tongues were distributed among them, that none 
might envy the other, and none exalt himself over the other, and 
that each of them might do his part in edifying the whole. 

(4) The tongues sat on the head of each of them, that each 
might do that work constantly, especially by means of the Word 
of God. 

Hence, when a Bishop is ordained, the Gospel, which is the 
Tongue of Fire of the Spirit, is laid on his head. Theophylact. 

— ep? va @.] upon every one of them. “ Cp. omnino ém super 
Joh. i. 32, 33.”’ (Bengel.) Thus the inauguration of the Apostles 
by the Holy Ghost resembled that of Christ. Matt, iii. 16. 

On whom did the Holy Ghost come? SS. Aug. (in Joann. 
xcli.) says, ‘‘ Venit in die Pentecostes Sanctus Spiritus in centum 
viginti homines congregatos, in quibus et Apostoli omnes erant, 
qui illo impleti linguis omniwm gentium loquebantur.” So 
Chrys. : ‘ Other believers besides the Apostles received the Holy 
Ghost, enabling them to speak with tongues. But the Apostles 
alone appear to have been endued with the power of conveying to 
others the gift of the Holy Ghost, enabling them to speak with 
tongues.” See viii. 18. 

4. ipkavro Aadely Erépais yAdoous] they began to speak 
in languages not their own,—other than they had ever learned. 
(Bp. Andrewes, p. 138.) The phrase is from Isa. xxviii. 11, 
LXX, 8:4 yAéoons érépas (see 1 Cor. xiv. 21), and it announces 
the fulfilment of the prophecy of Ps. xix. 3, 4 (Ambrose) ; and 
is explained by v. 8, 77 idla SiaddnTe@, and v. 11, Tats juerépacs 
yAoéooals. 

Hence, éAdaovy tévais yAéooats kal ov watptots, says Greg. 
Nazian. (p. 742, Orat. xli.), but rats iStais ray dkovdyrwy. Some 
of them spake in the language of India, some of Scythia, some 
of Crete and Arabia,—nations hostile to the Jews. ((@cum.) 
«« Preedicaturi multis gentibus accipiunt genera linguarum.”’ (Je- 
rome, iv. 178, ad Hedib. 9, where are some excellent remarks on 
this text.) ‘ Loquebantur linguis omnium gentium.” (8. Aug., 
Serm. 316. Cp. below, x. 46; xi. 15,16.) “ Quia futura He- 
clesia in omnibus linguis prenuntiabatur.”” (Serm. 266.) “ Lo- 
quebatur unitas Hcclesiz in linguis omnium gentium.” (Aug. 
Serm. 267.) 

The Apostles were gifted with the Tongues of all Nations, 
because Christ sent them to preach to all Nations, —émeid) Tay- 
TaxXOU StiépxecOar EucdAdov. (Chrys. here, and on | Cor. xiv. 3, 
and Theodore¢ in | Cor. xiv. 2, Augustine in Ps. xviii., Serm. 175. 
Theophy!.) 

All other interpretations of the words érépais yAdooats, with 
other tongues, are irreconcilable with grammatical rules and his- 
torical truth. The miracle was not (as some have thought) in the 
ears of the hearers, but in the tongues of the speakers. The ap- 
pearance of tongues indicates this; of tongues sitting on the 
heads of the Apostles. As S. Cyril says (in Caten.), “they spake 
with languages they had never learnt ;”’ and thus was fulfilled the 
prophecy, ‘‘ there is neither speech nor language, but their voices 
are heard among them; their sound is gone out into all lands, 
and their words into the ends of the world.” (Ps. xix. 3, 4. 
Rom. x. 18.) The Spirit was given in the form of Tongues in 
order to consecrate} the preaching of Apostolic doctrine (Seve- 
rus); and thus they were ordained by the xeporovia of the Spirit, 
laying as it were His own Hands on their heads, to the Apostle- 
ship of the world. (Severian, in Caten. Chrys. Aug. Ty. xciii. 
in Joan. Cyril, Cateches. 17. Nazian. Orat. xli. p. 743; xliv. 
Leo, Serm. in Pentec., and Greg., Hom. 30 in Evang. cited by 
A Lapide.) ‘Thus each of them became as it were a @pdvos of 
the Holy Ghost.’’ (Severian.) 

Besides, as the Fathers observe (see Chrys. here, and Aug. 
passim ; cp. Bp. Andrewes, p. 180), the miracle of Pentecost at 
Sion was the éytloro:xov, or antithesis of the Confusion of 
Tongues at Babel. “There,” says Chrys., ‘the one language 
had been divided into many; here many languages are united in 
one man.”’ So Gregory Nyssen, Homil. in 8. Stephan. ii. p. 787. 
And it is truly and beautifully said by Leo M. (Serm. Ixxiii. 
p: 155), ‘O quam velox est sermo sapientiz, et ubi Deus ma- 
gister est, quam citd discitur, quod docetur! Non est adhibita 


1 The words in the printed edition of the Catena 
*ANAOELOYN, ¢o consecrate. 


interpretatio ad audiendum, non consuetudo ad usum, non tempus 

ad studium, sed spirante ubi voluit Spiritu Veritatis, propriz 

Gentium voces factz sunt in Ecclesiz ore communes. Ab hoc 

igitur die tuba evangelice preedicationis intonuit; ab hoc die 

imbres charismatum, flumina benedictionum, omne desertum et 

universam aridam irrigaverunt.’”’ Cp. ibid. Serm. lxxiv. p. 159. 
This is also well expressed by Arator, v. 122: 


a igne magistro 
Imbuit ora calor, dictisque fiuentibus exit 
Linguarum populosa seges; non littera gessit 
Officium, non ingenii stillavit ab ore 
Vena, nec egregias signavit cera loquelas ; 
Sola fuit doctrina Fides.” 


And our own great poet says, 


“ The Srrrit, 
Pour’d first on His Apostles, whom He sends 
To evangelize the nations, then on all 
Baptized, shall them with wondrous gifts endue 
To speak all tongues; and do all miracles, 
As did their Lord before them.” 
Milton, P. L. xii. 497. 


The Building of the Church, by the Divine Spirit of Love at 
Sion, was designed to remove the evil of the Building of the Tower 
by the human spirit of pride at Babel. And though it did not 
please God to bring all Nations back to one lip (Gen. xi. 1), yet 
by enabling the one Apostolic company to speak the same Gospel 
of Peace in all languages, He showed how the sin and misery of 
Babel would find their remedy in Sion. The same member, the 
tongue, which had scattered mankind through all the world, was 
now, when attuned by the Spirit of peace, used to bring back the 
world to the fold of Unity. So the curse was taken away, and a 
blessing poured forth in its place. 

Therefore, the Cuurcu of ENGLAND well says in her Com- 
munion Office, in the Proper Preface for Whitsunday and Six 
days after, ‘‘ It is very meet, right, and our bounden duty, that 
we should at all times and in all places give thanks unto Thee, 
O Lord, Holy Father, Almighty Everlasting God, through Jesus 
Christ our Lord, according to whose most true promise, the Hoty 
GuosT came down, as at this time, from Heaven, with a sudden 
great sound, as it had been a mighty wind, in the likeness of fiery 
tongues, lighting upon the Apostles, to teach them, and to lead 
them to all truth, giving them both the gift of divers languages, 
and also boldness with fervent zeal constantly to preach the Gospel 
unto ali Nations, whereby we have been brought out of darkness 
and error into the clear light and true knowledge of Thee and of 
Thy Son Jesus Christ. Therefore with Angels and Archangels, 
and with all the company of heaven, we laud and magnify Thy 
glorious Name, evermore praising Thee and saying, Holy, Holy, 
Holy, Lord God of bosts, heaven and earth are full of Thy glory, 
Glory be to Thee, O Lord most high.” 


On the Gift of Tongues—its Design and Use. 


One of the most convincing proofs of the truth of the An- 
cient Interpretation of this text, as thus declared by the CuurcH 
of ENGLAND, is to be found in the almost countless discrepancies 
of the Expositors who have deserted that Interpretation. 

There is a large and consistent body of Interpreters, dating 
from the second century, and continued for many hundred years 
in all parts of Christendom, in favour of the Ancient Exposition ; 
whereas, on the contrary, the Expositions at variance with it, 
which have been propounded in modern times, have no ancient 
authority in their favour ; and are as inconsistent with one another 
as they are irreconcilable with the teaching of Christian Antiquity. 

It would be fruitless to enumerate all these conflicting specu- 
lations. They may be seen in De Wette’s Hinleitung, where they 
occupy ten pages (pp. 27 to 37), or in Meyer’s Kommentar, 
p- 42; and Bunsen’s Hippolytus, &c., ii. p. 12, 2nd ed. 

It has been recently alleged, even by some English Exposi- 
tors, who allow that the Apostles spoke with foreign tongues ‘on’ 
the Day of Pentecost, that there is no evidence in the Acts of | 
the Apostles, or in any other part of Holy Scripture, that the 
Apostles were supernaturally endued with power “to preach the 
Gospel in divers languages,’’ which they had never learnt, or that 
they ever did preach it in such languages. 

But on this allegation it may be observed, 

1. That our Lord’s promise to His Disciples was general, 
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Mark xvi. 17, 18, ‘‘ These signs shall follow them that believe ; 
In my Name they shall cast out devils; they shall speak with 
new tongues; .. . they shall lay hands on the sick, and they 
shall recover.’’ 

The signs there mentioned by Christ were not for momen- 
tary display, but for continual profit and edification. 

The power of speaking with new tongues is combined in 
Christ’s promise with that of healing the sick, and casting out 
devils. The Apostles were led to expect to receive a supernatural 
ability to do all these things; and the need of the gift of new 
tongues was certainly not less than that of those other gifts which 
are joined with it. And it can hardly be said that the Divine 
Promise was fulfilled, if the power of speaking with new tongues 
was limited to one or two special occasions, and not applied to 
the noblest of all uses of speech, that of preaching the Gospel. 

2. The miraculous power of preaching in new tongues may 
also be said to have been presupposed in our Lord’s commission 
to His Apostles, Galilean Fishermen, “unlearned and unlettered 
men” (idiétas kal dypauudrous), ‘Go ye and teach all Nations.’’ 
“Go ye, uadnrevoate, make ye disciples of the learned Greek 
and of the proud Roman; convert the many-tongued Nations of 
the Earth; ‘ Preach the Gospel to every creature.’ ‘ Ye shall be 
My Witnesses to the ends of the Earth.’”’ (Acts i. 8.) 

How were they to do this without the knowledge of foreign 
languages? It is not sufficient to reply that they knew Greek, 
and that with a knowledge of Greek they could preach to all the 
world. 

For, first, it is not clear that they did know Greek, or at 
least, know it in such a way as to speak it with fluency, and in 
such a manner as not to expose their message to contempt. 

And if Greek was all that was necessary, why were they 
gifted with the tongues of so many nations on the Day of Pente- 
cost? 

They did not go forth to preach till they had received the 
gift of Pentecost; but they complied with Christ’s command, 
when they had been endued with power from on high. As 
Treneus says, iii. 1, ‘ Postea quam induti sunt supervenientis 
Spiritis Sancti virtutem ex alto, exierunt in fines terre—evan- 
gelizantes.” 

Their prompt obedience to Christ’s command, and the im- 
mediate success which attended their Missionary labours in all 
parts of the world, seem to indicate that they had the power of 
communicating readily with all Nations in their vernacular lan- 
guages. And how could this be but by a supernatural gift ? 

3. The evidence derivable from the Acts of the Apostles of 
the possession of this power, is also cogent,— 


Ist, Positively. 


We see the Apostles in the first instance using their con- 
fessedly miraculous power, in order to preach the Gospel to the 


various tribes, speaking different languages, collected at Jerusalem | 


on the Day of Pentecost. Here certainly is a proof that the 
power was employed for the propagation of the Gospel. And 
this specimen of its use for a permanent and necessary end, 
seems to suggest a belief that it was vouchsafed to, and used by 
the same persons, according to the need, on other occasions for 
the same purpose. 

It is worthy of remark here, that the Apostle, who takes the 
lead in preaching on this occasion, is St. Peter. And he is also 
prominent in preaching to different congregations and persons in 
the earlier portion of this History. And his preaching is inva- 
riably attended with success. Yet of St. Peter it is noticed in 
the Gospel, that he could not, of himself, speak his ow vernacular 
language with accuracy. (Matt. xxvi. 73. Mark xiv. 70.) How 
was the fisherman of Bethsaida, with his Galilean barbarisms, to 
work such effects as he did in preaching, without a supernatural 
gift of language? Cp. note on xxiv. 1. 

Again; in the Acts of the Apostles we see S/. Paul preach- 
ing to the various Tribes of Asia Minor, and to the barbarous 
(i. e. foreign) inhabitants of Malta (see notes on xiii. 15; xiv. 11, 
and xxviii. 2—4), doubtless in their own languages. 

And St. Paul’s case seems to afford a strong corroboration of 
what has been now asserted. ‘ 

He was the most learned of the Apostles. Humanly speak- 
ing, he had more of ordinary qualifications for addressing foreign 
congregations, than any of the rest. And yet he was more gifted 
supernaturally than others with the power of speaking with 
yA@oou, or foreign languages. (1 Cor. xiv. 18.) And why? 
Because his Missionary travels were more extensive than theirs, 


He who, as “the Apostle of the Gentiles’? (Rom. xi. 13), had a 
commission to preach to more nations, was more gifted with the 
power of speaking with tongues; and his case shows the need 
and reason of the gift. 


2ndly, Negatively, also 


The evidence from the Acts of the Apostles is strong, 

In this divinely-inspired record of the Missionary labours of 
the Primitive Church, we never hear that any one of the Apostolic 
Missionaries of the Gospel ever sat down for a single hour to 
learn a foreign language; or ever was retarded or deterred for a 
single moment by ignorance, or defective knowledge, of any 
foreign language, from preaching the Gospel to any person or 
congregation in any part of the world. What is there similar to 
this in any annals of modern Missions? And how is this to 
be explained but by a supernatural ability to preach in foreign 
tongues? See further below, xiv. 11. 

-It has been recently objected in ‘some Expositions of this 
passage, that there is no early patristic evidence of a spiritual gift 
of speaking in different Languages for the preaching of the Gospel. 

On this it may be observed ; 

There is early Patristic evidence that the Apostles went forth 
to preach the Gospel in all lands; and that they did preach it. 
But there is no evidence that the Apostles ever learnt a foreign 
language, or could not speak the language of any country to 
which they went. 

Besides; even if there existed no testimony such as is de- 
scribed from the few surviving works of the Fathers of the Second 
and Third Centuries, yet the concurrent Testimony of the Fathers 
of the Fourth and Fifth Centuries proves what the Tradition of 
the Church was on this point. 

But there zs early patristic testimony of the continuance of 
the gift of tongues for preaching the Gospel ; 

S. Ireneus, the disciple of Polyearp, the scholar of St. John, 
says (v. 6; cp. Euseb. vy. 7), ‘We hear many brethren in the 
Charch, having prophetic gifts, and speaking with all kinds of 
tongues by means of the Spirit, tayrodamats AaAotvTwy did Tod 
Tvetuaros yAéooas, and bringing to light the hidden things of 
men’s hearts for edification, and declaring the mysteries of God.’ 

How Jreneus understood the passage before us, appears also 
from his words (iii. 17), ‘‘ Luke relates that the Spirit descended 
on the disciples after the Ascension of the Lord, on the Day of 
Pentecost, in order that all Nations might be enabled to enter 
into life; wherefore they united in all languages in praising God 
the Holy Spirit, bringing distant Tribes into Unity, and offering 
the first-fruits of all Nations to God.’ 

It is not indeed necessary to suppose, nor is it probable, that 
the power of speaking in foreign languages, without previous 
study, was long continued in the Church. Soon after the com- 
pletion of the Canon of the New Testament, the Holy Scriptures 
were translated into various languages, and native Churches were 
formed in the principal countries of the world. As S. Gregory I. 
says (in Marc. xvi. 16), when the Tree of the Gospel was first 
planted, it was watered with extraordinary effusions of the Holy 
Ghost ; but when it had taken root, then ordinary means sufficed 
for its growth. 

— aropbéyyecOa adtots| So A, B, C, D. Elz. has abtots 
amopbéyyerbat. The alteration may have been made for greater 
ease of construction ; but trajections of this kind (as Alford well 
observes) are usual with St. Luke. And there is something 
marked in the reservation of avro?s, i.e. them especially (accord- 
ing to Christ’s promise), them, who were lately so weak and 
timid,—the last and emphatic word. Cf. adrots and avréy in the 
preceding verse. 

The word aropbéyyerOas (used only in Acts ii. 14, and 
xXvi. 25) has a special force; it is not simply to speak, but 
“ magnifice loqui’’ (Valek.), to pour forth short sentences (Chrys., 
(cum., and Bloomfield here). This word seems to explain the 
mode in which those who received the gift of tongues on the day 
of Pentecost spoke, viz. by ejaculatory ascriptions, perhaps in 
orderly sequence, of glory to God, and by short and fervent ex- 
hortations to their several hearers. 

5. Kkarowotyres| residing there, in expectation of the ap- 
pearance of the Messiah then looked for (see Lightfoot here); or 
having come up for the Feast to Jerusalem, and tarrying there 
for it. 

6. cuvext0n] was confounded, or was in confusion, from doubt 
and astonishment; and the confusion showed itself in the conflux 
of people, and in the passions by which they were agitated, 
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and in the variety of languages which they spoke; an image of 
Babel. 

St. Luke here happily uses a word (cvvex¥@n) which reminds 
the reader of 532 (Babel), which the LXX render by ciyxvots, 
Sri exe? ouvéxeev 5 Kvptos TX XElAn Tdons THs ys, Gen. xi. 9. 
Babel, built by human pride, is on the one side; and the Church 
of Christ, animated by the Holy Ghost, the Spirit of Love, on the 
other. Here are two opposite Powers brought into contact on 
the Day of Pentecost. The din of the one rages against the 
peace of the other; and the eddying streams flow together. The 
confusion of Tongues is calmed by the effusion of the Holy 
Ghost ; and by the diffusion of the Truth, under the gracious 
influence of the Holy Spirit, the Tongues of Babel are brought 
into harmony, and preach the One Gospel of Christ, and sing in 
a holy concert the Songs of Sion. 

— Hrovov] they were heariny ; the imperfect tense marks the 
continuance of the miracle: hence what follows, éf/orayro 
mdytes, Ka Catuator, they were all in astonishment, and wonder- 
ing. Cp. the imperfects in v. 12, ééforavto—dinmdpouv—érceyov. 
Cp. what is said below, x. 45, of the miracle at Cesarea. 

— d:0réktw] dialect. Something more than yAdooy, or lan- 
guage. See Valck. p. 327. The Apostles—illiterate Galilzans, 
who, as Valck. observes, p. 349, knew only one dialect of one 
language—spake in different Janguages and in different dialects 
of the same language (Bede, Retract. p. 104). For example, the 
Medes and Elamites (Persians) spake the same tongue, but in 
different dialects. And so it was with many other races enu- 
merated in vv. 9—11. Hence we may explain “Iovdalay in v. 9. 

The Christian Church speaks in all dialects of all Janguages. 
It shoots out its roots and fibres every where, and consecrates all 
nations and races of the world. 

8. mas jets dkovouey, Exactos| how is it that we are hearing, 
—each of us in our own dialect, in which we were born? It is 
not said that each of the Apostles had the power of speaking all 
languages. But as at Babel the tongue, which a certain number 
of persons spoke, served as a guide to lead them away together to 
settle in a given place, and so the world was colonized : so, it 
would seem, at Pentecost, the foreign tongue, which each disciple 
was enabled to speak, collected about him a group of those strangers 
then at Jerusalem who spoke that particular tongue; and so all 
were evangelized. 

It has been supposed by some (e.g. Severus in Caten. here), 
that the gift of a special language was like a spiritual intimation 
to each of the Apostles, signifying to what country he should 
direct his attention ; Sid0rat Exdotw yA@oou Kkabdmep kaydv’ that 
is, it was as it were his appointment or xe:porovla, to a particular 
charge; and S. Jerome says (ad Hedibiam, iv. 178), “‘ accipiunt 
genera linguarum, ut nosceretur gui Apostolorum quibus deberent 
gentibus nunciare.”’ 

9—11. Mdpbo1 kal M7jdo:] Parthians, and Medes, and Elamites, 
&c. &c. The arrangement of the names in these three verses is 
very remarkable. It follows the order of the three principal 
diacmopad or Dispersions of the Jews throughout the World, as 
follows :— 

(1) The earliest Siacmopa or dispersion, that of the Ten 
Tribes in Media and Assyria, and of the Two Tribes in the neigh- 
bourhood of Babylon, now subject to the Parthians, who are 
therefore placed first. 

(2) The d:a0mop& or dispersion of Jews in Asia Minor, the 
dwellers in Cappadocia, &c., an offset from the Assyrian dis- 
persion. 

(3) The Egyptian dispersion, planted by Ptolemy Lagus. 

On these dispersions cp. Mede’s excellent Essay, Works, 
book i. Disc. xx. pp. 74-77; Lightfoot, ii. p. 1144; and How- 
son, i. pp. 21, 22. 

It is observable, that St. Peter, the Apostle of the Circum- 
cision, provided instruction for all these dispersions ; 

(1) He went in person to the Parthians; for he wrote his 
first Epistle from Babylon. Sce on ] Pet. v. 13. 


(2) He wrote his two Epistles to the Asiatic diacmopd. 

(3) Lastly, he sent ‘‘ Marcus his son’”’ to the Egyptian 
diacmopd. S. Jerome (Scr. Eccl. 8). See note below on 1 Pet. v. 13. 

On the providential pre-arrangement for the spread of Chris- 
tianity by means of these diacropal, or Dispersions, throughout 
the world, see Bp. Pearson’s admirable remarks in one of his 
excellent discourses recently recovered by Archdn. Churton, ii. 
pp. 30,3]. He there says: ‘On the day of Pentecost Jews were 
present from every nation under heaven. Sojourners also were 
there, the causes and witnesses of the miracle. And when they 
returned to their own land, what did they report with greater joy, 
than that their own mother-tongue had been ennobled at Jeru- 
salem by the revelation of divine mysteries? Thus the preaching 
of the Gospel, at first communicated to the Jews of all nations at 
Jerusalem, followed them to their own homes.”’ He adds, p. 36: 


| “In order that the kingdom of Satan might be overthrown by the 


Gospel, preached by the Apostles and Apostolic men, it was re- 
quisite that they should speak in tongues understood by all na- 
tions.”’ 


The enumeration of these tribes (Parthians and Medes, 
&c.) as present at the day of Pentecost, and as then evangelized 
by the Apostles (v. 41), has a special interest as displaying the 
fulfilment of Ancient Prophecy. See the passage in Isa. xi. 11, 
appointed as a Proper Lesson for Whitsunday, ‘It shall come 
to pass in that day that the Lord shall set His hand again the 
second time to recover the remnant of His people that shall be 
left, from Assyria, and from Egypt, and from Pathros, and from 
Cush, and from Elam, and from Shinar, and from Hamath, and 
from the Islands of the Sea.” kal tovs Stectapuévous “lovda 
ouvater ek TOY Tecodpwy TTEplyav Tis ys. (LXX.) 

The regions mentioned by Isaiah correspond very nearly with 
those specitied here by St. Luke; and in the reception of the 
first-fruits of these various Dispersions into the Christian Sion, 
the Church, it may be rightly said that they have been recovered, 
and brought back again to their true home in Christ, the spiritual 
Jerusalem. 

Observe also as a remarkable circumstance, that the nation 
here placed first is the Parthian, viz. that which occupied Baby- 
lonia. They who dwelt in ¢hat region, in which had been built the 
Tower of Babel, or Tower of Confusion, are mentioned first. as 
brought into the Christian Sion, the city of Unity. So God over- 
rules evil with good by His Spirit in His Church. See on 1 Pet. 
v. 13. 

9. ’EAauira] Elamites dwelling east of Tigris, north of 
Susiana, and south of Media. The prophets before the captivity 
give a wider sense to Elam, and make it almost co-extensive with 
Persia, and Daniel designates Susa as the capital of Elam (viii. 2). 
In later times Elymais is the name of a Persian province. 

— “lovdalay] Judea. Since they who spake were Galileans 
(v. 7), and the Galilean dialect differed from that spoken in Ju- 
dea (Mark xiv. 70), they who dwelt in Judea might well express 
surprise at what they heard; and therefore there is no reason for 
abandoning the reading of the MSS. here for *ISouualay, Ivdiay, 
or Biduvlay, with some Commentators. 

— ’Actay] Asia. That district called Ionia and Lydia, of which 
Ephesus was the capital, and sometimes called Proconsular Asia. 
Cp. Acts vi. 9; xvi. 6; xx. 16. Rev. i. 4. 11. The Asia of the 
New Testament may be said to bear the same relation to “ Asia 
Minor”’ that Portugal does to Spain. Cicero (pro Flacco, 27) 
says, ‘‘ Asia vestra constat ex Phrygia, Mysia, Caria, Lydia,” and 
comp. Solinus, c. xl.; but here Asia is distinguished from Phry- 
gia. It seems to be regarded by St. Peter (i. 1) as the region 
wee as roreee and Bithynia: ep. Wetstein here, and Winer, 

10. emiSnuodvres ‘Payato:] There should be no stop after 
‘Pauator, and the sentence should be rendered, ‘Jews of Rome,’ 
whether by birth or conversion, and now sojourning at Jerusalem 
for the Feast. _ (Valck.) 


ACTS II. 18—19. 
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18. repo: 5¢ SiaxAevdovtes] The native Jews were mocking, 
because they did not know the foreign languages spoken by the 
Apostles, and those foreign tongues seemed to them like a jargon 
of unmeaning sounds,—a proof that the miracle was not in the 
ears of the hearers (as some thought even in ancient times; see 
Bede, Retractat. in Act. ii. p. 103), but in the tongues of the 
Apostles, and a refutation of several modern theories on this 
subject. 

d1a-xAevadoyres, the compound verb, is a stronger word than 
the simple verb, and means vehemence and continuance in mock- 
ing. Cp. Sia-yoyyt(@, Luke xv. 2; xix. 7. 


— yActiovs] Pentecost being a time of convivial rejoicing 
(Deut. xvi. 11). They say ‘new wine,’ though the Vintage was 
not come. (Chrys.) But no wonder that they who mock at 


the work of the Spirit, and call it a mere jargon, should be con- 
futed not only by reference to the time of day (as St. Peter con- 
futes them), but from the time of year. ‘‘ Behold,” says Se- 
verian, ‘their folly convicted by the season itself. How could 
there be new wine at Pentecost? But calumny is blind.” 

And yet, like Caiaphas, and Pilate, and other enemies of the 
truth, they were overruled unconsciously to declare what was 
true. For the new wine of the Spirit was now poured into new 
bottles. (See on Matt. ix. 17. Luke v. 38.) See Augustine on 
v.15. ‘Jam enim,” says Bede after him, and Cyril. Hieros. 
Cat. 17, “vinum novum in utres novos venerat, cum Apostoli, 
non in vetustate litere sed in novitate Spirités, Dei magnalia 
resonarent.’’ This is happily versified by Arator, v. 150 :— 


“ Hos etiam musto typicd ratione moveri 
Error verus ait, quos ebria fonte recenti 
Complevit doctrina poli; nova vasa liquorem 
Suscepere novum ; nec corrumpuntur acerbo 
Quo veteres maduere lacus, de Vite bibentes 
Que, Christo cultore, dedit convivia verbis, 
Unde rubent quas vertit aquas.” 


The word yAcdxos is rightly rendered ‘mustum’ in Vulg. 
and ‘new wine’ in the Auth. Vers. And the suggestions that 
have been made of another rendering would destroy the spiritual 
sense of the passage, as declared by ancient Expositors. 

This saying of the multitude might have served as a warning 
against the abuse of the xdpioua, or gift, of Tongues. See | Cor. 
xiv. 23. 25, and Chrys. there. 

14. Srafets] having taken up his station, —a sign of boldness ; 
see next note. So amepOéyéaro, he spake aloud. 

In his reports of speeches, St. Luke is wont to begin with 
describing the attitude and gesture of the speaker (x. 34; xiii. 16; 
opie, PAG ght 1.647 1B), 

A proof of the gift of the Holy Spirit is here shown in the 
change wrought in the recipients. What a contrast between 
Peter in the hall of Caiaphas before the Crucifixion, and the 
same Peter now on the day of Pentecost after the descent of the 
Holy Ghost! He who had faltered at the voice of a woman and 
denied his Master, now confronts the multitude which had killed 
Him, and reproves them for the deed; 8a yap dv maparyévnrat Td 
Tivebpa Td Eyiov, xpucods ay7) mnAlvwy more. (Chrys. Severian.) 
See further below, iv. 8, and the admirable specimen of sacred 
eloquence in Greg. Nazian. Or. xli. pp. 741, 742, and the fol- 
lowing comment of S. Augustine (Tract. in Joann. xcii.): 

“When the Comforter is come, ye shall bear witness of 
Me”’ (John xy. 26, 27). So said Christ, for the Comforter will 


give you courage ; which Peter had not, when being affrighted by 
a woman’s voice, he would not bear witness to Christ, but through 
fear denied Him. After the Resurrection he thrice professed his 
love for his Master, but as yet his love was infirm, till it was 
strengthened by the Holy Ghost, which was poured into his heart 
in a copious stream of grace, and inspired him with such fervour 
and eloquence, that more eagerly than the rest he rushed forth 
to bear witness of Christ, and to confound His adversaries with 
the doctrine of the Resurrection. If any one is delighted with 
so joyful and holy a sight, let him read the Acts of the Apostles. 
There the same Peter, for whom we had wept when denying 
Christ, is seen and admired, preaching Him. There that Apos- 
tolic tongue is transfigured from fear to valour, from slavery to 
liberty ; that tongue, which at the sound of one was driven to 
denial, now inspires many thousand enemies to confess Christ. 
“Quid plura? Tantus in illo fulgor gratiee, tanta Spiritus Sancti 
plenitudo apparebat, tanta de ore predicantis pretiosissime veri- 
tatis pondera procedebant, ut ingentis multitudinis adversarios, 
interfectores Christi Judzos, faceret pro Illo paratos mori, 4 quibus 
cum illo formidarat occidi. Hoc fecit Sprrirus Sancrus, tune 
missus, ante promissus.”’ 

— ovy tots évdexa] with the eleven Apostles. It is probable that 

the Kleven spoke also to several companies of persons in various 
languages ; and that St. Peter’s speech is recorded as a specimen of 
what was spoken by the Apostles, and because it was addressed 
specially to the Jews of Jerusalem, and was probably spoken in 
their language. See Lightfoot here (i. p. 754), and note on 
v. 41. 
- 15. O—peddovow] they are not drunken ‘Homo ebrius non 
alienam discit linguam ; sed suam perdit; sed facti sunt Apostoli 
novi utres pleni vino novo. Cf. Matt. ix. 17.’ Aug. Serm. 
266. 

— &pa tpitn] the third hour. The hour at which the Morn- 
ing Sacrifice was offered in the Temple, and until which it was the 
custom to fast. On Sabbaths and Festivals the fast was continued 
to noon. See Lightfoot here. 

16—21. GAAa TovTO—owOhjoeta] On the harmony of this 
citation with the original, see Surenhusius, nataAAayh, pp. 388 
—391. 

The @oxatrat nuépat, or last days, are the Days of the Mes- 
siah, or the Christian Dispensation. See Moses Stuart, on Heb. 
i.2. St. Luke adopts here almost verbatim the words of the LXX. 

On these verses (vv. 16—21) see By. Andrewes’ Sermon, 
vol. iii. p. 301. 

17. ém) macay cdpra] upon all flesh: Gentiles as well as Jews. 

— évutvios] So A, B, C, D, H, and some cursives. A He- 
braism, as in Joel iii. 1. (Meyer.) Elz. évimma, and so LXX. 

18. éxxe@] I will pour out ; future, a later form (Winer, § 13, 
p- 71), found in the LXX, Ezek. vii. 8; xxi. 31, and elsewhere. 

19. d60w répara] I will give prodigies. The Fathers apply 
this— 

(1) To the signs at the Crucifixion—the eclipse—the rending 
of the rocks—the earthquake at the Resurrection. (Cyril.) 

(2) To the phenomena before the siege and fall of Jeru- 
salem. (Chrys. and Theophyl. referring to Josephus, B. J. vi. 5.) 

— tépata kal onucia] The LXX thus render the single word 
pnp: Cp. Exod. xi. 9,10. For the most part they use npn 
for répas, as in Exodus iv. 21; vii. 3. 9; and Deut. iv. 34; 
vi. 22. 

Differt tépas & onuely, hoc enim sumitur etiam pro quo- 
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libet signo extra miraculum; at tépas semper sumitur pro por- 
tento vel prodigio. (Mintert.) A Miracle is a dévauts as wrought 
by divine power; a répas as a supernatural prodigy ; a onuetoy as 
a sign or credential of a mission from God. 

— aiua] blood. The Jews had said, ‘‘ His blood be upon us 
and upon our children” (Matt. xxvii. 25), and that blood was 
upon them, when the blood of 1,109,000 persons was shed in the 
siege of Jerusalem: and then the wip kal atpls kamvov con- 
sumed the Temple and the City. (Cyril, Severian.) 

20. mplv 7) cAGety 7. ucpay—emipavn] before the great and 
glorious Day of the Lord come. St. Luke adopts émipavy from 
the LXX, from sn\2 ¢erribilis, which they render elsewhere in the 
prophetical books (Hab. i. 7. Mal. i. 14; iv. 5) by émipavis, 
which is very proper to describe our Lord’s Coming to judge 
Jerusalem, and to judge the world. 

As at the Ascension, the Angels passed immediately from 
speaking of that event, to speak of Christ’s Second Coming to 
Judgment (i. 11), so here on the Day of Pentecost, St. Peter pro- 
ceeds to speak of that Second Advent, because (as Bp. Andrewes 
says, ili, 815), “from Christ’s Departure till His Return again, 
from this Day of Pentecost, ‘a great and notable Day,’ till the 
last ‘great and notable Day,’ between these two Days no more 
such Day. Therefore he called them the last Days.’ No other 
Revelation or outpouring of the Spirit is to be expected. 

21. mas] every one——not Jew only, but Gentile also. 

— ds by emixadéonta Td bvoua] This expression both in the 
Greek and in Hebrew is much stronger than to invoke; the 
Hebrew is 02 xIp7YN, whosoever shall call on the Name of— 
and signifies, whosoever shall drust in, adore, and obey the Lord 
in all His glorious attributes. See below, ix. 14; xxii. 16. 
ARCormi 2m oir sil. 2.2. 

Hebraica phrasis émikade?r@at +d Bvoua Kuptov significat 
Deum colere Gen. iv. 26; xii.8. Rosenmiill., so Chrys., Didy- 
mus, and Theophy!. 

Some of the ancient Fathers (e. g. Julius Africanus, in 
Routh, R. 8. 238) understand this phrase to mean mpocayopev- 
cba dvduati Kuplov. (Cp. Gen. iv. ult.) This part of the pro- 
phecy,—‘‘ Whosoever shall call on the Name of the Lord shall 
be saved’’—had a literal fulfilment, in the first instance, in the 
escape of the Christians from Jerusalem and Judea to Pella, 
before the destruction of Jerusalem. (See Matt. xxiv. 16.) It 
has a still more comprehensive and spiritual fulfilment in the 
escape of all, who believe in Christ, from the wrath to come. 

22. "Incody roy NaCwpatov] Jesus the Nazarene. St. Peter 
begins by preaching Christ in His humanity and condescension,— 
*Inoovy Toy Nawpaioy; so styled by Pilate in the Inscription on 
the Cross. He then raises his hearers gradually by appealing to 
His mighty works, kuown to them. (Athanas. Chrys.) On this 
speech see also S. Jren. iii. 12. 

It may be observed here that S. Ireneus (in iii. 12) cites a 
large portion of the Acts of the Apostles (i. 16; ii. 4. 22. 37; 
Ul, 2ssiveGe 22. lise v. OOS Wile 2. O04 will, 26, d2¢ Ix. 4. 20s 
x. 1. 15. 34, 35. 373 xiv. 1; xv. 7. 233 xvii. 24) to show that 
the Apostles acknowledged and preached One and the same God as 
the Author of both Testaments and Dispensations, the Mosaic and 
Christian; and One and the same Christ, God and Man, the Creator 
of all things by His word, and the Redeemer of ail men by His 
death. 

— tvdpa, rd r. @cod 4.] a man avouched, accredited, declared 
by and from God to you—and, by, used to signify the authority 
which originates, sanctions, and sends—Rom. xiii. 1. Gal. i. 1. 
Col. i. 2. Winer, § 47, p. 332. 

23. apicuévn Bova] with the determined counsel and fore- 
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knowledge of. God. In order that they may not imagine that 
they have triumphed over God, and conquered Christ by the 
Crucifixion, he says that it was done with the Divine foreknow- 
ledge and counsel. 

But, in order that they may not therefore think themselves 
innocent, he adds, 5a xenpav avduwv, by wicked hands. Cp. 
Matt. xvi. 21. Acts iii. 18; iv. 28. 

There was no excuse to them; “but yet the act was done by 
the determinate counsel and foreknowledge of God, Who most 
wisely and powerfully ordered those various and vicious motions 
of the creature, for the effectuating of His own most glorious and 
gracious purposes.” By. Sanderson, Serm. ix., 1 Tim. ii. 16, 
vol. i. p. 231; and see below, note on iv. 28. 

The speeches of St. Peter recorded in the Acts are to be 
compared with and illustrated by the writings of the same Apostle 
in his two Epistles. On this verse see 1 Pet. i. 1]. 20. 

24. Adtoas T. wdivas T. Bavdtov] having loosed the birth-pangs 
of death ; as showing that Death and the Grave, instead of being 
the destruction of Christ, were by the Divine power made, as it 
were, the Womb from which He was to be born to new life. See 
above on John xvi. 21; below on Acts xiii. 33. 

@dly is the word used by the LXX for am (Angl. cable, 
cord). See Ps. xviii. 5, and Theodoret there, and Ps. exvi. 3. 
—Gdives Oavdrov are ny 7. Hence the combination of the 
word with Adcas, having loosed, here. 

By that glorious Birth from Death, the whole World was de- 
livered from darkness into light, through Him Who was the First- 
born from the dead (Col. i. 18. Rev. i. 5). Cp. the beautiful 
expressions of Ignatius (ad Rom. 6), looking forward to a Martyr’s 
death as his own birth: 6 TokeT 6s pou emikertat’ wh eumodianTré 
Mot (joa ph OcAnonté me Amobavetv éxel mapayevduevos 
&vOpwros Ocod Eromou’ emiTpeparé wor wintyy civar Too wa0ovs 
TOU @cov mou" &peTé we nabapy pos AaBeiv. What Sophist 
could have written thus ? 

How appropriate therefore was.the name given to the day of 
the Christian’s martyrdom. It was called his Natalis or Birth- 
day. Cp. on Rom, viii. 22. Life is death ; and death is birth to 
the Christian. To him the darkness of the tomb is the womb of 
Immortality. 

In considering such expressions as this (dives Oavdrov), in 
the LXX Version—prepared for the Gospel—we can scarcely fail 
to notice the work of a superintending Providence. 

25. eis avrdy] cis, with reference to Him. Eph. v. 32. Gal. 
iii. 24. So mpds, Heb. i. 7. Cp. Job xlii. 8. Glass. Phil. p. 486, 
and so Ignat. Phil. 9. 

25—28. Mpowpdunv—mpoodémov cov] I was seeing the Lord 
always before me. The Holy Ghost, speaking by St. Peter, in- 
terprets here the prophecy which He had delivered by King David 
(Ps. xvi. 8—11). The words of the Psalm are given almost ver- 
batim as they stand in the LXX Version, read in the Synagogues 
by the Hellenistic Jews. Particularly (v. 26) where the Hebrew 
original has $22 (my glory), the UXX, whom St. Luke follows, 
have yA@ood ov; my tongue. On the reason of this rendering, 
see Surenhusius, p. 393, and Bengel here. The Tongue may be 
called the glory of man, either because it is ‘‘ the best member 
that he has” (Ps. lvii. 8; cviii. 1. Barrow, i. p. 301), or as 
the instrument by which he glorifies God (James iii. 9), and so 
procures true glory to himself. And this paraphrase of the 
word glory was very appropriate on the day of Pentecost, when 
in a special manner the Tongues of the Apostles were made 
instruments for declaring God’s glory in the world, and of pro- 
moting their own glory in heaven. 

25. gorww] is, exists; to be accentuated thus,—not éorly. 


ACTS IL 27—38. 
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26. katacknvdcer| will pitch its tabernacle, i.e. only for a 
time. Cp. St. Peter’s application of the same figure to himself, 
2 Pet. i. 13, 14. ‘ 

27. ov eyratarciers Thy Wuxhy mou eis Gdnv] Thou wilt not 
leave my soul in Hades. Elz. “Aidov. But A, B, C, D have 
“A.tonv, which seems preferable, as showing that Hades is not (as 
the Gentiles thought) a Person ; and this being understood, “A:dou 
might afterwards be used without offence, v. 31. 

Some interpret this as meaning that God did not leave His 
body in the grave; but that sense is weak and tautologous. The 
signification is, as St. Peter himself explains it, v. 31,—making a 
distinction between Christ’s human odpé and ux, which were 
severed by death,—Thou didst not leave my soul in ix Sheol, 
i.e. in the place of departed Spirits. Cp. the use of d5ns, Luke 
xvi. 23, and note. 

Next, ‘“‘ Thou didst not suffer my ody to see corruption,” 
which, strictly speaking, can be said of no one’s body but 
Christ’s. As S. Aug. explains it (on Ps. xvi.), ‘“‘non sanctifi- 
catum corpus, per quod alii sanctificandi sunt, corrumpi patieris.” 
Cp. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. v. pp. 351. 377. The 
opinion of that great Expositor, that our Lord’s human soul went 
to the place where the souls of men are kept that died in their 
sins, seems hardly compatible with our Lord’s words, ‘‘ To-day 
thou (i. e. as to thy human soul) shalt be with Me in Paradise.” 
(Luke xxiii. 43.) See Barrow on the text, v. pp. 34—36. Serm. 
28, and Bp. Bull, i. p. 33. 

Compare St. Peter’s own language in that remarkable pas- 
sage where he speaks of the preaching of Christ to the spirits in 
prison, | Pet. ii. 19. 

— Tv “Oaiby cov] Thy Holy One, where some MSS. of the 
original have in the plural yon, Thy Holy Ones; but the 
Masorites, and the best ancient Versions, read the singular. And 
so the LXX, 7rdv dowov. It is of little moment which reading is 
preferred. The deliverance of God’s Saints and Holy Ones from 
the corruption of the grave is due to the Resurrection of The 
Floly One, their Head, ‘‘ Who is the First-fruits of them that 
slept,”’ and “in Whom all are made alive.” (1 Cor. xv. 20—22.) 
See also next note, and cp. xiii. 36. 

One of the blessed fruits of the Day of Pentecost was, that 
the Holy Spirit, Who had spoken of old by the Prophets, and in 
the Psalms (2 Pet. 1. 20, 21), now interprets their words by the 
Apostles. On that Day He founded in the Church a School of 
Scriptural Hermeneutics. He declared on His own Divine autho- 
rity, that certain Scriptures, which He expounded by the mouth 
of Apostles, who were inspired by the Divine Comforter, refer 
to Christ. Thus He has provided a safeguard against that scep- 
ticism of modern times, which would wrest them aside from their 
true sense (2 Pet. iii. 16). He teaches us how they apply to 
Christ, and has put into our hand a key for unlocking other 
prophecies of a like import. See above, Introduction, p. 16. 

Vou. 1.—Parr II. 


29. efdy (sc. Zorw)—7d va adtod] Let me speak freely to 
you concerning the Patriarch David, that he both died and his 
sepulchre is with us even to this day. See Joseph. Ant. xiii. 3. 
4, on Aavidou tapos, David's tomb, sacrilegiously opened by 
Herod. Joseph. Antiq. xvi. 7. 1. 

The fact that St. Peter does not say body but sepulchre has 
been used by some as the groundwork of an opinion, that David’s 
body was one of those which rose a little before (Matt. xxvii. 53), 
and was carried by Christ with others into heaven. But not to 
say more, this opinion is contradicted by v. 34. 

80. 7d Kata odpxa—Xpiordy] These words are omitted by 
some MSS. (e.g. A, B, C, D**) and Versions. But there is a 
considerable amount of external evidence in their favour. And 
the sense appears to be incomplete without them, or something 
like them. See also Bornemann’s note here. 

31. 4% Wvx} adtod] omitted by A, B, C*, D, and some Versions. 

83. TH Seid Tov Ocod] to the right hand of God; so the 
ZRthiopic Version. See v. 34, éx dekidv, and, as to the dative, 
Matt. xxi. 2. Rev. ii. 5, and Winer, § 31, 5, p. 192. The 
other interpretation, ‘ by the right hand of God,” is authorized 
by the Vulgate, Syriac, Arabic, and English Versions, and by 
many learned Expositors. It is difficult to decide between them ; 
on the whole the former seems preferable. Cp. ch. v. 31. 

34. «imev 6 Kupios] the Lord said. See on Matt. xxii. 44. 

36. kal Kipiov adttoy Kal Xpiordv] So A, B, C, and other 
MSS. and Versions, more clearly explanatory of St. Peter’s argu- 
ment (which is that Jesus is both Lord Jehovah and Christ), 
than the reading of Elz., Kipioy kal Xpiordy avrdv. 

— bv ducts eoravpboate] whom ye crucified. On the purport 
of this speech, see Athanas. Orat. 11, adv. Arian., pp. 379 —383, 
who observes that it is to be interpreted by reference to the 
opinions of the Jews, viz. 

(1) That Christ would not suffer (see John xii. 34); cp. 
Luke xxiv. 26, and 

(2) That He would be man, like other kings and conquerors 
of the Earth; but in their zeal for the doctrine of the Divine 
Unity, as they conceived it, of Jehovah, they did not expect the 
Messiah to be God in the Flesh. Athanasius therefore com- 
pares the Jews to the Arians, and confutes both by the same 
Scriptures. 

As has been observed by Professor Blunt, some of the pas- 
sages of Scripture which the Fathers used against the Jews, and 
some of the arguments with which the Fathers confuted them, 
afford the strongest weapons against the Socinians. See above’on 
Matt. xvi. 14. John x. 35. 

87. kateviynoay] ‘compuncti, defixi sunt corde.’? See on 
Rom. xi. 8. They who pierced Christ with nails, and slew Him 
(v. 23), were now pierced by the stings of remorse and com- 
punction. 
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38. BamrricOhtw éxactos buay em TH dvduate “Inood Xpiorov | 
let every one of you be baptized in the Name of Jesus Christ. 
Since Jesus commanded His Apostles to baptize in the Name of 
the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost, therefore the 
Baptism administered by them in Christ’s Name was Baptism in 
the Name of the Holy Trinity, ‘according to the form which 
had been prescribed by Christ.”’ Cp. Waterland, Serm. viii. 
vol. ii. p. 175, and Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. i. p. 58. 

He that is baptized in the Name of Christ, is baptized in the 
Name of the Holy Trinity ; for the Father and the Holy Spirit 
are inseparable from the Son. (Didym.) One Person of the 
Holy Trinity does not exclude another, but includes it. There- 
fore the Scripture sometimes mentions one Person, sometimes 
another Person, sometimes all the Persons, to show that all the 
Three Persons are of the same substance and power. S. Aug. 
ce. Maximin. 17. : 

Hence also we may prove the Divinity of Christ. To be 
baptized in the Name of Jesus, is to be baptized in the Name of 
the Triune God, which could not be, unless Jesus Christ were 
God. 

40. od0nre] be ye saved by God, Who desires your salvation 
and that of allmen. 1 Tim. ii. 4, mdvtas avOpdmous OAc owOFvat. 
Do not, by obstinacy or carelessness, frustrate His gracious pur- 
poses for your everlasting good. (Luke vii. 30.) 

41. dopévws] Omitted by A, B, C, D, and some Versions; 
perhaps rightly. 

— éBarricOnoav] they were baptized, and on that day were 
added (to the Church) about three thousand souls. A strong 
text against those that would limit the sense of Barticuds to im- 
mersion. \t is by no means probable, that 3000 persons were 
dipped by the Apostles and their assistant ministers, in one day, at 
Jerusalem. 

For an explanation of the readiness with which they ac- 
cepted the invitation to Baptism, see on John i. 25. 

— tpicxiAtat] The 3000 who were then converted, were not 
converted by St. Peter alone; but the rest of the Apostles, 
speaking in different tongues to people of different nations, were 
sharers in the work. Therefore it is said Peter stood up with the 
eleven (v. 14); and the hearers said to Peter and the rest of the 
Apostles, ‘‘ Men and brethren, what shall we do?’ (v. 37.) Cp. 
Lightfoot. 

42. mpookaprepotyres TH Sidaxf T. &.—TH Kowwvla—Ka) Tats 
mpocevxais] ‘* Here,’ says Bp. Pearson (in Acta Ap. i. 33; 
ti. 41, 48), “is the image of the Primitive Church. They who 
received the Apostles’ word were admitted into the Church by 
Baptism ; nor could they be received or become Christians by any 
other way than that; being admitted, they resorted to the Assem- 
blies of the Church, in which they gave diligent heed to the 
teaching of the Apostles, and partook of the Holy Eucharist, and 
joined in the Common Prayers. And thus they were a model to 
all Churches, even to the end of the world.”’ 

Bp, Andrewes, in his admirable Sermon on this text (vol. ii. 
p- 55, “On the worshipping of Imaginations’’), has developed 
these principles, and has applied them to the history of the 
Church in every age; and has shown that they are a safeguard 
against all innovations in Doctrine and Discipline. 

To examine particulars, 

(1) These primitive believers communicated in the same 
Apostolic doctrine, th d:3axh. Cp. Eph. iv. 5. 

(2) They communicated in fellowship, 79 kowwvla, rendered 
by the Vulgate in communicatione fractionis panis, the words 
being combined with what follows, and being understood accord- 


ing to an év Sid Svoty. Cp. 1 Cor. x. 16. And so Blunt, Early 
Church, p. 32. But ‘fed/owship’ seems to be the true rendering. 
They were all of one heart, and they made open profession of 
communion in the same faith by external acts of fellowship with 
the same Apostolic Ministry. Cp. Bp. Andrewes, ii. 62, who 
observes that the Ministry of the Church consisted at this time 
“of two degrees,—(1) the Twelve, (2) the Seventy; both which 
were over the people in things pertaining to God;”’ and the Aabs, 
or people, communicated in holy offices with them. 

(3) Ti KAdoer TOD Uptov] in the Breaking of Bread preparatory 
to the Holy Communion. Cp. 1 Cor. x. 16. “‘ Eucharistie men- 
tionem hic facit Syrus.” (Rosenm.) See also Blunt, p. 32, and 
note below on v. 46. 

Bp. Pearson says here, ‘‘ Licet fractio panis possit victum 
communem tantim significare,.tamen cum in coend Domini panis 
signanter frangi dicatur; cum in vetustissimis ecclesiis quotidie 
Eucharistiam celebrare moris esset ; cum ex oblationibus a populo 
factis sumi solerent panis et vinum ad eum usum sacrum ; 
dubitari vix potest, quin hic ter mille homines in quotidiana com- 
munione et fractione panis cenam Domini celebraverint.” 

(4) rats mpocevxats, in the Prayers; probably some stated 
common form of prayer or liturgy. Cp. Blunt, on the Early 
Church, p. 32. 

Bp. Pearson remarks here, ‘‘ Hrant perseverantes in ora- 
tionibus, publicis nempe atque communibus, in ipso coetu ab 
Apostolis etiam factis. Sub lege Mosis nullum de precibus con- 
ceptum videtur mandatum: pii tamen sepius in templo orabant ; 
Baptista discipulos suos docuit orare. Unde unus ex discipulis 
Christo dixit, Domine, doce nos orare, sicut docuit et Joannes 
discipulos suos. (Luc. xi. 1.) Unde Christus Orationem eam 
protulit, quam Deminicam vocamus. Apostoli igitur, quibus 
Spiritus Sanctus omnia in memoriam revocayit, queecunque antea 
Christus illis revelaverat, et eA Oratione usi sunt, et etiam alias 
usurpabant, a quibus vetustissime precum formule in omnibus 
ecclesiis pene ezedem derivate sunt.”’ 

43. éyévero—eyiveto| Mark the difference of tense. Fear 
was inspired into the hearts of the multitude once for all, and re- 
mained there: signs and wonders were being wrought often by 
the Apostles. 

— tépata kal onueta}] Cp. v. 19. 

44. clxov &ravra Kowd] they had all things common. . See on 
iv. 32—35. ‘“ Liberum cuique fuit facere hoc, aut non facere, ut 
ostendit Ananiz exemplum (v. 4) et Apostoloram tempore col- 
lecte in usum pauperum frequentatz sunt, ex Apostolorum pre- 
scripto. 1 Cor. xvi.’ (Rosenm.) 

There was a special reason for this communion of goods at 
Jerusalem, where converts to Christianity would be regarded as 
renegades by the Jews, and be cut off from domestic intercourse, 
and from former means of subsistence. 

Though this example does not bind now in the strictness of 
the Jetier, yet it always binds in spirit. See Rom. xii. 13. Gal. 
vi. 6. Heb. xiii. 16. Cp. Bp. Beveridge on Art. xxxviii. “ Chris- 
tian Men’s goods not common.”’ 

45. énlmpackoy] they were selling.—Observe the imperfects 
here and in the next verses, émimpackov, diewepiCov, wereAduBavor, 


| mpooeri0e:—giving a vivid picture of what was continually hap- 


pening ¢hen, in the infancy of the Church, and has never been 
seen since that time in the same degree. 

46. Kal nucpay w. 6. ev Td bep@] every day continuing with 
one accord in the Temple. A warning against the sin of schism. 
Although the Priests who officiated in the Temple at Jerusalem 
had slain the Prince of Life (v. 23. 36; iii. 15), yet His Disciples 
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did not separate themselves from the public offices of Prayer and 
Praise in that Temple. At the same time they refused to submit 
to any sinful conditions imposed by the Rulers of Jerusalem, 
v. 29. See also next note. 

— kdGvtes—iptoyv] breaking bread. Hence S. Ignatius, Eph. 
20, eva, &prov Kr@vTes, i.e. receiving the Holy Eucharist. See 
on v. 42. ‘Significatur (says Benyel) victus quotidianus, cum 
quo perszepe conjuncta erat Hucharistie administratio: cf. xx. 7. 
1 Cor. xi. 20.’ Doubtless it describes the Christian dydmruat. 
The words ‘‘ daily bread,”’ in the Lord’s Prayer, were applied by 
Primitive Fathers to the reception of the Holy Eucharist as joined 
to the daily meal. See Clem. Alex. Pedag. ii. 10. Cyprian, Ep. 
54. Blunt, p. 106, and note above on v. 42. 

— kar olkoy] at home, or in the house, or room to which they 
habitually resorted for worship. Aé¢ home. So our English margin 
and the Syriac, and so Bengel, Meyer, and Alford. For this use 
of xa7’ oixov, see Rom. xvi. 5. Philem. 2. 1 Cor. xvi. 19. Clem. 
Rom. i. 1. Mart. Ignat. 7. There is a contrast between the 
Public Worship of the Temple and the religious offices of Chris- 
tian Assemblies at home. 

The sense is, While they resorted daily to the public service 
of the Temple, they celebrated (what they could not have in the 
Temple) the Holy Communion in their own oratory at home, 
perhaps in the same ofkos, or room, as that mentioned above, 
ii. 2 (see note there), where the Holy Ghost descended on the 
Church upon the Day of Pentecost. See also below, v. 42, év 7G 
tep@, kal kat olkov, where there is the same contrast. 

The Apostles and primitive Disciples would not separate 
themselves from the Temple, but resorted habitually to it, in 
order that it might not be supposed that the Gospel, which they 
preached, was at variance with the Law of Moses; and in order 
that they might give a practical confirmation to their argument 
that Christ had been foretold by Moses and the Prophets, whose 
office it was to prepare the way for Him. At the same time they 
would not tempt any one to imagine that the Temple, with its 
ceremonial, ‘‘ which was a shadow of good things to come” 
(Heb. x. 1), and whose body and substance was Christ (Col. 
ii. 17), could supply the spiritual needs of the faithful worshipper ; 
they therefore assembled kar’ ofcoy, for prayer and praise, and for 
the administration of the Sacraments ; probably in their own upper 
room, which had now become the Church of God. Happily for 
her, the difficulties hence arising were solved a few years after- 
wards by the destruction of the Temple, and by the abolition of 
its services. The demolition of the Jewish Temple was the 
building up of the Christian Church. See above, p. 29. 

— peteAduBavov Tpopijs ev a. kK. dk.) they were partaking 
of food with one another, the rich being glad to distribute 
(1 Tim. vi. 18).—év dyodAdoe, rejoicing in the privilege of 
giving; and not doing it in a scrupulous or ostentatious spirit, 
but in singleness of heart, ev a&peAdrnti, in simplicity (Rom. 
xii. 8. Col. iii. 22). On the sense of apeAyns—properly applied 
to land exempt from stones and pebbles, rendering the land 
sterile; and to smooth roads,—see Ruhnken, Lex. Tim. v. 
oéAAa, and Valck. here. And the poor were thankful for what 
they received (James i. 9), and did not conceal their gratitude. 

47. Kupios] the Lord. Observe the word Kupuos as used here. 
The Apostles preached and baptized; but it was the Lord Who 
was adding those, who received the Word and Sacraments of Sal- 
vation, to the Church. Kvpuos in the Old Testament is Jehovah, 
and in the New is Christ. Christ is one with Jehovah, and He 
adds believers to the Church, Kupiaxy, the Lord’s House; cp. on 
Luke x. 1, and above on i. 6, and i. 21. 

— mpocerier] was adding. 

— rovs owlouévovs] present participle in a middle sense; 
and it designates those who were escaping (as it were) from the 
Flood, and taking refuge in the Ark, the Church; those who 
were flying from the bondage of a spiritual Egypt, and were 
entering on the way of salvation, toward the land of Promise; 
those who were being delivered from the death of sin, by incor- 
poration into the cwrhpioy cGua Tod Zwrijpos, Eph. v. 23. Cf. 
vy. 40, obOnTe amd ris yeveas THS TKOALaS TavTHs, and S. Iynat. 
Polyc. i. rdvras mapakadci va od CwvTat, to escape, save them- 
selves. And see below on xiil. 48, 


‘Calvinism has made great use of this text, and important 
consequences have been deduced from it. But the phrase of the 
original is ro’s cw ouévous, where the tense employed shows that 
the expression applies only to those who are in astate of salvation; 
as Tols dmroAAupevors (1 Cor. i. 18) applies to the opposite; dis- 
couraging the Calvinistic interpretation.”” Professor Blunt 
(Duties of the Parish Priest, Sect. ii. p. 51). ‘It is remarkable 
that the tense used (viz. the present) is the only tense which ea- 
cludes the Calvinistic interpretation ; both the Future (cw@n00- 
mévous) and the Past (ceawouevovs) would have favoured it.” 
(Bp. Middleton, p. 369.) : See further below on the kindred text, 
xili. 48. 

— Kad’ juepay tH exxdnola] daily to the Church. So EH and 
the great majority of cursive MSS. D has ém) 7d abrd ev rH 
éxkAnola. The words TH éxxAnolg are not in A, B, C, and some 
ancient Versions, which read xa@ jucpay ém) 7d add: Tlérpos 5¢ 
kal "Iwdvyns avéBaivoy, as in the next chapter, v. 1. It is not 
improbable that 79 éxxAnola may be a gloss here. In v. 41, St. 
Luke says simply tpocweréO0no ay Wuxa) aoe tTpicxiAra, but we 
have mpocetideyto TS Kuplw in v. 14. The use of em) after mpoo- 
7lOnur is illustrated by Luke xii. 25, mpoo@civar éml thy Arta 
avtod mixuy eva. And the junction of éx) rd avrd with dvéBawoy 
is somewhat constrained and harsh. 

Perhaps therefore with Bengel, Lachmann, and Alford we 
ought to read mpooeri@er Tods cwlouevovs ém) Td adTd, and to 
commence the next chapter, Mérpos 5¢ ral *Iwavyns. The words 
ém) Td avTd are very significant, as expressing the Unity of Faith 
in which all were knit together ; see i. 15. 

Other Editors (Tischendorf, Bloomf., Meyer) retain the 
words 7H éxxAnola, with Elz. 

Tn such a case as this it seems best to allow the words to 
remain undisturbed, and to leave the question to the judgment of 
the learned reader. 

If the words rij °*ExkAnola are genuine, then this is the first 
place where the term Ecclesia, or Church, occurs, in this ‘the 
divinely inspired History of the Church, where the word Ecclesia 
is repeated about twenty times, 

The Holy Ghost does not specify any time of the imposition 
of the name ‘‘ Church” on the congregation of Christians; but 
He introduces the word at once with the definite article (see 
v.11). He displays the Church as already in being, and known 
as the divinely instituted Society which Christ had redeemed 
and purchased by His own blood. See xx. 28. 

On the word ’ExxAnola, see Matt. xvi. 18, and cp. below, 
v. 11, the next place in the Acts where ’ExxAnula occurs. 


Cu. III. 1. é) 7d aird] See on ii. 47. 

— Ilérpos kal *Iwdvyns] Peter and John were going up. S. 
Chrys. remarks on the constant union of Peter and John in the 
later portions of the Gospel, and the earlier ones of the Acts. 
See John xviii. 16; xx.3; xxi.2—21]. Acts iii.3, 4.11; iv. 19; 
viii. 14, and an excellent note by Mr. Humphry here, and on v. 6. 

From the circumstance, that St. John is so often mentioned 
in combination with S¢. Peler, up to the time when Peter and 
John are sent to Samaria to confirm the baptized converts 
(viii. 14), and that St. John is never afterwards mentioned in 
the Acts of the Apostles; though St. Peter is mentioned nearly 
forty times after that occasion; it may perhaps be reasonably 
inferred, that St. John departed from Judea, perhaps into Asia, 
not long after that time. St. John is mentioned as present at 
Jerusalem on the occasion of St. Paul’s visit, Gal. ii. 9. Cp. 
Acts. xv. 2. 

The connexion between St. John’s Epistles and St. Peter’s 
Epistles has been noticed in the Editor’s Lectures on the Canon 
of Scripture (Lect. xi. 288), and below, in the Zntroduetion to St. 
John’s Second Epistle. 

The Fathers regard St. Peter as a representative of the prac- 
tical life, and St. John of the contemplative. The junction of 
both under the influence of the Holy Ghost is necessary for the 
building up of the Church. Both must be united; both must 
seek for grace from above; both must go up together to the 
Temple to pray. 

Concerning St. John’s personal history, see above, Intro- 
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duction to his Gospel, and the Article in Tillemont, Lardner, 
Winer, and Dr. W. Smith’s Dictionary of the Bible, 1860. 

— dvéBawor| were going up to the Temple, a public place, at 
a time of general resort. 

The miracle was wrought in a spot much frequented, and at 
a time when it was most crowded. 

— thy évarny] the ninth hour: when the evening sacrifice was 
offered. Joseph. Ant. xiv. 4. 3, below, x. 3, and see the Rab- 
binical authorities in Wetst. p. 471. The dpa tpirn, third hour, 
the hour of the morning sacrifice, has been already mentioned, 
ii. 15. 

2. éBacrd¢ero] was being carried—in order to be laid at the 
Gate. 

— dy éridovy] whom they used to lay. 

— Ovpay—patay|] the door called Beautiful. Hither at 
Nicanor, Joseph. B. J. v. 5. 3, or the Door named Susan, per- 
haps so called 5:4 tiv &paidtynra, as the City Susa was the City of 
Lilies (see Kuin. and Winer, ii. 580). Both these were on the 
eastern side of the Temple. 

Here we have the word 6vpa, in v. 10, rtAn. The reason 
seems to be, that they used to bring the man to the @vpa, or 
door, before it was opened (see xiv. 27; xvi. 26, 27; xxi. 30), 
and when persons were passing through it he lay at the mvAn, 
or gate. 

4, BArAdvov eis judas] look to us. ‘This suffices (says Sever. in 
Caten., where the MS. has épéoxe:, read &pxe?) for thy instruction 
and health. Look to us, the Apostles of Christ. In His Name, 
by His power, not ours, arise, and walk.” 

It appears that the Apostles had the power of discerning the 
spirit of this man whom they healed ; for he showed his thankful 
piety by entering the Temple, and praising God (v. 9). And 
he clung to Peter and John (v. 11), and continued with them in 
their perils (iv. 14). Cp. Acts xiv. 9, and see below, where they 
speak of his faith (v. 16), which may supply a comment on this 
passage. 

Compare the healing of those who were bitten by fiery ser- 
pents in the wilderness. The brazen serpent healed them by 
the power of Him Who is the Saviour of all (Wisd. xvi. 7). But 
in order to be healed, they must Joo at it. (Numb. xxi. 8.) 

5. éme?yev adtois] sc. Toy voty, Luke xiv. 7. . 

6. dapyvpiov Kad xpvoloy odx trdpxet wot] silver and gold there 
4s not to me—to me, who am a poor Galilean. A proof of his 
compliance with Christ’s command, Matt. x. 9, uh kthonode 
Xpuodyv unde Upyupor cis Tas (wrds budr. 

‘« Legi apud auctores graves (says A Lapide here), S. Thom. 
Aquinatem, cum ad Innocentium LV. Pontificem venisset, coram 
quo forte magna vis auri signati numerabatur, et Pontifex ei 
dixisset, Videsne, Thoma, Ecclesiam non amplius, sicut olim, 
cim primum inceperat, dicere posse Argentum et aurum non 
habeo? modesté respondisse, Fatendum est, sancte Pater; sed 
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etiam Ecclesia non potest, sicut primitiva, ad claudum dicere, 
Surge, et ambula.” 

— éy TG dvouatt Incod] in the Name of Jesus: see below, on 
ix. 34. 

7. Bdoeits—ogupd] The soles first were strengthened, then 
the ankles ; then he leapt up. 

8. ekadAduevos] springing up from the ground: dvackipTay, 
Suid. Cp. Isa. xxxv. 6. 

— mepierdret] he was walking. 

ll. airod] So A, B,C, E. Elz. rod iabévtos xwaAod, which 
seems to be a gloss. 

— oT0G T. Kk. Zodroudvos] The porticus,—corridor, arcade, 
or cloister of Solomon—where Jesus had walked at the Feast of 
Dedication, John x. 23, where see note. 

12. juiv rt drevifere] why on usdo ye fix your eyes? The 
Holy Spirit had bestowed on them the grace of humility, as well 
as the gift of Tongues. On the word arevi(w see i. 10.—7uiv is 
put here emphatically, On ws why do ye gaze? Look not to us, 
but to Christ. 

— meroinkéot Tod 7.) This use of moveiv, followed by Tod, 
and an infinitive, and indicating the effect designed, is derived 
from the LXX. See Josh. xxii. 26, moifoa: rod oikodopjoat. 
Cp. 1 Kings xvi. 19. A somewhat similar use occurs below, 
vii. 19, éxdxwoe Tod moreiy, and xxvii. 1. Cp. Winer, § 44, p. 292. 

— eddkace] he glorified Jesus. Observe the aorists. Ye 
denied Him and killed Him; but God glorified Him—even by 
His death. 

13. roy ratda abtod “Incody] His servant Jesus. The word 
mats is applied to Christ in Acts iii. 26; iv. 27. 30. It is observ- 
able, that it is followed by the word *Iycods, and is never used to 
describe the Eternal generation of the Divine Logos, but is em- 
ployed to designate His generation in time as the Man Christ 
‘Jesus, and so marks the distinction of the two Natures in One 
Person. 

It is probable that mazs in these passages is not to be ren- 
dered child, but servant, being used by the LXX for the Hebr. 
72y servus, and in this sense applied to Christ: see Isa. xlii. 1 ; 
xlviii, 20; xlix. 3. 5, 6; lit. 13; lili, 11; liv. 17. Zech. iii. 8, 
where dovAos is used by LXX. Cp. Matt. xii. 18, and so Theo- 
phyl. p. 207, S0bXov roy *Inoody Kare? 514 7d GvOpdmivor: cp. 
iv. 25. 

The expression ats @cod, as applied in ¢his sense to Christ 
by His disciples, is peculiar to the Acts of the Apostles. But 
this is what might be expected; and is an evidence of its genuine- 
ness and truth. At the time described in these earlier Chapters 
of this book, the minds of the Apostles must have been deeply 
impressed with a sense of the condescension, humiliation, and 
obedience of Christ, as seen in the scenes they had lately wit- 
nessed of His Agony and Passion. And it was a doctrine, which 
they were most concerned in inculcating now on the minds of the 
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Jews—that Christ must have suffered these things, and so 
enter into His glory. (Luke xxiv. 26. 46.) See Acts iii. 18; xvii. 
3, and on xxvi. 23. Cp. St. Peter’s words (1 Pet. i. 11), 7d eis 
Xpiorby raOhwata, kal Tas meta Tad’Ta Sdtas. His Obedience 
to Death (both as piacular and exemplary) was to be preached as 
the cause of His Hxaltation. See on Matt. xxviii. 18. 


Tn the next age, the term zat?s @cod was applied to Christ as 
a Son. See Polycarp. Mart. § 14, and 8S. Hippolyt. Philosoph. 
p- 336, and contra Noétum, § 5 and § 7 and § 11, and the note 
of Fabricius, ii. p. 10. 

— tpeis] A, B, C, E add the wey, which is not in Elz. 

— TWuAdrov] of Pilate. TAdros has always the Article in 
St. John, but never in the Acts. Cp. Winer, p. 103. 

14, 15. avdpa povea—apxnydy 7. (wijs] You craved as a favour 
from Pilate the life of one who killed others; and you extorted 
the death of Him Who is the life of the dead. Chrys. 

15. apynyév] chief ruler, called also apximopny, chief shep- 
herd by St. Peter, 1 Pet. v. 4. 

16. wlore: Tod dvduatos adtod] by faith in Him.—* dvoua 
*Incov est Jesus Ipse; ut in V. T. Nomen Jehove est Jehovah 
Ipse.””? (Rosenm.) 

— 7 mlorts 7 BC adtod] the faith wrought through Him in 
us the Apostles, and in him who has been healed. “ Fides que 
per Eum est”? (Vulg.); i. e. “per Eum Apostolis data, ipsique 
sanato.’”’ See Acts xiv. 9. So dia, John vi. 57. Rom. i. 5; v.2; 
xi. 36. Gal. ii. 2. Heb. ii. 10. Glass. Phil. p. 491. Se? (says 
Ammon.) thv alot cvvdpapeiy, kal Tod byiaomévov Kal Tov 
bmepevxXopmevov. 

17. katd t%yvo.ay] through ignorance. On the difference be- 
tween sins of Presumption, or wilful sins, and sins of Ignorance, 
and how far, and in what cases, Ignorance excuses, see Bp. San- 
derson (Serm. vi. ad Pop. on Gen. xx. 6, § 11—28; iil. pp. 223 
—240). Cp. Luke xxiii. 34. John xvi. 3. 1 Cor. ii. 8. 1 Tim. 
i. 13. 

18. 3:4 orduaros] by the mouth of all His prophets. All the 
Prophets are regarded as having one mouth, by which the One 
Spirit speaks (cp. Matt. xxvii. 9; 2 Pet. i. 21), and bears one 
and the same testimony to the Passion of Christ. 

— airod] SoB,C,D,E. His Christ (cp. iv. 26), though 
rejected by you. Elz. omits avrod. 

On this text see Dr. Barrow, Serm. Ixxvi. vol. iii. p. 451, 
“The sufferings of Christ foretold in the Old Testament.” 

19. érws ty] in order that the seasons of refreshing may 
come; “ut veniant vobis,”’ says Iren. iii. 12, and Tertullian, de 
Resurr. c. 23, and Vulg. Cp. Winer, § 42, pp. 277. 410; 

St. Peter’s speech is addressed to the Jewish people, and is 
still applicable to them. In it the Holy Spirit declares a solemn 
truth, viz. that the Coming of the seasons of Refreshment from 
the presence of the Lord, and of the Second Advent of Christ, and 
the Restitution of all things, are so ordered by Divine Wisdom as 
to depend on the Repentance of the Jews, and on their reception 
of the Gospel. Cp. Rom. xi. 25—27. Zech. xii. 10, and xiii. xiv. 

Their Conversion must precede those glorious manifestations. 

Here is the true ground of appeal to the Jews. Repent ye, 
and believe, in order that the number of God’s elect (which can- 
not be completed without you, cp. Heb. xi. 39, 40) may be ac- 
complished, and His Coming and Kingdom may be hastened, and 
the happiness of the saints of old, who have departed in faith, 
may be consummated by the resurrection of their bodies, and you 
may be admitted in soul and body with them to the full fruition 
of heaven. 

This remarkable truth is expressed by St. Peter himself’ in 
his Second Epistle (2 Pet. iii. 12), where he exhorts his Jewish- 
Christian readers to live in holiness, expecting and hastening the 


Coming of the Day of the Lord. This is one of the many inter- 
nal evidences of the genuineness of that Hpistle. 

— kaipod dvaiéews] seasons of refreshing: davdukts is used 
by the LXX for na, from root nn, respiravit se, Exod. viii. 15, 
applied to Pharaoh when he had a respite, or breathing-time, 
from the plagues. 

The re-appearing of Christ is compared to a season of deli- 
verance from antecedent grievous calamities. Cp. Luke xxi. 28, 
and Rom. viii. 19—23, quoted here by Chrys. The Church must 
expect severe tribulation from the power of Antichrist, before the 
Second Advent of Christ. The one will be followed by the other. 

Then the present material world will be dissolved; and the 
faithful will be translated to the new heavens and new earth, 
wherein dwelleth righteousness, 2 Pet. iii. 13. 

— ard tpocdrov] from the face. A Hebraism.—See Vorst. 
p. 337. Cp. 1 Thess. ii. 19. 

20. kal] ka) appears to have here the sense of the Hebrew 
Vau, and to be used to join clauses which we should combine by 
when. See Gen. xix. 23. 2 Sam. iv. 7. Schroeder, Synt. Hebr. 
§ 109, p. 329. 

— mpoxexepiopéevoy] So A, B,C, D, HE, and many cursive 
MSS. and Versions, for mpoxexnpyymévoy. mpokexeipicuevoy = 
mpoBeBAnuevoy, nroimacuevoy. (Hesych.) ‘ preparatum”’ (Iren.). 
“ destinatum ”’ (Tertullian). Cp. Acts xxii. 14; xxvi. 16. 

21. SéfacOar) Séxoua:—connected with defa—to contain, to 
hold, to keep, suscipere. (Vulg.) Cp. Acts vii. 38; xxi. 17. 
James i. 21. This sense is authorized by Justin Martyr (Apol. 
i. 60), who uses the word karéxew, and by Theophyl., Gicumen., 
and others. So accipio is used by Virg. (Ain. vii. 209), “ Hine 
illum Corythi Tyrrhena a sede profectum Aurea nunc solio stel- 
lantis regia coeli Accipit, et numerum divorum etatibus auget ”” 
(Weitst.). The heavens contain Christ as Man; but as God He 
is dkatdAnmros, incomprehensible. 

The Divines of Rome have endeavoured to reconcile this state- 
ment of St. Peter with the doctrine of Transubstantiation: but 
with what success may be seen by the following note of one of the 
most learned and ingenious among them, Corn. a Lapide: ‘“‘Non 
docemus Christum ccelo evocandum ad Eucharistiam, quasi coelum 
deserens locali motu descendat, hoc enim tantim fiet in die 
Judicii; sed quod manens in celo per Omnipotentiam Dei pre- 
sentem (i. e. carnaliter) se sistat in Eucharistid, sive id fiat per 
corporis Ejus replicationem, sive per acquisitionem novi loci (de 
quo disputant scholastici) idque invisibiliter et indivisibiliter, 
cum in ceelo sit visibiliter et divisibiliter respectu loci; alio enim 
loco (se. caeli) est Christi caput, in alio collum, in alio pectus, in 
alio pedes; cum in Eucharistid omnia Christi Membra sint in 
eodem loco, puta in eadem hostia eodemque hostie puncto.” 

— axpr xpdvov aroxatarrdcews| not to the season, kaipod, 
as if transitory, but to the ¢imes (permanent) of the fulfilment 
and consummation of those things which God promised by the 
Prophets. See on Mark ix. 12, and on Actsi. 6. dmoxardoracis 
= TeAclwois (Hesych.) : cupmdAnpwots (Schol. Mosq. ap. Grin- 
field) ; “plena rerum exhibitio” (Valek. on Luke vii. 10). So 
Gicumen. and Didym., who says, ‘‘ Christ, having been received 
into heaven, remains there ¢i// the end of the world, when He 
will come again with power, and all that the Prophets have fore- 
told will be accomplished;”’ and then all Christ’s enemies, Satan 
and the world, will be put under His feet, and His mediatorial 
kingdom be complete, and God will be all in all. See 1 Cor. xv. 
25, 26. Heb. x. 12, 138; and Grolius and Rosenm. here, and 
note above on Matt. xxviii. 18, 

The kaipds dvovéews is the season whenChrist will re-appear. 
Cp. Luke xxi. 28, ‘‘ Look up, for your redemption draweth nigh.”” 
But the xpévot dmoxaracrdcews, or times of restitution, in 
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which Christ will be visible to the faithful, will never end. Cp. 
2 Pet. ii. 13. On this distinction of xa:pds and xpdvos see i. 7. 

— am aidyos] orn ‘ab antiquissimo tempore,’—‘as long as 
time was.’ Cp. John ix. 32, éx Tot aidvos odx, i. e. never. 
Isa. xl. 21; lxiv. 4. 1 Cor. viii. 13. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 737, All 
the Prophets, i. e. Prophecy as a whole, of a// time, has spoken of 
Christ and His kingdom. 

22. Mwiicfs wey] Having said that the Prophets all speak of 
Christ, he next appeals to Moses, the giver of the Law; and 
proves, that Jesus Christ is not contrary to the Law and the Pro- 
phets, but was preached by them, i.e. by all the Scriptures of the 
Jews, whom he is addressing. 

— ds éué] like unto me. Deut. xviii. 15; Moses said that 
God would raise up a Prophet like unto himself; viz. as a man 
persecuted in childhood, and saved in Egypt; resisted by those 
whom he came to save, and even by some of his own household ; 
and as confronting and vanquishing the false prophets of Egypt, 
and a Mediator with God; speaking to God face to face,—speak- 
ing as ‘the meekest of men,” yet zealous for God; a worker of 
miracles; dividing the sea (a type of Baptism); giving water from 
the rock, and bread from heaven (types of the Word and Sacra- 
ments); raising the serpent on the pole in the wilderness, as 
Christ was lifted up to die upon the cross. 

Like unto me, and yet greater than I (cf. Heb. v. 3—6); 
for ye shall hear Him in whatever He shall say to you. He 
fulfilled the Levitical Law, and so took away that which was pub- 
lished by Moses, and therefore is greater than he. The likeness 
of Christ to Moses is beautifully, though silently, traced by St. 
Stephen in his speech to the Sanhedrim, Acts vii.; see the Pre- 
liminary note to that speech. 

23 etorodpevOhoerat €x TOV Aaod|] The LXX have here (Deut. 
Xvili 19) eyd exdichow ef abTod.—exdixjow in the original is wy, 
from rvot wii, exguisivit, ‘I will require it of him ;’ which is 
explained here by the Holy Spirit speaking by St. Peter to be tan- 
tamount to—He shall be punished with death, he shall be cut off, 
eEoAobpevoqcerat,—a word familiar to St. Luke’s readers from the 
LXX, where éfoA08pedw occurs frequently for n75, eascidit, Gen. 
xvii. 14. Exod. xii. 15. 19. Lev. xvii. 4. 9. 14, and passim. See 
Aben Ezra in Surenhus. p. 401. 

St. Luke does not follow here the LXX exactly, nor the 
Hebrew, but he gives the sense. This is one example among 
many of the practice of the Holy Spirit in the New Testament 
giving an explanatory paraphrase of His own words in the Old. 
See on Matt. ii. 23. 


24. ard Sauovfha] from Samuel. Cp. 2 Sam. vii. 12—15. 


Cu. IV. 4. otparnyds tod fepod] the captain of the Temple. 


The officer of the Priest and Levites who kept guard at the Tem- 
ple,—not a Roman functionary. See on Luke xxii. 4. The 
Romans do not appear, in the Acts, as Persecutors of the Apostles. 

— of Saddoveaio] the Sadducees, who say there is no resur- 
rection (Matt. xxii. 23. Acts xxiii. 8); and therefore foresaw that 
their own influence with the people would be impaired, if the 
Apostles succeeded in convincing them of the truth of the Resur- 
rection of Christ. Hence their activity against the Gospel after 
the Resurrection. The High Priest and many of his assessors 
and associates were Sadducees. See v.17. Cp. Joseph. Antiq. 
xili. 9; xviii. 2. 

Referring toa son of Annas, Ananus, who was afterwards 
High Priest, and a Sadducee, Josephus observes, that the Sad- 
ducees were distinguished above all his fellow-countrymen for 
cruelty in judicial causes,—ep) tas Kploeis @uol mapa mayTas 
Tovs *lovdatous. (Joseph. xx. 9.1.) Such were the judges before 
whom the Apostles were arraigned (see vy. 17). This circum- 
stance, and the fact that the Sadducees rejected the belief in all 
spiritual and Angelic agency, and in the doctrine of a future 
Resurrection, may serve to account for what has been deemed in- 
credible by some, viz. the obstinate infatuation of the Sanhedrim 
in continuing to persecute the Apostles after the miraculous inter- 
ference of God in their behalf. 

For another reason see below on v. 28. 

Gamaliel the Pharisee is better disposed to receive that 
evidence in their behalf. See v. 17. 33, 34. 

2. év 7G “Inoov] in Jesus. The truth of the Resurrection, 

(1) in the case of Jesus Himself, and 

(2) of all men through Him. 1 Cor. xv. 22. 

8. éomépa] eventide. The miracle had been wrought about 
3P.M. See iii. I. 

4. evyevhOn] became. 

— aoe xiArddes révte| about five thousand men. Here was a 
spiritual fulfilment of the prophecy contained in Christ’s miracle on 
the mountain of Bethsaida, when He said to His Apostles, ‘* Give 
ye them to eat.”’ (Luke ix. 13. See Chrys.) Those who ate of 
the food provided by Him were about five thousand men ;— 
&vdpes; cp. avdpav here, and Matt. xiv. 21. Both miracles were 
wrought in the evening. Cp. Mark vi. 35. The Gospel is God’s 
last revelation. 

He Who fed the bodies of the 5000 on the mountain, by the 
hands of His Apostles, now feeds the souls by an Apostolic 
Ministry with the bread of life from heaven; and He will always 
continue to do so. Cp. John vi. 9. 13, and at end of the chapter. 

5. ev] SoA, B,D, E. Elz. eis. 

6. Kal”Avvay roy apxtepéa kal Kaidpay| and Annas the High 
Priest and Caiaphas. Why is Annas here called the High Priest, 
and placed before Caiaphas—who was High Priest? 
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The reason seenis to be, that though Caiaphas was High 
Priest de jacto, being intruded into the office by the civil power 
of Rome (see on Matt. xxvi. 3), yet Annas was High Priest de 
jure, and was regarded as such ecclesiastically (see on Luke 
iii. 2). Hence our Lord was taken to Annas first (John xviii. 
13, where see note). 

Hence also St. Luke designates Annas as the High Priest 
here and in his Gospel (iii. 2), at the same time that he mentions 
Caiaphas in both places with, and next after, Annas. 

After the Crucifixion, and for many years, the Civil power of 
Rome seems to have done no overt act spontaneously against the 
Christian Church ; 

Pontius Pilate, though he was Procurator till a.p. 36, is 
never mentioned as a persecutor in the Acts. 

Indeed, what Tertullian records concerning the “ Acta 
Pilati””—almost in conscience a Christian, ‘‘ conscientia sud 
Christiani,””—and the consequent proposition of the Emperor 
Tiberius to the Roman Senate to divinize Christ (Tertullian, 
Apol. 21, and Apol. 5. Eused. ii. 2), is too well grounded to be 
rejected (see Bp. Pearson, Opera Post. i. 342, and ii. 21); and it 
derives some confirmation from the remarkable fact, which ap- 
pears from the silence of St. Luke, that for some years after the 
Ascension, Christianity had nothing to fear from the Roman 

ower. / 

, The persecutions of the Apostles and Christians at Jerusalem 
and in Palestine were set on foot, and carried on, by the spiritual 
power of the Jewish Hierarchy. Thus the bitterness of the 
Jewish Rulers against Christ and His Church is brought out 
more strongly by the contrast of the comparative mildness of the 
Heathen power of Rome. No wonder, that the agency of Rome 
was employed by God to destroy Jerusalem. 

Annas was the Head of the Jewish Hierarchy. The nominee 
of Rome, Caiaphas, had, as such, asubordinate place. This seems 
to be the reason, why in the Evangelical narratives of the Cru- 
cifizion, which was the act of the Roman power, instigated by the 
Chief Priest and people,—and could not have been done without 
the fiat of the Roman Procurator (John xviii. 31),—Caiaphas, the 
Roman High Priest, holds the chief place. But, after that act, 
the Roman power was quiescent, and the responsibility and guilt 
of persecution lay with the Jewish Sanhedrim; and Annas, the 
spiritual Head of the Nation, is mentioned first, as here. See 
above on Luke iii. 2, and John xviii. 13. 

It was probably on account of the position of Annas, as Spi- 
ritual Head of the Jewish Hierarchy, that five of his Sons were 
appointed to the High Priest’s office by those who desired to con- 
ciliate the Jews, and paid some regard to the original law of here- 
ditary succession in that office. 

Yet we read such observations as the following, in one of the 
most celebrated modern commentaries on this passage: ‘‘ Da 
damals nicht Hannas, sondern Kaiaphas regiernender Oberpriester 
war, so muss hier wie Luk. iii. 2. eine irrige Angabe zugestanden 
werden.’’ (Meyer, p. 87.) As if St. Luke, the friend and com- 
panion of St. Paul, the scholar of Gamaliel, and commissioner of 
the Sanhedrim, to say nothing of St. Luke’s inspiration, did not 
know who the High Priest was, and is now to be set right by 
a modern Expositor ! 


—lwdvynv Kah ’Arétavdpoyv|] John and Alexander. John was 
probably the son of Annas; and Alexander was the brother of 
the famous Jewish Historian Philo (Josephus, Ant. xviii. 8. 1. 
S. Jerome, Cat. Scr. art. Philo), and a man of great wealth. 
Josephus, B. J. v. 5.3. Bp. Pearson. 


7. éy TS péow] in the midst. The Sanhedrim sat in a semi- 
circle. See on vi. 12. 


— énvvOdvovto] they were inquiring. St. Luke in the Acts is 
very fond of the imperfect tense; as if he had a picture of what 
he is describing, present to his eyes. See ii. 12. 44. 47; iii. 1,2; 
iv. 32—36. 

— éroijoate todT0] ye did this; they will not say this mi- 
racle ; they insinuated that it was done by some evil power, or by 
magic, as they had said of Christ’s miracles (Luke xi. 15. John 
viii. 48) ; and so some said even in the fourth century. See Aug. 
de Con. Evang. i. 8 (quoted by A Lapide). 

— vpeis] ye, spoken with contempt, and therefore reserved as 
the last word of the sentence—ye Galileeans ! 


8. Ilérpos mAnodels Ivetuaros aylov] Peter being filled with 
the Holy Ghost. Compare Peter a few days since in the Palace 
of the High Priest, thrice denying his Master from fear of prison 
and death, and now brought forth from prison, and confessing 
Christ before the same High Priest and the Sanhedrim, which 
had delivered Christ up to Pilate for crucifixion, and charging 
them with His murder; and declaring that the stone rejected by 
you, the builders of God’s house, is become the Head of the 
Corner; nor is the salvation, which is promised by God, to be 
found in any other than Him, Who was crucified by you. How 
is this change to be accounted for? By inspiration—by the gift 
of the Holy Ghost. This is the only solution of this and of a 
vast number of other phenomena in Holy Scripture. Faith in 
the Holy Ghost, and in His Divine agency on the soul, makes 
those phenomena clear; without it they are unintelligible. See 
above on ii. 12. 

In the earlier Chapters of the Acts of the Apostles we see 
Peter and John on one side, and Caiaphas and Annas on the 
other: the former the Representatives of the Christian Church, 
the latter of the Jewish Hierarchy. There is a remarkable con- 
trast between these two parties. May not Caiaphas and Cephas 
perhaps be from the same root xp3? At first Cephas had 
quailed before Caiaphas, but now that the Holy Ghost is given, 
Caiaphas cannot resist Cephas (v. 14); the one falls, the other 
rises. The reason is, because Caiaphas rejects the Corner Stone, 
and is bruised to pieces by it. (Matt. xxvi. 64. Luke xx. 18.) 
But Cephas is a lively stone, and is built upon it. (Matt. xvi. 18. 
1 Pet. ii. 4.) 

Annas and Jo-hannes are from the same root y2n (gratiosus 
Suit), but John is strong in the Grace of God, and conquers 
thereby. 

9. evepyecia dvOpdémov] good deed done to the man; avOpdrov 
is the genitive of the odject. See on Matt. x. 1, efovclay mvev- 
udtwv. Luke vi. 12, mpooevxf 7. Ocod. 

10. *Incod X. tod NaCwpatov, dv spuets eoravpdoate| Jesus 
Christ the Nazarene, whom ye crucified. Think not that we 
desire to conceal His country, Nazareth, or His death, on the 
Cross. Ye crucified Him, but He was raised by God, and He 
now works miracles from heaven. (Chrys.) He quotes the title 
on the Cross. 

ll. Suady trav oixodopotvtwy] of you the builders (rév oiko- 
déuwy, A, B, E), the appointed Teachers of Israel. Cp. Matt. 
xxiii. 2, and John iii. 10, od ef 6 SiddeKados *lopaha. 

— els kepadhy ywvias] to the head of the corner. 
Peter’s declaration in his Epistle (1 Pet. ii. 6—8). 


12. 4 cwrnpla—rtd dedouévoy] Observe the articles 4 and 7d, 
which find a proper place in a speech to the Rulers of the Jews, 
who confessed that man’s salvation had been provided for by God, 
and that in His Name men might be saved. St. Peter teaches 
them that the means of that salvation are to be found in Christ, 
and in His Name alone, which is therefore declared to be Divine, 


Cp. St. 


h Matt. 11. 25. 
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13. xaTtadaBducvor] does not seem to mean, “ having perceived 
by their speech,” but having ascertained from inquiry, or pre- 
vious knowledge. See xxv. 26. 

— idiGro1]| ididTns, properly a private person, as opposed to 
a public magistrate, or minister or professor of art or science; 
hence illiterate. Cp. 2 Cor. xi. 6. 1 Cor. xiv. 16. 23, 24. See 
Bentley’s excellent remarks on the passage in Victor’s Chronicon, 
“Sancta Evangelia, tanquam ab jdiotis Evangelistis composita, 
reprehenduntur et emendantur.”’ Disc. on Free-thinking, pp. 112 
—120, 8th ed. 1743. 

Here is a proof of Inspiration. The Apostles and Evangelists 
were aypduwatot ka) isto. They themselves confess it. And 
yet, who ever spoke, or has written as they did ? 

— éreylywoxov] they were recognizing, one after the other. 

14. roy dé] rév re, A, B, EH. 

17. ameirp arerAnoducba) Let us threaten with threatening ; 
let us forbid them with menaces,—a Hebraism. See Isa. vi. 9. 
Exod. v. 12, and John iii. 29. Acts v. 28; xxiii, 14. 2 Pet. 
iii. 3. Vorst. de Hebr. pp. 624, 625. The Hebraisms show that 
St. Luke has been studious to preserve the very words of the 
speakers. Cp. on Luke xxii. 15. 

12, 20.] On this text, as defining the limits of Obedience to 
human Authority, see Bp. Sanderson, iii. p. 287; iv. pp. 80. 98. 
(De Conscient. Preelect. iv. and v.) Cp. below, v. 29. 

21. mpocameiAnoducvor] having added threats to their former 
prohibition. 

23. apxepets] chief Priests. 
comprised, — 

(1) All who had held the office of High Priest. 

(2) Also the Sagans or Deputies, the Treasurers and Chief 
Warders of the Temple. Lightfoot, i. pp. 911—918. Selden, 
de Synedr. iii. 8. 

(3) The Heads of the Twenty-four courses of Priests, and 
all who were chosen into the Sanhedrim, Lightfoot, i. p. 439; 
ii. p. 109. And see on Matt. ii. 4. 

24, dpobvuaddy jpay pwvhy mpds 7. Ocdy] with one accord they 
lifted up their voice to God. The circumstances here mentioned 
confirm the opinion that the primitive Church at Jerusalem had 
a common place of resort for united prayer. As soon as Peter 
and John are released, they come to their own people (mpds rods 
idlovs), and immediately alk join in prayer, and the place is shaken 


Under this name seem to be 


where they were assembled, and they are all filled with the Holy 
Ghost. See above, ii. 2. 

The refuge of the Church in the time of Persecution is 
Common Prayer. Cp. xii. 5. 

One of the many incidents recorded in the Acts of the 
Apostles, by which the Holy Ghost teaches the Church her duty 
in all emergencies that may arise. This Book may, therefore, be 
called the Chart and Compass of the Church, in her voyage over 
the sea of this world to the haven of Eternity. See Introduction, 
pp. 12—20. 

— Aéorota] The Hebrew Adonai, Lord and Master of the 
Universe. The God of the physical world is here invoked by the 
Church as one with the God of Grace; a refutation of the false 
notion which afterwards grew into a Heresy, in the hands. of 
Marcion and the Manichezans, who separated the One from the 
Other, and made an opposition between them. Cp. S. Polycarp’s 
Prayer at his Martyrdom, p. 620, ed. Jacobson, and Clem. Rom. 
i. § 33, pp. 119, 120. 

25. 6—eiméy] A, B, E read 6 rot marpds quay did Mvetparos 
aylov orduatos AaBld ratdds cov cimdy. D has ds 51 Wvedmartos 
awylov 814 Tod orduatos AaAhoas Aad madés cov, and Jren. 
“qui per Spiritum Sanctum ore David patris nostri pueri tui 
dixisti,’’—which may suggest what appears to be the true.reading, 
6 did Tvedparos arylov 31% orduaros AaBld, Tod maTpds par, 
maidds cou eimav. 

25, 26. iva tri—adtov] verbatim from the LXX. Ps. ii. 1, 2. 
vn (the Gentiles), and Aao) (the Tribes of the Jews collected at 
the Passover and the Crucifixion), have no article here: they 
have none in the Hebrew. 

25. épptatay] properly said of horses, and their fremitus or 
snorting. (Ammon., Suidas, Wetst., Valck.) The Gentile world 
was typified by the untamed colt ridden by Christ. Matt. xxi. 2. 

The word gpvdcow is used by the LXX for the Hebrew 
wn, strepuit cum furore, tumultuatus est, and pptayyua is used 
for 83, superbia, elatio.—ppudcceta: = yavpig. (Hesych.) It 
expresses, therefore, rage and pride. 

27. én GAnGelas] in very deed. See x. 34. Luke iy. 25. 

— &y TH dae tatty] in this city. Omitted by Elz., but 
found in A, B, D, E. It adds force to the affirmation. Jn this 
Thine own favoured City, Jerusalem, they have conspired against 
Thee and have killed Thy Beloved One. 
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— maida] servant. See note on iii. 13. At the same time 
(see Matt. xii. 18), there seems to be a happy accommodation in 
the word mats to a secondary sense, that of Son; especially in 
this passage, with reference to Ps. ii. 7. 12, ‘Thou art My Son; 
—Kiss the Son.” 

28. rorjoa Soa—yevéoba] to do whatsoever things Thy hand 
and Thy counsel predetermined to take place; yevéc@at, not 
merojo0ot. God decreed the salvation of the World by Christ, 
but He did not command or approve the means by which that 
consummation was brought about. But He showed His infinite 
power and wisdom by eliciting the greatest good from the worst 
evil, and by making Satan himself, the Arch-Enemy of God and 
men, to be an instrument in advancing God’s glory, and the Sal- 
vation of Mankind. Cp. S. Leo (Serm. xvi. de Passione Christi, 
p- 142), who says—Did the sin of those who killed Christ arise 
from the counsel of God? No—we must not so deem of divine 
Justice. Very different and altogether contrary was that which 
was foreknown in the malice of the Jews, and that which was fore- 
ordained in the Passion of Christ. ‘‘ Impias furentium manus 
non immisit in se Dominus, sed admisit: nec preesciendo quid 
faciendum esset, coégit ut fieret; nec egit ut heec vellent, sed 
cessit ut possént ; et sic usus est occeecatee plebis insania, quaomodo 


et perfidid traditoris, quem ab immanitate concepti sceleris bene-. 


ficiis est revocare dignatus,’” &c. Besides (as S. Leo observes), 
“Nec ipsis interfectoribus suis misericordiam denegavit ; sed im- 
piorum malum in bonum credentium commutavit.” 

Cp. Bp. Sanderson’s Lectures on Conscience, Lect. ii. 7, 
“ Deus wiitur alieno malo in bonum, sed nunquam facit malum, ut 
inde proveniat bonum; et omnind cavendum est, ne ejusmodi 
locutiones intelligantur, ac si Deus malum aliquod antecedenter 
vellet, approbaret, aut eligeret, velut medium ex sui natura con- 
veniens ad alicujus boni finis consecutionem.”’ 

See alsc note above on ii. 23. 

Tn all discussions on this and other similar texts we must not 
lose sight of certain great. principles. 

L. That God is the One Great First Cause. 

2. That He wills that all should act according to the Law 
which He has given them. 

3. That it is His Will that Man’s will should be free. 

As Aquinas says, 1™@ qu. 83, Art. 1 ad 3.‘ Non hoc est 
de necessitate libertatis, quod sit prima causa sui ad quod liberum 
est; sicut nec ad hoc, quod aliquid sit causa alterius, requiritur, 
quod sit prima causa ejus. Deus igitur est prima causa movens 
et naturales causas et voluntarias; et sicut naturalibus causis 
movendo, eis non aufert quin actus earum sint naturales, ita mo- 
vendo causas voluntarias, non aufert quin actiones earum sint 
voluntariz. Sed potius hoc in eis facit; operatur enim in uno- 
quoque secundum ejus proprietatem.’”” See further on Predes/i- 
nation and Freewill, below, the Introduction to the Epistle to the 
Romans, pp. 194—198. 

29. #rid¢] Some Editors have received &p:5e here from A, D, 
E, and so Winer, p. 43. Cp. Phil. ii. 23. 
30. tacw—'Inood| Seemingly a paronomasia. The Greek 
and Latin Fathers gladly availed themselves of the resemblance in 
sound between “Inzovs and tacis (e.g. Cyril, Catech. x. Cp. 
Vou. I.—Parr If, 


Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. p. 130), as they did of that 
between méoxa and médcxw. See Matt. xxvi. 2. And indeed 
these allusions do not seem to be despised by Holy Scripture 
itself. Cp. Luke xxii. 15, and on the paronomasias in other parts 
of the N. T., see 2 Thess. iii. 11]. 

Below, in chap. ix. 34, we have the expression, Aivéa, iarat 
ace *Inoovts, perhaps the very words uttered by St. Peter, who 
may have had a special satisfaction in combining them together, 
as having felt the healing comfort of his Saviour’s love after his 
own fall. Again, in x. 38 we read, "Incovs ds d:jAOev idwevos 
mdyras. The writer of the Acts, ‘the beloved Physician’ (Col. 
iv. 14), may also have felt peculiar pleasure in connecting the 
name of Jesus with his own healing art, and in fixing on the 
memories of his Greek readers, by a happy play of words, the 
gracious assurance that Jesus is the true Physician both of body 
and soul. 

81. rod ay. Tiv.] So A, B, D.—Elz. Mvedtparos aytou. 

82.1 See Bp. Sanderson’s Sermon on Romans xv. 5, vol. i. 
" 197, for an application of this text to the doctrine of Christian 

nity. 

— Gravta xowd]) all things common. See on ii. 44. They 
regarded themselves as one family, with one heart and one soul, 
with common needs and common joys and common sufferings. 
This is the perfection of that Unity in His Church, for which 
Christ prayed (John xvii. 21), and it showed as in a pattern, what 
all should aim to realize in spirit ; though in this world it be not 
possible to exemplify it in the letter, as the history of the primitive 
Church itself shows; for even John the Apostle of Love had a 
house to offer to the Blessed Mary, and the Apostolic Epistles 
abound with precepts of almsgiving. And this unity of the pri- 
mitive Church at Jerusalem is like a vision and foretaste of that 
perfect Love which will be the Life of the Church glorified in the 
heavenly Sion. 

83. amediSouv] were rendering (Matt. xxii. 21) their appointed 
testimony. 

— xépis] grace—from God. 

34. Krhtopes xwplwv 7) oii] possessors of lands or houses. 
They gave the price of their Jands and houses —not the lands and 
houses themselves. Perhaps there was a reason for this—partly 
in the commission of Christ to the Apostles to go forth ‘into all 
the world,” and partly in the knowledge derived from the pro- 
phecies of Christ, that wars and public commotions were about to 
arise in Judea; and from a feeling that it was their duty to wean 
their affections from the things of the earthly Canaan, and to fix 
them on those of their heavenly inheritance. The zeal of the 
primitive Church is happily described by Arator, v. 389: 


““e 


turba perennem 

Portatura crucem, Dominumque secuta fidelem, 
Sprevit agros, habitura polos; heec nempe facultas 
Fortior est de parte magis conquirere totum, 

Et questum per damna sequi.” 


35. m. 7. médax Tay GroordAwy] at the feet of the Aposttes. 
Cp. v. 2. Among the Jews, sitting was the attitude of teaching ; 
and the Apostles are thus represented as sitting in the chair of 
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teaching, as the instructors of the Church. Cp. xxii. 3, mapa rt. 
aédas Tamarind. Matt. xxiii. 2, em) ris Maoéws Kabédpas, K.T.A., 
and Luke ii. 46. 

In giving to the Apostles they gave to Christ; thus fulfilling 


the prophecy of Psalm cx. 3. (Mede.) A striking contrast to the 


case of Judas in Matt. xxvii. 3—10! 

36. “Iwonp] So A, B, D, E.—Iwojjs, Elz. 

— Popyé8os—vids mapardnoews] Barnabas. The sense in 
which wapdkAnois is here used is explained below, xi. 23, Bap- 
vdBas—mapekddet wavTas T. 7. T. kK. TpoTmEevery TS Kuply. He 
was the Son of Exhortation (on this Hebrew use of vids, see on 
Matt. ix. 15), and therefore his name is derived from 7y11) 13, 
Jilius prophetia. Cp. xiii. 1. 

It is also added there, where Barnabas is called a Prophet, 
that this name which is here rendered vids mapaxAhocws was 
given him by the Apostles, probably at his baptism, soon after 
the descent of the Holy Ghost, when he was received into the 
Church of Christ. Perhaps also the word mapdic\nots was adopted 
to mark his mission from the Paracle/e; for it is said that he 
was a good man full of the Holy Ghost (xi. 24). 

This may suggest the question, whether new names, dvduara 
Kawa (cp. Rev. ii. 17; iii. 12), were not commonly given at 
Baptism to those who were received into the Church; and 
whether the word dvoudrwy may not therefore be used (Acts 
i. 15) with special significance for members of the Church,— 
“Christian or baptismal Names.” 

Bp. Pearson here says, At what time Joseph surnamed Bar- 
nabas became a Christian, we are not informed by Holy Scripture. 
The ancients say that he was one of the Seventy Disciples. So 
Clemens Alexand. Strom. ii. 20. Huseb.i. 12; ii. 1. The Epistle 
extant under the name of Barnabas, is often quoted by ancient 
writers, e. g. Clemens Alewandrinus, Origen, the Apostolic Con- 
stitutions. ; 

‘“« §. Hieron. in Catalogo: ‘ Barnabas Cyprius, qui et Joseph 
Levites, cum Paulo gentium Apostolus constitutus, unam ad 
eedificationem Hcclesie pertinentem epistolam composuit, que 
inter Apocryphas Scripturas legitur,’”’ and in cap. xliii. Ezekiel: 
“‘Vitulum autem qui pro nobis immolatus est, et multa Scriptu- 
rarum loca, et precipué Barnabee Hpistola, que habetur inter 
Scripturas Apocryphas, nominat.”” ‘Nemo certé fuit qui hance 
epistolam Barnabe non tribuerit, neque in e& quidquam apparet 
quod eam etatem non ferat.’”” Bp. Pearson here and in Vind. 
Ignat. pp. 128, 186, 195, 585; Tillemont, Mémoires, i. p. 174 
and p. 298; and Hefe/e, Patr. Apost. p. 1. 

86, 87. Acuitns—imdpxovTos aT aypov] a Levite, having 
land. Cp. Numb. xviii. 20 with Numb. xxxv. 1—8. Jerem. 
xxxii. 7. The case of Barnabas is mentioned here separately as a 
peculiar one: he was a Levite, and so connected with the Jewish 
Hierarchy, and entitled to receive tithe. The offerings therefore 
that he made, in contributing to the needs of his fellow-Chris- 
tians, were more than ordinary, and gained for him justly the title 
which he bore. Besides, his deference to the Apostolic office was 
an intimation that the ministry of the Levitical Priesthood was 
now ‘ready to vanish away” (Heb. vili. 13), and that the 
Apostles and their successors in the Christian Church were hence- 
forth to be regarded as the true Priests of the Israel of God. 
His submission was blessed by God, when he himself became an 
Apostle (xiii. 2). And thus the Levitical priesthood passed by a 
spiritual transition into the Christian Church. 

See further on this subject with special reference to Barnabas 
the note on | Cor. ix. 6. 

Ca. V. 1. ’Avavias dvéuati, oby Zardelpyn TH yuvourl] Ananias 
by name, with Sapphira his wife. As Adam with Eve his wife 


\ 
5 Axovwv dé 6 *Avavias Tods héyous TovToUs Tecav eevee. 


“Kat éyévero 


at the beginning.—‘‘ The woman is not without the man, nor the 
man without the woman”’ (1 Cor. xi. 11) in punishment for sin, 
or in blessing for obedience. 

On the Tonic form Sampelpn see Winer, p. 59. Cp. omelpns 
from ometpa, Acts x. 1; xxi. 31; xxvii. 1. 

2. évoopicaro] Something more than ‘kept back part of,’—it 
signifies embezzled, purloined (see Tit. ii. 10), Acer (Gloss. 
Albert.), robbed another of what was his property ; and here the 
Person defrauded is God. The offerings made were made to God, 
and He Who was despoiled was God. See v. 3. 

It is observable, the same word had been used by the LXX 
to describe the sin of Achan, Josh. vii. 1, evorploato amd tod 
avabewaros ; which was a sin of sacrilege. 

Similarly, the sin of which Ananias was guilty, was sacrilege, 
and so Augustine considers it: ‘‘ Detraxit de pecunia quam 
voverat Deo” (Serm. 148), and Ammonius (in Caten. p. 85) 
calls it fepoovAta, and so Carys. here (Hom. xii.), and S. Jerome 
(Ep. 8), and Gcwmen. here, and others. And Hooker regards it 
as Sacrilege, VII. xxiv. 17, and cp. Mede’s learned and instructive 
Essay on this narrative (Works, Book i. Dis. xxvii. p. 115), and 
Lord Clarendon ‘‘On Sacrilege’’ (Tracts, pp. 211—217, in 
Christian Institutes, iii. p. 405). 

The substance of the comments above cited may be com- 
mended, in connexion with the awful history recorded in this 
chapter, to the consideration of those persons, who have been, or 
may be, tempted to be guilty of a like sin by robbing God in 
“ tithes and offerings’? (Mal. iii. 8), or in the matter of Church 
Rates. See on Matt. xvii. 27. 

8. ele de Ilérpos, "Avavia—xwpiov] But Peter said, Ananias, 
why did Satan fill thine heart —. Thus Peter showed that he was 
enabled by the Holy Ghost to discern the spirits of men. See 
above, ili. 4. 

— Wevourbal ce Td Tvedua] to defraud the Holy Ghost : ed- 
cac0a “cum accusativo (Deut. xxxiii. 29. Ps. Ixvi. 3. Job vi. 
10; viii. 18) aliquantd plus notat quam cum dativo” (Bengel). 
Why hast thou permitted Satan to enter thy heart, and to tempt 
thee to endeavour to defraud the Holy Ghost, Who is in us the 
Apostles, and to Whom thou liest in lying to us; and to pur- 
loin a part of the purchase-money of the possession dedicated by 
thee to God ? 

4. odx) wévov] while it remained, did it not remain to thee? 
and not to us. ‘‘ We did not covet thy money. ‘Si nolles ven- 
dere, quis te cogeret? Si velles offerre dimidium, quis exigeret 
totum?’” §. Aug. Serm. 148. 

— tl br1] What is the reason that ? Cp.v.9, and Luke ii. 49. 

— ove ebetdow avOpdmois| thou didst not lie tous men, but 
to God, Whom thou didst endeavour to defraud; thou didst not lie 
to us, but 40 the Holy Ghost in us; @eds ody 7b Mvedpua, Caten. 
p. 85. Cp. Greg. Nyss. Orat. de Filio et Spiritu Sancto. Jerom. 
in Isa, Ixiii. Ambrose, de Spir. Sancto, ili. c. 10, cited by Lori- 
nus and A “Lapide here, and Athanas. (de Incarn. p. 704). 
Greg. Naz. (p. 576), and By. Pearson on the Creed (Art. viii. 
p. 480), who says, “As certainly as the Apostles were men, so 
certainly was the Holy Ghost, in the esteem of St. Peter, God.’”’ 
Observe the aorist here, which makes this remark more cogent. 
In saying what thou didst say, od« éWedow, thou didst not lie to 
men, but to God. 

5. meoay é&éute] he fell down and gave up the ghost. Itis not 
said, that St. Peter pronounced any sentence or imprecation upon 
Ananias, but that “he fell down and died.” Almighty God was 
pleased to execute judgment without any humanintervention. As 
Aug. says, ‘‘ Spiritus Sanctus mendacem sic punivit.”” God thus 
punished robbery of Himself—sacrilege. See Anonym. in Caten. 
p. 86, and S. Jerome’s reply, Ep. 97, to the objections of Por- 
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phyry, who abused this Scripture as an occasion for charging the 
Apostle with cruelty. Porphyry’s allegation, as Theophyl. ob- 
serves, is an accusation against the Holy Ghost. 

S. Jerome's words are, Ep. 97, p. 792, ‘‘ Apostolus Petrus 
nequaquam imprecatur iis mortem, ut stultus Porphyrius calum- 
niatur ; sed Dei judicium prophetico spiritu annunciat, ut poena 
duorum hominum sit doctrina multorum.” 

So 8. Augustine (contra Parmenianum, lib. iii. c. 1). Cp. 
Cassian. et Isidor. Pelusiota, and Origen (Comment. in Mat- 
theeum, tom. xv. § 15), od Tlérpoy ye vouioréoy avnpnkévar Thy 
*Avavluy, GAN exeivos ovK HveyKe ToY Acyxoy, KaOiKoMEevMY THY 
Adyov Tlérpov tis Wuxis a’tod, Bacavi(duevos TocodToyv bote 
Kar expota.” 

It is to be regretted, that some Romish Divines, in their de- 
sire to claim the femporai sword for St. Peter, and for the Roman 
See, have given credit and currency to the objection of Por- 
phyry. See note on Luke ix. 54, and ep. below, xiii. 11, the case 
of Elymas. 

A Lapide here is an honourable exception: ‘‘ Fuit mors 
Ananie plaga a Deo inflicta. Vox Petri fuit tanttim occasio et 
causa instrumentalis occisionis, eaque non physica sed moralis.’’ 

Almighty God also showed by this signal visitation that the 
Holy Spirit was indeed in St. Peter and the Apostles, and had 
enabled them to read the heart of Ananias, and to reveal his secret 
deeds ; and so He established their authority in the eyes of the 
Church. 

If the artifice of Ananias and Sapphira had been successful, 
and had become known, then it would have been imagined that 
the Apostles had been guilty of falsehood and hypocrisy in claim- 
ing divine inspiration for themselves ; and that our Lord’s promise 
to them had failed (John xvi. 13). 

It is observable, that at the first promulgation of God’s laws, 
any breach of them has been generally punished in a signal and 
awful manner, for the sake of example and prevention of sin, and 
of punishment for sin. So it was now in the case of Ananias, on 
the first effusion of the Holy Spirit, and at the first preaching of 
the Gospel, “‘ non crudelitate sententiz, sed correctionis exemplo,”’ 
says S. Jerome, Ep. 97. So it was in the case of Uzzah touch- 
ing the ark when about to be placed on Mount Sion. (2 Sam. vi. 
6—12.) So it was in the case of the man who gathered sticks on 
the Sabbath Day, at the first publication of the Decalogue. 
(Numb. xv. 32— 36.) So, above all, it had been at the beginning, 
in the case of Adam and Eve. 

Almighty God speaks audibly in His judgments upon sin 
once for all. He intervenes visibly in mercy, in order to prevent 
other transgressions, and so to save men’s souls from sin and 
death. And having once spoken He holds His peace. He leaves 
these awful judgments— more awful because single—to be tests of 
men’s faith, attention, and obedience; and for the most part He 
reserves subsequent transgressions for the Universal Judgment of 
the Great Day; of which these primary judgments have been a 
rehearsal, an earnest, and a warning. (See Chrys. here and Cas- 
sian.) Especially let the awful denunciations of Holy Scripture 
on the future punishment of liars be remembered here. Rev. 
KRloy Osage 

Whether Ananias and Sapphira repented in the hour of 
death, and whether they incurred death eternal as well as tem- 
poral by their sin (see Aug. 1. c.), it would be presumptuous to 
inquire, The mysteries of Divine Judgment are inscrutable. 


Here is an exercise of humility. This we know, that there will 
be degrees of punishment and happiness in another world, and 
that “‘ every one will be equitably dealt with.” “ Shall not the 
Judge of all the earth do right?’’ (Gen. xviii. 25.) 

6. of vedrepor] the young men, called of veavioro: in v. 10, per- 
haps having an office in the Church. Cp. Blunt, p. 47. The 
word OY) = veavioxot, is used for the military attendants of 
Abraham, Gen. xiv. 24. 

— aay] they buried. Cp. v. 10, where it is said that 
Sapphira was buried by the side of her husband. 

Why is it mentioned that Ananias and Sapphira were 
buried ? 

(1) To show that they were really dead, and to anticipate an 
objection which scepticism might suggest, that they only fell down 
in a swoon. 

(2) To show that there was no feeling of personal vindictive- 
ness on the part of the Apostles or the Church. A persecuting 
spirit in later times has mangled the dead bodies of those whom it 
has charged with heresy. It has even exhumed their bones (e. g. 
Wickliffe’s) sleeping in the grave, and scattered them to the 
winds. But Primitive Christianity warred not with the dead; it 
wound up the bodies even of Ananias and Sapphira in a funeral 
sheet, and committed them to a decent grave. 

(3) To teach the Christian duty of burying the dead ; see 
below, viii. 2. : 

Among the Jews, burial took place speedily after death, not 
only by reason of the heat of the climate, but on account of the 
legal defilement from contact with the dead. Numb. xix. 11. 

9. of wddes] the feet: cp. Luke ix. 53, mpéowmov mopeudmevov. 
The Spirit in Peter hears the sound of their feet. St. Peter had 
read the heart of Ananias: he now foretells the future concern- 
ing Sapphira. In neither case does he execute judgment; but in 
both cases he shows that he is inspired by the Holy Ghost, and 
that his authority is ratified by God. See on v. 5. 

ll. thy éxdnotav] the Church. Hebr. a7 (whence Gr. ka- 
Aéw, KAnto, English call. See on Matt. xvi. 18). Here the 
Church of Christ is represented as already founded. Cp. above 
on ii. 47. Our Lord had spoken of His Church prophetically, 
and had used a word which St. Matthew represents by “ExkAnola 
to designate it (Matt. xvi. 18; xviii. 17). But it is not till after 
the day of Pentecost, and the events recorded in the first four 
chapters of the Acts, that the word Ecclesia, Church, appears 
to have been used to designate the Christian Society then founded 
and constituted. Before that time we hear of dvéuara and &dea- 
ol (i. 15), of morevovres (ii. 44; iv. 4). Cp. notes below, vi. 3; 
xi. 26. But henceforth the word éxxAyota is of frequent occur- 
rence, viii. 1. 3; ix. 31. af éxxAnota:, xi. 22; xii. 1, &e. 

12. cr0G Sordoudvos] Solomon’s porch. See above on iii. 2. 
The recollection of our Lord’s Discourse delivered there, may 
have supplied a special motive for resort thither. Cp. John x. 23. 

18. 7av AoimGv] of the residue. Perhaps a temperate expres- 
sion for the Rulers, contrasted with the Aads or people, as in 
v. 26, who were more courageous in professing Christianity (see 
the next verse) than their superiors, who had more to lose. So it 
had been with regard to Christ. See John vii. 48. Cp. 1 Cor. 
i. 20; ii. 8. A change for the better takes place vi. 7. 

On the sense of coAAdo@Gat, to attach oneself and to cleave 
to, see Luke xv. 15. Acts ix. 26; x. 28. 

12 


60 


ch. 19; 12. 


ACTS V. 15—2I1. 


A KS , Q 3 a XQ - 
yuvaxov' i gore Kara Tas mharetas expepe tors aoOevels, Kat tear 


SN a \ , Y B) / / oN ¢ Ny es: , S 
€7TL KAWOV KQU KpaBaTTwr, Wa EPXOMEVOU ITétpov KQV 7] OKLA ETLOKLACY) TWt 


an a lal > 
aitav. | Swipyero S€ Kal 7d mhnOos Tov wépiE Tddewv eis “Iepovoeahnp, 
dépovres dabevels Kal dyhovpevous Ud Tvevpatov aKxaldptwr oitwes €epa- 


yy 
TEVOVTO ATAVTES. 
Koh. 4 1. &% 6. 


Ich. 17. 7. 
& 16. 26. 
m John 6. 68. 


17 k > \ Ne > X Q , e Q ey A e oy y as 

Avactas Sé 6 dpxlepeds Kal TavTEs Ol GUY AUTO, N OTA aipeois THY 
- 

Saddovxaiwv, émrjcOnoav Lydov, 

aN \ é0 > ~ > T - fa €l PS to 

aotoXous, Kat EbevTo avtovs Ev THPHT Nboo ia. 


18 \\ Sree’, SN al 3N \ 2 
KQU érréBadov Tas XELPas €7l TOVS ATO- 


19 Ayyehos de Kuptov dua 


Ths vuKros jvorte TAS Odpas THs pudaknys, eEayaydv te avdtovs elze, *” ™ Tlopev- 


0 \ 6é dev > Ag ie a Wwe A , \ Qa7? a i lal 
€OUVE KAL DOTAUVEVTES QNELTE EV TQM LEep@ T@ a@ TAVTA TA Py aTa TYS NS 


n ch..4. 5, 6. 


dackov. 


< an > ‘ 7 
ravtns. 2% Anotaartes Sé cio_Oov bd Tov dpOpov eis 7d tepdv, Kat €dt- 


\ A 
Tlapayevdpevos 82 6 dpxiepeds Kal ot adv ait@ cuverddecay 7d ovvédptoy 


\ im N , la en sf oN Nie?) , ys > \ 8 yerea 
KL TAOAVY TYV YVEPOvoG Lav TWV VLWV Opan » KAL ATEOTELAAV ELS TO EO LWTYPLOV 


St. Luke is careful to mention 
See 


14, yovaindy] of women. 
the extension of the privileges of the Gospel to Women. 
above, i. 14, and ep. Introduction to St. Luke, p. 161. 

15. kara tas TA.] along the streets. Winer, § 49, p. 356. 

— KpaBdttav] So A, B, D, and other MSS., which seems to 
be preferable to kpaBBdrwy (Hiz.), for the first syllable in ‘ gra- 
batum’ is short. See Catull. x. 22. 

— kay] atleast. 2 Cor. xi. 16. 

— TMérpov 4 oxid] Peter’s shadow. From what is said in 
the verse following it would appear that cures actually ensued. 
The act itself of bringing the sick and laying them in the streets 
showed faith ; and it might please God to bless such an act in a 
special manner at that time, in order to give additional authority 
to the doctrine preached by St. Peter and the Apostles; and to 
show that they were in an extraordinary degree filled with the 
Holy Ghost recently poured out upon them on the Day of Pen- 
‘tecost. 

There was no cause for fear lest the people should regard the 
Apostles as sources of divine power, and not as channels: for 
Peter and the rest took care to obviate any such supposition. 
See iii. 13; xiv. 15. They assumed nothing to themselves, and 
ascribed all their efficiency to Christ. Indeed, these signs of a 
special outpouring of divine effluence were proofs of Christ’s 
Ascension, and were manifestations of His glory. They showed 
that He had received gifts to give to men; and that He had sent 
what He promised. These miracles therefore were confirmatory 
of the faith and courage of the Apostles. They showed that 
though absent from them in person, Christ was present in power 
(cp. Matt. xxviii. 20). Christ, when on earth, had shed forth 
divine virtue on those who touched with faith the hem of His 
garment (Matt. ix. 20; xiv. 36. Mark vi. 56. Luke viii. 44). 
And now that He is glorified in heaven, He works by the sha- 
dow of Peter, and by the handkerchiefs of Paul (Acts xix. 12). So 
He fulfils His own prophecy, that they who should believe in 
Him when glorified should do.greater works than He had done 
on earth (John xiv. 12), and He shows that they who touch Him 
by faith in His Word and Sacraments, duly ministered in His 
Church, may receive divine virtue from Him in their immortal 
souls. 

Besides, the incident related in these two cases is a remark- 
able proof of the reality of the miracles wrought by the Apostles. 
The works done by them must have made a great impression to 
have produced such a result. They were no¢ done in a corner. 
The sick were carried into the broad streets (mAaretas), and they 
were brought from the neighbouring cities, and were healed. 

16. mvevudtwy axabdprwy]| of unclean .spivits. Another re- 
markable testimony against the Sadducees, now assailing the 
Apostles. , 

(1) The Sadducees said, that there is no Resurrection. (Matt. 
xxii, 23.) Peter preached it, and proved his doctrine by miracles. 

(2) The Sadducees said, that there was no Angel. (Acts 
xxiii.8.) Peter was delivered by one (v. 19). 

(3) They said, that there was no Spirz¢. Peter was inspired 
by the Holy Spirit, defeated the lie of Ananias, whose heart was 
filled with the Evil Spirit (v. 3), and cast out unclean spirits. 

*So mercifully did the Holy Ghost confute error and teach 
the Truth. 

The following summary of some recent comments on St. Luke’s 
narrative of the liberation of the Apostles shows, that the same 
sceptical spirit, which animated the Sadducees in their persecu- 


tion of the Apostles, is still at work in endeavouring to invalidate 
the truth of the narrative which the Holy Ghost has vouchsafed 
to the Church of their sufferings and deliverances. ‘ Der histor- 
ische Bestand der wunderbaren Art und Weise dieser Befreiung 
ist nicht zu ermitteln. Luk. berichtet das Factum in sagenhafter 
Ausschmiickung ; jeder Versuch aber, die Umstande dieses Be. 
freiungsactes auf einen blos natiirlichen Hergang zurtickzufithren 
(ein Blitzschlag, oder ein Erdheben habe die Thiir geoffnet, oder, 
wie Thiess, Eck, Eichhorn, Eckerm. u. Heinrichs wollen, ein 
befreundeter Mensch, etwa der Gefangenwarter selbst oder ein 
beherzter Christ, habe den Kerker aufgethan) alterirt ganz die 
Tendenz und das Wesen des Textes. S. Storr Opusc. III. p. 
186 f. Auffallend bleibt, dass in den nachherigen Verhandlungen, 
v. 27 ff. nichts tiber diese Befreiung und deren Thatbestand 
vorkommt, Daraus ergiebt sich die Unvollstandigkeit des Berichts, 
nicht aber die Ungeschichtlichkeit der Thatsache selbst (Baur, 
Zeller), welche, wenn sie eine tendenzmassige Erfindung ware, 
gewiss auch im Verhore mit angebracht worden ware. Auch die 
scheinbare Nutzlosigkeit der Befreiung (denn die Apostel werden 
doch wieder festgenommen) zeugt nicht gegen ihre Wirklichkeit, 
da sie, zur Festigung und Erhebung des Glaubensmuthes der 
Apostel selbst gereichend, schon hierin eine geniigende ethische 
Bestimmung hat; dahingegen die Annahme, Christus habe durch 
seinen Engel dem Sanhedrin seine Machtlosigkeit darthun lassen 
wollen (Baumg. p. 108), nur dann hinreichenden Grund hatten, 
wenn der weitere Bericht dahin lautete, dass die Richter hier 
wirklich das Hingreifen himmlischer Macht in der Art der Be- 
freiung erkannt hatten. Lange apost. Zeitalt. If. 2, p. 68, fiihrt 
die Erscheinung auf einen vistondren Zustand zuriick ; die Apostel 
seien befreit worden ‘im Zustande des Geniuslebens, des zweiten 
Bewusstseins.’ Das ist eingelegt.”” (Meyer, p. 107.)- 

17. 7 ovoa alpecis THv Zaddovxatwy] they who were the sect 
of the Sadducees. On this use of 7 otoa, see Kiihner, G. G. 
429. (Meyer.) The words 7 otoa alpecis seem to intimate, that 
the Sadducean sect, as a body, rose up against the Apostles (A/f.). 
The Sadducees were attached to Annas, in persecuting the 
Apostles, by their prejudice against the doctrine of the Resur- 
rection, Ananias, afterwards High Priest, Son of Annas, and 
brother-in-law of Caiaphas, was a Sadducee. Joseph. Antiq. 
xx. 8: cf. Acts iv. 1; xxiii. 6. 

On the word aipeots = secta (from sequor), see xv. 5; xxiv. 
5; xxvi. 5; xxviil. 22. Constantine (in Eused. x. 5) calls the 
Christian Church, Thy kaboruchy, Thy ayordrny alpeoty. 

18. dnuocia] The public prison; and therefore the evidence of 
the miracle of their release was more notorious. So the malice 
of the Evil One was overruled for the glory of Christ. 

19. &yyeAos Kupiov] an angel of the Lord. Lest it should be 
said that this was an earthquake, or other natural phenomenon, 
St. Luke adds the words which the Angel spake. 

Lest also it should be thought by themselves or others, that 
they either might not communicate with the officers of the Temple, 
or were in antagonism to them, the Angel commands them to go 
and preach ¢here. ; 

On the frequency with which Angels appear in the History 
of the Acts of the Apostles, see below, xii. 15. 

21. bd Tov bpOpor] at daybreak—so zealous were they. 

— ouvédpiov—yepovolay] Concerning the ovyédpiov, or San- 
hedrim, see Acts iv. 5—7; xxii. 5; xxiii. 6, and on Matt. v. 22, 
and Winer, R. W. B. il. pp. 551, 552. 

The yepovota included mpeoBirepo: (see iv. 8; xxv. 15), 
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who were elected from each tribe, and were associated with the 
seventy of the Sanhedrim. See Selden, Rosenm., and Kuinoel. 

23. piaAaxas] Elz. adds Zw, not in A, B, D, E. 

—pé] A, B, D have em, which may be the true reading. 

24. 6 ce iepevs] A, B, D, Velg. and other Versions omit these 
words, perhaps rightly; 6 fepeds occurs nowhere else in N. T. 
for 6 apxiepeds, except perhaps Heb. x. 21. Cp. Heb. x. ll, 
where the MSS. vary between iepets and apxtepeds. 

— dé orparnyds Tod iepot] See Luke xxii. 52. Acts iv. 1. 

28. mapayyeAla mapnyyetAauey] Cp. on iv. 17, ametAg amet- 
Anoodmcba. 

— 7 ovduatt T.—Tod avOpdrov T.] This name; this man. 
The priests falter and stammer, and do not venture to pronounce 
the Name of Christ. Peter utters it boldly v. 30. 

It has been alleged (e.g. by Zeller, see above, v. 16) that 
it is incredible that, after the miracle wrought for the deliverance 
of the Apostles, the Sanhedrim should have continued to perse- 
cute them. And thence an exception has been taken against the 
veracity of St. Luke. 

This objection would invalidate the History of the Old Tes- 
tament as well as of the Gospel. After God’s wonders wrought 
in Egypt, Pharaoh’s heart is hardened; and even after their de- 
liverance from Egypt, and the miracles which God worked for 
them in the wilderness, the Israelites rebelled against Him. See 
the note on Matt. xv. 33. 

So it is in the Gospel. The Sanhedrim confessed, ‘‘ this man 
doeth many miracles’’ (John xi. 47), and yet they who say this 
ave conspiring to kill Him Who wrought them. 

Consider also the stoning of St. Paul at Lystra (Acts xiv. 19), 
after the miracle he had wrought there. 

The solution of the supposed difficulty is to be found in the 
power of Satan over the human mind,—a power sometimes exer- 
cised on the mind even of Expositors of the Scriptures,—when it 
resists the evidence of truth, and is abandoned by the Holy Spirit, 
and is left to itself. 

Besides, from the dominion then exercised by Satan in the 
world, and showing itself in lying wonders, the evidence from 
miracles was not so potent as might be supposed. The miracles 


of Christ and His Apostles were ascribed to the same agency as 
that which showed itself in Magic and Sorcery, even among the 
Heathen, and were confounded with their phenomena. (Cp. 
Blunt, Lectures, p. 126.) So it will be hereafter; see the pro- 
phecies of Christ and the Apostles as to the Latter Days, Matt. 
xxiv. 24. 2 Thess. ii. 9. 

Another reason has been suggested above, on iv. 1. 

But why (it has been asked by Zeller) were the Apostles 
delivered from prison, if on the next day they were to be arrested 
and brought before the Sanhedrim? Was not the miracle in vain ? 

No; it was a part of the evidence that God was pleased to 
give to the Jews, and particularly to their Rulers, of the truth of 
the Doctrine preached by the Apostles. It was a probationary 
exercise of their faith. Doubtless, though some hardened their 
hearts, others were persuaded. And so the work of sifting of the 
Nation went on, till the wheat was made ready for the barn, and 
the chaff for the fire. 

— kab Bovrccbe} and ye desire to bring this man’s blood upon 
us! The language of alarm, as Chrys. says, ‘‘ Dost thou scourge |, 
and yet fear? Insult, and yet tremble? Judge, and yet quake? 
So cowardly is sin,’’ 

They had forgotten that all the people had said (Matt. xxvii, 
25), ‘‘ His blood be upon us, and upon our children.” (Bede.) 

80. gvAou] dree. Hebr. yy. Cp. x. 39. Gal. iii, 13. 

31. tpwoe rH deta] Vou lifted Him up on the Cross (cp, 
John iii. 14), God raised Him to His own Right Hand. Cp. 
above, ii. 33. 

33. diemplovro] they were being cut asunder in heart, as by a saw 
(mpiwv), ‘ dissecabantur’ (Vulg.), mucp&s exadrématvoy (Gloss. Alb.). 

34. TauwadinA] Gamaliel. The Master of St. Paul (Acts xxii. 
3). Gamaliel the elder, the grandson of the famous Hillel. 

It is observable that three persons bearing this name, Gama- 
liel, are mentioned in the Talmud; and all bore the name of 
Rabban, a title given only to four other doctors in Jewish history, 
and all were Presidents of the Council. See Lightfoot and 
Rosenm. Biscoe, p. 77. 

These circumstances strengthen what will be said concerning 
Theudas in the following note. 


1 Tn Caten. here, p. 93, where for 2b Barifers kai ob poy read XV paorifers (sce v. 40); the confusion arose from the similarity of 


f and wu in the MS, 


62 


ACTS V. 37—42. VI. 1. 


Qevdas, Méyov evar twa éavtdv, 6 TpoceKMOyn avdpv dpilpos ws TeTpa- 
koolav: ds drnpéOn, Kat mdvres door erelovto adt@ SiehVOnoar, Kal eyevovTo 
eis o0S&. 37 Mera todrov dvéotn “IovSas 6 Tadtdatos, év tais yuépaus THs 
dmoypadhs, Kat dméatyoe adv tkavdv driow adtod: Kdkelvos amddeTo, Kat 


w Prov, 21. 30. 
Tsa. 8. 10. 
Matt. 15. 13. 


x ch. 9. 5, 
& 23. 9. 


, y oe 4 Se s , 6 
TOVTES OOOL eet Govto aAvuTw@ LEO KOPTILO Noa. 
oes: Cia. Se) ay ee , , Wo Sue Sin PEP ee 2\ 7 €& av0 pd 
ATOOTYTE ATO TWV avOpoTav TOUTWY, KAL EAD ATE AVTOVS® OTL EAV NE Qv PO@TeV 


i) Bovh} avtn, } TS epyov TodTo, KatadvOyoeTar 


lal (pate. 
3 Kai ta viv éyo vew, 


b) ~ 2 > 
89 x ei §€ é€x Ocovd EaTW, OV 


, a ae , \ s G én 
dvvac be KaTAaNUG al QUTO’ KYTOTE KAL Ocopayou EUPE NTE. 


y ch. 4. 18. 
z Matt. 10. 17. 


“w SS 3 la , 
40 ¥°’ EmetoOnoav de QUTO; Kal TpOTKAhET aLEVOL Tovs aToaToONoUs, * deipavTes 


, NN ) NaNew émt TO OVS DI v i améAvoay avrTov 
mapyyyerav pn adelv rt TO Gvdpate TOV Inoov, Kat amehvo S. 


a Matt. 5. 10—12. 
Rom. 5. 3. 

2 Cor. 12. 10. 
Phil. 1. 29. 
James 1. 2. 

1 Pet. 4. 13—16. 
b 2 Tim. 4. 2. 


ech. 9. 29, 
& 11. 20. 
dch. 4. 35. 


Tod dvopatos KaTnE@bynoav atyracOnvar 
3 > > > 4 , ‘\ b) , > la) AS i? 

KaT olkov, ovK éravovTo SiddoKovtes Kat evayyehilopevor Incovy Tov Xprotov. 
VI. + ?Ev 8€ rats jwépats Tadtais tANOvvdvTwr TaV palyTaov, EyéveTO yoyyu- 
SS C lal e la X\ N € i y a la a a ) 

opos ° Tay E\yvictav mpds Tovs “EBpatovs, or. wapefewpodvro “ é&v 7H Ova- 


36. Ocidas] Theudas. St. Luke has been charged with an 
historical error here (by Eichhorn, Credner, De Wette, Meyer, 
and even Neander), because it is related by Josephus (Ant. xx. 
5. 1) that an insurrection was headed by Theudas, in the reign of 
Claudius, and Procuratorship of Fadus, more than den years after 
this speech of Gamailiel. 

On the plea of this supposed error, others (Baur and Zeller) 
have proceeded to deny the historical veracity of the speech of 
Gamaliel altogether. 

The inaccuracy would be more glaring,—if inaccuracy there 
were, —because it is asserted by Gamaliel that the revolt of the 
Theudas mentioned here by him was before “the days of the 
taxing ;’’ which took place only about ten years after the Nativity 
of Christ. See on Luke ii. 2. 

In fact, if the allegation of inaccuracy were true, St. Luke 
must have committed an anachronism of more than thirty years. 

But there is no ground at all for such a surmise. The cir- 
cumstances of the two cases were very different. 

The Theudas here mentioned had only about 400 followers, 
who rpoceKkAlOnoay avtg—a very gentle expression,—but the 
Theudas in Josephus metOe. roy mAEtoTOv bxAov. They were two 
different persons. 

The name Theudas was a common Hebrew one (see Origen, 
c. Cels. i. 6, and Wetstein here), from mn, confessio. ‘Two 
persons bearing that name are mentioned by Lightfoot here 
(ii. p. 657). Indeed it is probably either the same name as T’had- 
deus and Judas (see Lightfoot and cp. Mintert in v.); or, if it is 
a Greek name, it is identical with OcdSwpos—a very common ap- 
pellation. There were two Apostles at the same time bearing the 
name of Judas; and two also bearing the name of John; and at 
least three persons of distinction, living nearly at the same time, 
bearing the name of the speaker ‘himself, Gamaliel. Why then 
should any one be led, by the Critics above mentioned, to doubt 
the assertion, reported by St. Luke, that, in an age when such 
impostors were plentiful, there was more than one named Theudas 
within a space of forty years? If the Pharisee Josephus is to be 
believed when he writes of one Theudas, why should the Pharisee 
Gamaliel not be believed when he speaks of another ? 

Such doubts as these, however, have their use. They show, 
that there are many persons, of some reputation for critical acumen, 
who are in love with scepticism, and doubt for doubting’s sake. 
Their doubts are, therefore, of less value, and will have less 
weight with reasonable men. Thus Infidelity often overleaps 
itself, and confirms the Truth. 

— Aéywr civan tiva éovtdy] saying that he himself was some- 
body, for A€ywy ecivartis abtos péyas. Some MSS. add pé-yar (so 
also viii. 9). Very different was the language of Ignatius (ad 
Ephes. iii.), ob Siardooouu buiv, ds by T1s. On this use of tvs = 
some one (aliquis), see Winer, p. 153, and below, note on Gal. i. 7. 

— mpocekrtOn] consented to; literally, imclined to, being 
swayed by him. This reading is authorized—though not lite- 
ratim—by the best MSS., A, B, C, D, E, H, none of which have 
mpoveKoAAnOn, the reading of Elz. 

87. “lovdas 6 TadsAatos, év Tais huepas Tis amoypapys| Judas 
is called here a Galile@an, but Josephus (Ant. xviii. 1. 1) calls 
him a&ydpa Tavaavirny. And if that had been the only passage of 
Josephus in which Judas was mentioned, St. Luke would, doubt- 
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less, have been charged with an inaccuracy here also by some 
sceptical expositors. But, fortunately, Judas is mentioned in an- 
other place by Josephus; and there he is called a Galilean 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 5.2. B. J. ii. 8. 1). 

Similarly, if Josephus had written more fully on the times 
preceding Judas, doubtless he would have mentioned another 
Theudas. See v. 36. In the present case, Gamaliel and St. Luke 
are confirmed by Josephus (Ant. xviii. 1. 1; xx. 5.2. B. J. ii. 
9. 1), and St. Luke’s words ‘‘in the days of the taxing,’’ are 
happily explained by the fact recorded by the Jewish Historian, 
that, in the presidency of Quirinius, a.p. 6, when the Taxing, 
which had been only an aroypapy, or Enrolment of names, or 
Census, at the time of the Nativity (see on Luke ii. 2), was fol- 
lowed up by an amortiunors, or levying of imposts and rates in 
money on the persons and property registered, Judas of Galilee 
(as he is called here, and by Josephus, Ant. xviii. 1. 6, and xx. 5. 
2), or Gaulanites (of Gamala, on s.z. of the sea of Galilee), arose 
in revolt, and said that ‘the dmoriunois brought with it manifest 
slavery” to the people of God from a heathen power; and he 
excited the people to rise in defence of their freedom and religion. 

The words of Josephus (Ant. xviii. 1. 1) are, raphy Kuphyios eis 
Thy lovdalav, mpocOhkny Tis Suplas yevouervny, amoT tuna dmevos 
avtay Tas ovglas ... of Se, Kalmep Td Kat apxds ev Sew Hée- 
povtes Thy ém) Tals Gmoypadais axpdacw, tbroxatéBnoay.... 
kal &metiuwy xphuata. “lovdas 5&, TavAavirns dvyp... 
amelyeTo em arooTdcel, K.T.A. 

41. wey otv] however. A very frequent formula in the: Acts 
of the Apostles, with which the Author sums up what he has to 
say on the topic in hand, and prepares his readers for a transition 
to something else. See viii. 4; ix. 31; xi. 19; xv. 3; xvi. 5. 

— tmép Tod dvduatos| in behalf of the Name. So A, B, 
C, D, and other MSS. Elz. adds avrod. A remarkable ex- 
pression. Cp. v. 28, and 3 John 7. The Name of Jesus in the 
Acts of the Apostles is what the Name of Jenovan is in the 
Old Testament. See ii. 38; iii. 6.26; iv. 10. 13. 30. Cp. 
650s, the Way, ix. 2; xix. 9. 

42. kat’ olxov] at home, in their private oratory. See above, 
on ii. 46. 

— “Inooty tov Xpiordy] ‘ Jesus the Christ ;’ i.e. they preached 
Him as such. 


Cu. VI. 1. yoyyvouss] a murmuring. An example of evil 
made an occasion of good. The Church, guided by the Holy 
Spirit, grows by danger and difficulty. See Introduction, p. 11. 
“ Kcclesiz proprium est, ut vincat, cum leditur.” (Hilary, de 
Trin. vii.) 

A prelude of Church-History. ‘‘ Persecutiones primim passa 
est Ecclesia; deinde schismata.” (Lorin. 

— tay EXdnviotay] of the Hellenists. Not Gentiles (Qcu- 
men.), but Jews of the various dispersions mingled with the Gen- 
tiles in Asia and Egypt (see above, on ii. 9, and below, ix. 29, and 
John xii. 20), and who spoke the Greek tongue, ‘EAAnvoT) 
Ppbeyyéuevot (Chrys., who contrasts them with the Bade?s 
‘E8pator), and did not use the original Hebrew Bible, but the 
Septuagint Version of the Old Testament. See Grot. and Valck., 
and Gilass., Phil. 8. p. 149, and particularly Lighifoot’s excellent 
note here (ii. pp. 658—662), and Weistein (p. 490), in which 
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numerous examples are adduced of rivalries and jealousies on 
the part of the Hebrews, disparaging the Hellenistic language, 
ae and population. (Cp. John vii. 35, also Biscoe, pp. 85 
—9l. 

On the other hand, some of the most learned Hellenistic 
vate (e.g. Philo) did not know Hebrew. Cp. Howson, i. pp. 
47. 83. 

— Tovs ‘EBpatovs] the Hebrews. Jews, specially of Palestine, 
who spoke the Syro-Chaldaic tongue, and read the Scriptares in 
Hebrew, or in Chaldaic paraphrases, and who claimed to themselves 
special privileges’ on account of their Hebrew extraction. Cp. 
2 Cor. xi. 22, “EBpatol cior; kayd. Phil. iii. 5, “EBpatos é€ 
‘EBpatwv. 

— TapeDewpovvto ai xipar avtay] their Widows were being 
neglected. See below, ix. 39—41. 

On the status of the xfjpa:, or Widows, in the primitive 
Church, see notes on | Tim. v. 3—16. 

2—6. mporkarerdmevor of S45cKa T) TAHOOS| the Twelve having 
called together the People. A pattern of the true principles of 
Church Polity. The Twelve convene the 7A7@0s, or People, and 
propose what is to be done; the People approve the proposal 
(v. 5), and elect seven persons, who are presented to the Apostles, 
and are ordained by them. Cp. Hooker, Eccl. Polity, VIII. vii. 

— of bddexa] The Twelve Apostles therefore were still at 
Jerusalem. Cp. viii. 1. 

2. ov1 apectdv] It does not please. ‘Non placet”’ (Rosenm.); 
the Apostles omit 7juiy in modesty; and to make the assertion 
more general. Cf. v. 5, Hpecev, and xii. 3, and John viii. 29. 

— rtpaméCais] tables. Not for money-changing (as Matt. xxi. 
12, and Luke xix. 23), but public tables of the Church ; for efyoy 
&mayta kowd (ii. 44; iv. 32), at which the widows were fed. Cp. 
the use of rpdire(a, Acts xvi. 34. 1 Cor. x. 21. The daily minis- 
tration did not consist in distributing money, but food. 

It is probable that the Holy Eucharist was administered 
at these daily repasts. See Bp. Pearson here, who observes that 
these tpdme(ar were partly common and also sacred: ‘ hoc est, 
in communi convictu, sacramentum Eucharistiz celebrabant.” 

8—6. emiokdyacbe odyv—tas xetpas] Look ye out, therefore, 
brethren, men of yourselves, well reputed, seven, full of the Holy 
Ghost and wisdom, whom we may set over this exigency (xpetas). 
The Apostles do not disparage this business of relieving the poor 
widows; it is a xpela, an urgent need. But we will continue 
constantly in prayer and in the ministry of the Word—the 
special duty of Apostles, and Bishops of the Church. Up to this 
time there were two Orders of Ministers in the Church,—Aypostles 
and Presbyters (see on Luke x. 1); now, under the direction of 
the Holy Ghost, the Apostles institute a third Order—that of 
Deacons. 

The institution of this Order arose from an occasion of a 
secular kind, though not altogether so; for the Tables were in 
some respects sacred (see on v. 2); and, as Bp. Pearson here 
observes, the office to which these seven were appointed was not 
only ceconomical, but ecclesiastical. Men full of the Holy Ghost 
and wisdom were chosen (v. 3), and they were ordained with prayer 
and laying on of hands of the Apostles (v. 6); and having been 
so chosen and ordained, they performed the sacred functions of 
baptizing and preaching the Word (Acts viii. 36. 38); but they 
are distinguished from the Apostles, in that they could not ad- 
minister Confirmation (viii. 14, 15). 

On the necessity of the Order of Deacons, as well as of 
Bishops and Presbyters, to the due constitution of a Church, 
S. Ignatius says, ad Trallianos 3, mdvres évtpemécOwoay Tovds 
Sitakdvous...kol roy emlokomoy...rovs St mpeg But épovus’ 
xuwpis TobTwy exxrAnola ob Kadcirat. 

These Seven are not here called by the name which the 
Church in the time of the Apostles, and ever since, has assigned 
to the third Order of Ministers, viz. the name of Deacons. 

But this is according to the ordinary manner of the writer of 
the Acts of the Apostles. We do not hear of the imposition of 
the word Ecclesia on the Society of believers (see above, ii. 47; 
vy. 11; and see on the word xpiotiavol, xi. 26). But the Society is 
formed first, and then a name (not a new word, but one already 
in use in the Greek language) is used in speaking of it. 


So it was with all the Three Orders in the Church. First the 
thing existed ; there was no display made in giving it a name— 
but a word is used to describe the thing, already received and 
practised in the Church. A striking instance of this may be seen 
in the first mention of mpeourepor, xi. 30, where we find that 
they have been already installed, and were exercising authority in 
the Church, before we have ever heard of their name. 

So it is here. Seven men are appointed, and it is said, not 
without some prophetic intimation of their future name, that 
their office is Siaxovety (v. 2), diaxovety tpamé(ars. The manner 
of their election and ordination is carefully described ; their func- 
tions and acts are recorded. And so the matter rests for a time. 
But when we come to read the Hpistles of St. Paul, we find an 
order of the Church in well-defined existence, and with functions 
fully recognized—and that Order is there called, by a name then 
generally known, the Order of Deacons (Phil. i. 1. 1 Tim. iii. 
8. 12), and that Order can be traced downward from those 
Epistles through the writings of the early Fathers, e. g. Jgnat. 
Eph. 2, Mag.«2, Trall. 2, where he says that ‘‘ Deacons are not 
merely ministers of food and drink, but servants of the Church of 
God;’’ Philad. init. and 10, 11; Polye. Phil. 5; Mart. Ignat. 3; 
Justin M. Apol. ii. p. 92; Origen in Matt. xxi., who says, ‘we 
learn from the Acts of the Apostles that Deacons preside over 
the Tables of the Church.” Cp. Basil, ii 306, mepl diakdver. 
Jerome, ad Evangel. Hpist. 101, p. 803; Tertullian, de fuga, 
ce. 11; S. Cyprian, Ep. 65. See Bingham, Book ii. chap. xv., 
and the remarks of Hughes, Dissert. Procem. in Chrys. de Sacer- 


| dot. p. Ixxi. 


No other time has ever been assigned for the appointment of 
Deacons, than the occasion which is described in this Chapter, and 
which has been regarded from ancient times as the date of their 
institution. See for example, S. Jren. i. 27, who calls Nicolas 
one of the Seven “qui primi ad diaconium ab Apostolis or- 
dinati sunt,’’ and so Eused. H. EH. ii. 1. As By. Pearson says 
here, “dd Tod Siakovety dicti sunt Sidicovor, de quibus sepe in 
Epistolis Apostolicis legimus ; quorum officium nullibi quam in 
hoe loco (Act. vi. 1) legitur institutum. Ut autem hi septem 
viri Apostolis adjuncti sunt in procurando ministerio quotidiano, 
ita in primitiva Ecclesia Diaconi semper Episcopis, Apostolorum 
successoribus, adjuncti sunt.” 

Accordingly the Caurcu of ENGLAND, which declares that 
“it is evident unto all men, diligently reading the Holy Scripture, 
and ancient Authors, that from the Apostles’ time there have 
been these Orders in Christ’s Church,— Bishops, Priests, and 
Deacons” (Preface to the Ordinal), says, in the heading of this 
Chapter in the Authorized Version, that “the Apostles appoint 
to the office of deaconship seven chosen men, of whom Stephen, 
a man full of faith and of the Holy Ghost, is one;’’ and in her 
office for the Ordering of Deacons she says, that “‘ God did inspire 
the Apostles to choose into the Order of Deacons the first martyr 
St. Stephen with others ;’’? and she appoints the beginning of 
this chapter of the Acts to be read as an Epistle at the Ordering 
of Deacons. Cp. Hooker, V. Ixxviii. 5, and Bp. Andrewes, 
Serm. iii. p. 66, on Acts ii. 42, and Letter to De Moulin, p. 168. 

8. éxrd] seven. Not tbat the number of Deacons was to be 
limited to seven (cf. Huseb. vi. 43), but probably as being a sacred 
number, and perhaps as indicating the completion of the Hccle- 
siastical Orders; and with reference also to the Sevenfold gifts of 
the Spirit (Isa. xi. 2). 

5. Srépavov, x.7.A.] Stephen. The names here of the Seven 
are Hellenistic, and show a deference to the desires and needs of 
the “EAAnuiorat (v. 1). 

S. Ireneus (iii. 12) says that “Stephanus electus est ab 
Apostolis primus Diaconus,”’ and S. Avg. (Serm. 300) observes 
that St. Stephen is named first among the Deacons, as Peter is 
among the Apostles,—a significant intimation of his view of the 
nature of St. Peter’s Primacy. 

— $idimmov] Philip; the Evangelist, Acts xxi. 8. 
5, 6.12. 26—40. Tillemont, ii. p. 30. 226. 

The Acts of the two first-mentioned Deacons, Stephen and 
Philip, are hereafter described in this Book (chaps. vi., vii., and 
viii.) as specimens of what was done by Deacons in primitive 


Cp. viii. 


| times, and as an example to Deacons of all times; in the same 
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way as the Acés of the two Apostles, Peter and Paul, are described 
in this Book as specimens of the Acts of all the Apostles, and as 
examples to Bishops and Priests in all times. 

— Nixddaos] Nicolas; holding the last place in the catalogue, 
and charged with heresy and licentiousness by S. Zreneus (i. 27), 
S. Hippol. (Philosophumena, p. 259), and by Tertullian, 8. 
Hilary, S. Jerome, and others, and identified by them with the 
leader of the Nicolaitans. See Rev. ii. 6. 14,15. Tillemont, 
Mémoires, ii. 20 and 223. 

It has been supposed by some that the word Nicolaitan in 
the Apocalypse is only a Greek accommodation to the Hebrew 
Balaam, ova, from root 5y2, dominatus est, or v2, devoravit, and 
ny, populus. The charges against Nicolas have been denied by 
Clem. Alex. Strom. iii. p. 436. Cp. Eused. iii. 29. 

If they are true, then the case of the last in the list of the 
Seven Deacons may convey similar instruction to that suggested 
by the last in the list of the Twelve Apostles. See on Matt. 
x. 4. 

— mpoondvtoy] a proselyte. Hence it is clear that Proselytes 
as well as born Jews were now admitted into the Church. It is 
probable that the Author of the Acts himself was also ‘‘a Prose- 
lyte of Antioch.”’ See above, Introduction to his Gospel. 

On the providential dispensation traceable in the existence 
of the class of Proselytes of the Gate, as a preparatory provision 
for the extension of the Gospel, see the excellent remarks in 
Bp. Pearson’s Concio, p. 32. 

6. éréOnnav o. T. xeipas] ‘“* Ordination”? (savs Ammon.) ‘is 
accompanied with Prayer and Laying-on of hands, and so the 
dignity of the Diaconate was given at the beginning ; and this 
custom is still observed.” 

They were ordained with Prayer. Ordination consists in 
this. The hand of him who ordains is laid upon the head of him 
who is to be ordained; but the effect of the act is from God. 
Chrys. 

Precibus impositio manuum accedebat, more Judeorum 
(Num. xxvii. 23), ut demonstrarent dernricés pro quo preca- 
rentur, et cui bona apprecarentur, et quem sisterent Deo. Hine 
fiuxit ille ritus, quem Greeci xepotoviay, Latini Ordinationem 
vocant. Quod enim hic fecerunt Apostoli, idem Episcopi postea, 
tum in Presbyteris, tum in Diaconis, ordinandis. Rosenmiiller. 

7. 6 Adyos nitave] the Word was increasing. Remark the 
imperfect tense ; even under persecution the word was growing. 
God elicited good from evil. There had been a murmuring (v. 1), 
but it was made the occasion of fresh growth in the Church. Such 
is the History of the Church, guided by the Holy Ghost. She 
derives strength from opposition. One of the most instructive 
characteristics of the Acts of the Apostles is its frequent record of 
the Victories achieved by her over evil and from it. See Intro- 
duction above, pp. 7—11. : 

— bxAos Tay iepéwy] a great multitude of the Priests were 
becoming obedient to the faith. The number of Priests who re- 
turned from Babylon was 4289 (Ezra ii. 36—3%); it would pro- 
bably be greater now. (Alford.) 


So A, B, D, and others. Elz. riorews. 
The Talmudists reckon 480 
Lightfoot, i. p. 362; ii. 


8. xdpiros] grace. 

9. AiBeptivwy] of Libertines. 
different Synagogues at Jerusalem. 
p. 664. 

St. Luke distinguishes the name of this Synagogue from the 
following names, which are geographical, by prefixing the words 
THs Aeyouevns. If the word Libertini had been designed, as 
some suppose, to describe the inhabitants of a country, he would 
hardly have described them as he does. The A:Beprivot, libertini, 
were Jewish freedmen of Rome and Italy, ‘Papato: aredevOepw- 
dévres (Chrys.), descendants of some who had been carried away 
captive to Rome by Pompey. See Philo (legat. ad Caium, ii. p. 568), 
who mentions many Jews inhabiting the Trans-tiberine region at 
Rome; and adds that ‘Pwuato: joay of mAclous dmeAcvdepwheyTes. 
Tacitus (Annal. ii. 85) speaks of ‘‘ quattuor Millia libertini 
generis, Judaicd superstitione infecta.” Cp. below, xvili. 2; 
xxviii. 17. 

— Kupnvatwy nal “Adrckaydpéwy] of Cyrenians and Alexan- 
drines. A fourth part of the population of Cyrene consisted of 
Jews (Joseph. Ant. xiv. 7. 2; xvi. 6.1), and three of the five 
districts of Alexandria were occupied by them. Joseph. Ant. 
xiv. 7. 2; xiv. 10. 1; xix. 5.2. (Meyer.) 

Perhaps we may explain the presence of these Hellenists at 
Jerusalem at this time, by the supposition that it was now some 
great Festival,—probably the Passover, when they came up to 
Jerusalem; and when many of the Jews would be in a more 
excited state of zeal for the Law, and against the Gospel. 

— ard Kiduclas] of Cilicia. Perhaps Saul of Tarsus in Cilicia 
(xxi. 39; xxi. 3) was among them. Cp. Wieseler, p. 63. 

— ’Actas] Asia: namely, Proconsular Asia or Lydia, and its 
neighbourhood, of which Ephesus was the pytpdmoais. See ii. 9. 

Li. iwéBadrov &vdpas| they suborned men. The incidents of 
the arraignment, trial, and death of S¢. Stephen the Deacon, and 
First Martyr of Christ, present a striking resemblance to those 
of Jesus Curist Himself, “the faithful and true Martyr” 
(Rev. i. 5; iii. 14). See below, v. 13, and on vii. 59, 60. 

12. +d cuvédpiov] the Sanhedrim; consisting of &pxzepeis, 
mpecRvrepot, and ypapyparets, and usually assembled under the 
presidency of the High Priest, sat in the conclave, or chamber 
called nia (Gazith), on the south side of the Temple. Whether 


it continued to sit there at this time is not certain. The members 
of the Council were arranged in a semicircle, the President oc- 
cupying the seat in the middle point of the curve. See the 
authorities in Winer, R. W. B. ii. p. 552. 

18, 14. 6 &Opwros ottos—Mwiohs] This man ceaseth not 
speaking words against this holy place and the Law. A similar 
charge of blasphemy had been made against Christ, Mark xiv. 
56. 58. Cp. Matt. xxvi. 61. John ii. 19. 21. 

This accusation is the clue to the interpretation of St. Ste- 
phen’s speech in the following chapter.—Elz. adds BAdconpa 
after phuara, but it is not in A, B, C, D. 

— Mwioijs] Moses. Kmphatic; and reserved as such for the 
| last word in the sentence, 
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Exod. 34. 30, 


15. apdcwmov ayyédou] the face of an angel. O prima ovis, 
pugnans in medio luporum, sequens, non adhuc perveniens ad 
Dominum; et jam amicus est Angelorum! Quam manifesté 
familiaris Angelis erat amicus, qui in medio luporum ut Angelus 
parebat. Coepit tanquam So/e illustratus Justilie ita splendere, ut 
humanam speciem non haberet ipsis inimicis. Serm. 214, in 
Append. Aug. v. p. 2900. For Sermons on his Martyrdom, cf. 
ibid. pp. 2892—2911, and Augustine, Opera, Serm. 314—319, and 
S. Tren. iii. 12. Gregor. Nyssen. de Stephano, iii. p. 357. 
Asterius, Orat. xii. p. 288. Tillemont, Mémoires, pp. 1—-4, and 
see below, notes at the end of the next chapter. 


Cu. VII. 1, 2. ‘O d¢ 7] Preniminary Nore on the Seventh 
Chapter. 

The Spexcu of Sr. Srepnen before the Jewish Sanhedrim 
at Jerusalem may be regarded as the first Christian ‘‘ Apologia 
contra Judzos.” 

On this Oration it may be premised, _ 

First, that_it cannot be understood unless it be regarded as 
the language of the Hoty Guost (see vi. 10; vii. 55), speaking 
by the mouth of St. Stephen, and replying, not only to the words, 
but also to the thoughts of his hearers. lt is full of indirect and 
allusive refutations of Error, and of similar assertions of Truth, 
concerning Jesus Christ, Who is always present to the mind of 
the speaker, though—for fear of provoking some blasphemous 
expressions from his exasperated audience, and of being checked 
in his speech by an outbreak of their rage—he never mentions 
His Name, till at length it bursts forth in his dying ejaculation, 
“ Lorp JESUS, receive my spirit” (v. 59). 

This speech is of inestimable value, as a divinely-inspired 
Summary of Old Testament History; and as a divinely-inspired 
Commentary upon it; and as teaching the world, on the authority 
of the Holy Ghost, how that History is to be read; especially 
with regard to Christ and Christianity. 

St. Stephen, the Hellenist and Deacon of the Christian 
Church, is arraigned before the Jewish Sanhedrim, who would 
have restrained God’s favours to particular persons (viz. them- 
selves and their own nation) and to a particular place, viz. Jeru- 
salem. They charged him with contempt of the Temple and 
Law, which were contessedly of Divine Institution; and with 
asserting that Jesus of Nazareth would destroy their Holy Place, 
and ‘‘change those customs’”’ which Moses, the Lawgiver dele- 
gated by God, had delivered to them (vi. 14). 

St. Luke distinctly says that these charges were false (see vi. 
13); and St. Stephen retorts them on his accusers. 

The following is a ParapHRaAsE of the Speech :— 

St. Stephen shows that the presence and grace of God is not 
limited to Judea; that the ‘‘ God of glory appeared to Abraham, 
our Father; and thus St. Stephen affirms that he himself—a 
Christian, is a son of Abraham (see also vv. 11, 12)—God, he 
says, appeared to Abraham, not in Judea, but when a stranger 
in a heathen land, Mesopotamia. Abraham, the Father of the 
Faithful, was, in fact, a foreigner. And in ¢his land, Judea, 
which they regarded as the special abode of God, Almighty God 
appeared to Abraham before any Temple existed, or any sacrifice 
was offered at Jerusalem, and He did not give to Abraham, “the 
friend of God,’’ ‘the father of the faithful,’’ even ‘‘so much land 
as to set his foot on.’’ God said, also, that the promised seed would 
be foreigners in a stranye land, and be in bondage there; and 
that afterwards they would come out and serve God in this place. 

All these promises, he shows, were independent of, and prior 
to, the Levitical Law. They were made before Abraham received 
the seal of czreumcision; by which Infants of eight days old were 
admitted into covenant with God under the Law (v. 8). 

He then shows that the practice of particular persons, espe- 
cially of their own ancestors and of themselves, is no safe measure 
and rule of what is right in the eyes of God; and thus he tacitly 
replies to their imaginations, that because Jesus of Nazareth, 
claiming to be the Messiah, had been rejected and put to death 
by themselves, the seed of Abraham, the favoured people, the 
ministers of God’s Temple, therefore Jesus was justly condemned 
and punished. For, says St. Stephen, the Patriarchs themselves, 
being filled with envy, sold Joseph their brother into Egypt! ; as 


you for envy delivered Christ to Pilate (Matt. xxvii. 18). They 
rejected Joseph as you have rejected Jesus. 
But God was with Joseph as He was with Jesus. He de- 


livered Joseph from all his afflictions, as He delivered Jesus from 
the grave; He made Joseph ruler of Pharaoh’s house, as He has 
exalted Jesus with His own right hand to be ruler of His Church 
and of the world. And when a great dearth and famine came on 
the land, then Joseph — the despised and rejected Joseph—sold by 
his brethren the Patriarchs, in whose name you glory so much, 
Joseph—not in Judea, your favoured land—no, but in Egypt, 
heathen Egypt—he fed Jacob and the Patriarchs there. And in 
due time—not at first—he was made known to his brethren; as 
you in God’s good time and by His grace may look on your 
brother Whom ye have pierced (Zech. xii. 10), and Who fed the 
bodies of five thousand with a word, and Who in His Word and 
Sacraments is providing for the immortal souls of all true Israel- 
ites, in what you regard as little better than a heathen Egypt, 
viz. the Christian Church, now open to you and to all nations, 
who hunger for the bread of life; and so all the world may be 
reconciled and meet together in a fraternal embrace in the true 
Joseph, Christ Jesus. 

Jacob and the Patriarchs died—not in Canaan, but in Egypt 
—and the bones of the Patriarchs were taken from Egypt and 
were buried, not in Egypt it is true, but yet not in Machpelah at 
Hebron, the royal, priestly city in Judea, where those of Abra- 
ham, Isaac, and Jacob lie. And therefore, although it be very 
fitting that those of the same family should be buried together,— 
yet do not imagine that the sanctity and blessedness of a peaceful 
death and burial are limited to a particular spot. No; the bones 
of the Patriarchs themselves were taken to a place which you now 
abhor, and to which you now give an opprobrious name (see on 
John iv. 5)—Sychem—not a Jewish city—but one which belongs 
to those with whom you will have ‘‘no dealings ” (John iv. 9) —the 
Samaritans. 

That place itself, Sychem, was originally the property of 
heathens. It was not an inheritance of Abraham; he had no 
inheritance in Canaan, but it was purchased by him for money of 
those who were uncircumcised. (See v. 16.) 

In course of time Moses, our great Lawgiver, was born, and 
was exceeding fair (v. 20), as Christ is fairer than the children of 
men (Ps. xly. 3). Moses was not born in Canaan, but in Egypt, 
and he did not scorn to be a learner in all the wisdom of that 
country (v. 22); and so was an example to you, who despise all 
foreign learning, especially the Hellenistic literature. 

The Holy Spirit, speaking by St. Stephen, now proceeds to 
answer their thoughts concerning Christ, by reference to the his- 
tory of their own divinely appointed Lawgiver Moses. In speak- 
ing of Moses he tacitly refers to Christ (cp. Acts iii. 22); and 
while we hear what he says of Moses, we may understand him as 
speaking of Christ, 

When forty years were fulfilled, Moses came to visit his 
people, as Christ after forty days was presented in the Temple, 
and is come in the fulness of time to visit you; and when Moses 
saw an Israelite in distress he delivered him, as Christ has de- 
livered those who were afflicted and oppressed by the devil (Acts 
x. 38). But the brethren of Moses understood not his mission ; 
as Christ came to His own and His own received Him not (John 
i. 11). And when Moses would have reconciled them they re- 
sented it, and said, ‘‘ Who made thee a Ruler and a Judge over 
us?’’ And so you have dealt with Christ, Who desired to unite 
all God’s children, Jews, Samaritans, and Gentiles, in one,—and 
you have said of Him, ‘‘ We will not have this man to reign over 
us.” (Luke xix. 14. John xix. 15.) 

When forty years more were passed, Moses came forth from 
the wilderness, as Christ came forth from the forty days’ fast in 
the desert, and began his ministry with a visible mission from 
God, Who sent him by the hand of the Angel of His presence 
(Christ Himself) in the fire of the Bush, the type of His Church, 
not always triumphant in this world, but often tried in the furnace 
of affliction, and yet never consumed. ‘Therefore do not suppose 
that because Christ allowed Himself to be afflicted by you, and 
because His Church is now persecuted by you, therefore He is 
not God. Do not imagine that Jerusalem is the only place which 
is holy in God’s sight. No; the Bush, the type of God’s Church, 
was on holy ground, though it was not in Judea, but in the 
wilderness of Mount Sina in Arabia (v. 33). The whole world 
is the field of Christ’s Church. (Matt. xiii. 38.) 

Your Fathers rejected Moses, and you have crucified Christ. 
Yet Moses was a deliverer appointed by God (v. 35). Moses was 


1 Jn this Paraphrase certain points of allusion are eapressed which 
may be justly supposed to have been in St. Stephen’s mind, and to 
have suggested the topics of his Speech, though they are not explicitly 
developed in it. J/ they had been expressed, he would have been 
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stopped by his hearers. But he spoke to. Posterity and the World; 
and we by the light of the Gospel are able to understand his allusions, 
which were not clear to them, 
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“mighty in words and deeds,’’ and so was Christ; Moses wrought 
wonders in Egypt and in the Red Sea, and in the wilderness. 
Christ has wrought greater wonders in delivering you from a 
worse bondage, and drowning the enemies of your souls by Baptism 
in the Red Sea of His blood; and He is ever working wonders 
during the whole pilgrimage of His Church in the wilderness of 
this world. Moses foretold, that another Prophet should arise 
from among them like unto himself, that is, in human form ; like 
him in acts, and like him in being resisted by those whom he 
came to save. ‘Him shall ye hear” (v. 37). See above, iii. 22, 
23. That Prophet has risen among you. In rejecting Him ye 
have despised Moses, of whom you boast. Not J, but you, have 
spoken blasphemous words and have done blasphemous deeds 
“against Moses, and against this place and the Law.’” Moses 
was with the Church in the wilderness. So Christ is ever with 
His Church in her journey to the heavenly Canaan. He was 
with Moses then (v. 38. 1 Cor. x.3—5). Your fathers resisted 
Moses, and in tempting him they tempted Christ (1 Cor. x. 9). 
Moses received the lively oracles of God’s Holy Word to give to 
you. Christ has authorized that Word; He is the living Word 
of God. 

Your fathers would have returned to heathen Egypt, the 
land of bondage; they made a calf even in Horeb, where God 
gave the Law. God has witnessed against them by the mouth of 
His Prophet (Amos v. 25. Cp. here, vv. 42, 43). Did you offer 
sacrifices to Me? No; but you preferred the Tabernacle of Mo- 
loch to My Tabernacle, and the Star of your God Remphan, to 
the Pillar of Fire and the Cloud. He therefore threatened to 
carry them into captivity beyond Babylon. 

God vouchsafed all these revelations to Abraham, Joseph, 
and Moses, at a time before even the Tabernacle existed. That 
Tabernacle was made from a pattern in the heavens, anterior to 
all God’s revelations ; and God in His love and mercy vouchsafed 
to lead you into this land by Jesus the Son of Nun, the type of 
the true Jesus, the Saviour of the world. 

God vouchsafed His favour to David while as yet no Temple 
stood. The Temple of which you boast, saying, ‘‘ The Temple 
of the Lord, the Temple of the Lord”’ (Jer. vii. 4), was not built 
by David, ‘‘ the man after God’s own heart,” but by Solomon, 
whose heart was turned away from God to worship idols. God 
was pleased to place His Name at Jerusalem, and to show His 
Glory in the Temple of Solomon; yet He declares by His pro- 
phet (Isa. Ixvi. 1), that ‘‘ Heaven is His Throne: what House 
will ye build Me? hath not my hand made all these things ?”’ 
His Temple is the Universe. 

Ye who boast of your Circumcision are uncircumcised in 
heart and ears. Ye who call yourselves the children of the Pro- 
phets, “ Which of the Prophets have ye not killed ?”” (Matt. xxiii. 
31.) Ye are always rebelling against the Holy Ghost, Who spake 
by them; and ye have betrayed and murdered the Just One, 
whose coming they foretold. Ye who make your boast of the 
Law, and accuse me of blaspheming it, me who acknowledge it to 
have been given by the ministry of Angels, and honour it as such, 
ye have received that Law, but have not kept it. 


As to the language in which this speech was delivered, it 
may, perhaps, have been Greek (so Meyer and others). From 
Acts xxi. 40; xxii. 2, it appears that St. Paul’s audience at Jeru- 
salem were agreeably surprised when St. Paul addressed them in 
Hebrew. They expected that he would speak in Greek: St. 
Stephen was a Hellenist, and almost all his references to the 
Old Testament are to the LXX. Version. And the use of the 
Greek tongue in proclaiming the Gospel to the Jewish Sanhedrim 
would seem to be in accordance with the purport of his speech, 
which was, to show that God’s favour was not limited to the 
Hebrew Nation. 

On the other hand, it may be observed, that St. Stephen 
would be desirous to’ conciliate his auditory and to consult their 
feelings, which were not favourable to Hellenism, and to show them 
that he revered the language in which the Ancient Scriptures, 
to which he refers, were written; and that standing, as he was, 
arraigned of despising the Law of Moses, he would comply with 
their reasonable prepossessions, and become, as St. Paul after- 
wards did—of whom he was the forerunner—‘‘a Jew to the 
Jews.” (1 Cor. ix. 20.) 

The use of the Hebrew tongue by St. Paul at Jerusalem, 
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in a speech beginning with the same words as St. Stephen’s, i.e, 
addressed to the marépes as well as ddeApo) (xxii. 1), renders it 
probable that St. Stephen also spoke to the Sanhedrim in Hebrew ; 
and perhaps this may have been one reason why they listened so 
long to his address. 

There is an expression at its close which seems to confirm 
this opinion, Ocwp Tobs ovpavods dvewypéevous, v. 56, “I see 
the heavens opened.’” The word ovdpayds in the singular occurs 
about sixty times in St. Luke’s Gospel and the Acts of the 
Apostles. But there are scarcely two or three passages where 
ovpavol in the plural is used. The only one in the Acts is ii. 34, 
in a speech addressed by St. Peter to the men of Israel (v. 22), 
probably in Hebrew. The plural of ovpayol is the Hebrew 
mow; and if Stephen had spoken in Greek, he would probably 
have used the singular, or St. Luke, according to his custom, 
would have used that number, and not the plural. 

Dr. Lightfoot does not hesitate to say (ii. 662), that St. 
Stephen ‘ would not plead before the Sanhedrim in any language 
but Hebrew.” 


Some cautionary words are requisite here, in reference to 
certain criticisms of several statements in this speech. 

Our Lord promised to His Disciples to give them the Holy 
Ghost; and accordingly, as this book informs us, He sent the 
Holy Spirit from heaven upon them, on the Day of Pentecost. 
He foretold that they would ‘‘ be brought before Councils (cuv- 
é5pia) for His Name’s sake;” and that ‘‘the Holy Ghost would 
speak by their mouth” (Matt. x. 17. Mark xiii. 11. Luke xii. 11), 
and that ‘‘ He would give them a mouth and wisdom, which all 
their adversaries should not be able to gainsay or resist” (Luke 
xxi. 15. Acts vi. 10). And all this should be for a Witness,— 
a Martyrdom. St. Luke here adopts the words of Christ and 
applies them to St. Stephen (Acts vi. 10), who is brought before 
the Council; and he calls him ‘‘a man full of the Holy Ghost,” 
and says that his adversaries could not resist the wisdom with 
which he spake, and he dies the first Martyr for Christ. 

Let us consider the words of Christ’s promise in the Original, 
Mark xiii. 9, mapaddécovow iuas cis cuvédpia everey euod 
eis wapTpLoy avrois, bray S& bydywou buds, wh Mpomepyuvare 
Tl AaAhonte’ ... ov yap eoTe Kuets of AaAodYTES, GAAA TO 
Tvedua 7d dytov. Luke xxi. 15, eye déow byulv ordua rab 
coplay f ov duyhcovta aytemety ovdE GYTLOTHYaL TayTES ob 
avrixelwevor Suiy, and Luke xxi. 13, amoBjcera tiv cis wap- 
TUpLoY. 

Compare with these promises the narrative concerning 
Stephen, Acts vi. 5. 10, Srépavos mAhpns Mvedmatos aylou. 
8, Srépavos mANpns Xapitos (cp. vii. 55) . . . Kad ovK Yoxvov 
ayTiothvar TH copia kal TG wWvevmat @ CAdAct. 

It is true, that our Lord did not make this promise to 
St. Stephen personally. But surely there is no violence in ap- 
plying His words to one, who is characterized, as St. Stephen 
is, by the Holy Ghost in Holy Scripture as the First Martyr 
(cp. Acts xxii. 20), and whose Martyrdom is so fully described 
by Him, and occupies so prominent a place in the history of the 
Christian Church, as the chosen specimen of all Christian Martyr- 
doms ; and it could hardly have been said by St. Luke, that Stephen 
was full of the Holy Ghost, and that they could not resist his 
words, if (as some recent criticisms allege ') there are mis-state- 
ments in St. Stephen’s speech concerning the very rudiments and 
alphabet of Jewish History, which any pupil of Gamaliel, and 
much more the learned Rabbis of the Sanhedrim, before whom 
he spoke, would have refuted and exploded, and which would 
have exposed him and his cause to derision. 

The allegations in question, when reduced to their plain 
meaning, involve the assumption, that the Holy Ghost, speaking 
by St. Stephen (who was ‘full of the Holy Spirit’), forgot what 
He Himself had written in, the Book of Genesis; and that His 
memory is to be refreshed by biblical commentators of the nine- 
teenth century ! 

This kind of Criticism is animated by a spirit very alien from 
that Christian temper of reverential modesty, gentleness, and 
humility, which are primary requisites for the discovery and 
reception of truth. Mysteries are revealed to the meek (Hcclus. 
ili. 19). Them that are meek shall He guide in judgment; and 
such as are gentle, them shall He learn His way (Ps. xxv. 8). 
But such a spirit of Criticism seems willing to accept any suppo- 


1 For instance, De Wette says (in the third edition of his Commen- 
tary on the Acts, Leipzig, 1848, p. 68), “ Aufallend sind die vielen 
historischen Fehler, welche sich am leichtesten einem unvorbereitet 
Sprechenden zuschreiben lassen.” On v. 16, he says, “hier sind zwet 
Fehler.” ‘ 

Meyer concurs in the allegation of historical errors, but says that 
they are not surprising. “* Die historischen Verirrungen bei dem in 
Drange des Augenblicks extemporirten Vortrage gar nichts Auffal- 
lendes haben.” (Meyer, p. 181, 3rd ed, 1854.) And on v. 1, “ Ste- 


phen hat irrthumlich u.s.w.” And on v. 16, he says, “ Mithin hat 
Steph eine Verwechselung begangen.” 

No wonder, that other Expositors, proceeding on the same suppo- 
sition, should advance a step further, and deny the genuineness and 
authenticity of the speech,—as has been done by Baur and Zeller. 
It is to be deplored, that similar allegations have found their way into 
some English Expositions of this Speech. It is therefore more neces- 
sary to examine them, 
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sition, however fanciful, except that of its own fallibility! It is 
ready to allege that St. Luke is in error in saying that St. Stephen 
was full of the Holy Ghost. It is ready to affirm that St. Stephen 
was forgetful of the elements of Jewish History. It is ready to 
concede, in short, any thing and every thing, except that itself 
can err; or that there are some things which the Evangelists and 
First Martyrs knew better than itself. 

No wonder that it is given over by God to a reprobate mind. 
No wonder that it falls into strange errors, and what is worse, 
misleads others into fatal delusions; and yet professes to guide 
them into the truth. It pretends to explain Scripture, and 
yet would shake our belief in its Inspiration, and sap the founda- 
tions of the Faith. 

We do not indeed say, that there is nothing hard to be un- 
derstood in this Speech of St. Stephen—or rather in this Speech 
of the Holy Ghost speaking by him. But we may confidently 
affirm, that the greatest difficulties here are those which are 
not in St. Stephen’s Speech, but have been created by mis- 
statements of some who have criticized it. These imaginary 
difficulties arise from a lack of appreciation and intelligence of 
the scope of the Speech itself, and of the design of the speaker. 
And as will be shown presently (see for instance on v. 16) 
the difficulties themselves, which some see, who have not duly 
considered that scope and design, will, when more closely ex- 
amined, be seen to be fraught with divine power and beauty. Un- 
doubtedly, after all, some difficulties there will be ever in God’s 
Holy Word— not from itself, but on account of our ignorance in 
reading what is written. The Written Word—like the Incarnate 
Word—is ‘set for the fall and uprising of many in Israel’’ 
(Luke ii. 34). These difficulties of Scripture are appointed to be 
exercises of our faith, trials of our meekness, stimulants of our 
hope, and the discipline of our wisdom ; and if we treat them as 
we ought to do, then the time will come when they will all be 
cleared away from our sight, and we shall see the Truth as it is, 
and know even as we are known. 

Having said thus much on the general tenour of the Speech, 
we may now addres3 ourselves to a consideration in detail of the 
Objections that have been raised against certain statements in it. 

It will be most convenient to place these Objections together, 
and to consider them serialim, in the order of the Speech. 


OBJECTIONS. 


3. cime mods adtdéy] and He (God) said unto him, Get thee out 
of thy country. 
Objection.—Nothing is said in Gen. xi. 31, of any call that 
Abraham received in Mesopotamia, before he dwelt in Haran. 
Reply.—But it is said, Gen. xv. 7, ‘lam the Lord that 
brought thee out of Ur of the Chaldees to give thee this land ;”’ 
and cp. Joshua xxiv. 3, ‘‘I took your father Abraham from the 
other side of the flood;’’ Neh. ix. 7, “Thou art the Lord the 


God who didst choose Abraham, and broughtest him forth owt of 


Ur of the Chaldees.”’ 

Itis therefore acknowledged by the Rabbis that there were 
two calls of Abraham. 

(1) from his country and kindred (Ur) ; 

(2) from his father’s house (in Haran). 

See Philo de Abrahamo, t. ii. p. 11. 16, ed. Mang. dua 7G 
KeAevoOjvar meTaviorato—Td wey mp@rov amd tis Xaddalwv 
vis eddaluovos xdpas—eis Thy Xappalwy yive Ewerta ov maxpay 
borepoy, xa) ard TavrTys eis erepoy tTémov. P. 12, 8, dws 0 ody 
BeBadon thy paveioay dw ev diavola mayidtepoy, pnary abTe@ 6 
fepds Adyos—petavdorn§i— Ba ToUTO Thy mpdtHyv amorclay amd 
THs Xadrdatwv yijs eis Thy Xoappatwy A€yetat woreioOa. Joseph. 
Ant. i. 7. 1,”ABpapos xatadelme thy XadSalav, EBdSoujnovra kal 
mévte rn yeyovms, Tov Ocod Kedevoavtos. Cp. Clem. Rom. 
i. 10. 

S. Chrys. and Gicumenius have suggested as probable, that 
Terah was induced to emigrate from Ur by the vision in which 
God appeared to Abraham his son; and that his obedience to 
the exhortation of his son, is contrasted with the disobedience of 
the Jews to God their Father. (See Lightfoot, i. 780; ii. 665; 
and Wetstein here, p. 494, and cp. Schoettgen, p. 433, and 
Whitby, p. 442.) 

4. pera Td Grobaveiy Thy maTépa adtod] when his father was 
dead. 

Odjection.—This is inconsistent with the history in Genesis. 
Terah begat Abraham when he was seventy years old (Gen. xi. 
26). Abraham came from Haran into Canaan when he was 
seventy-five years old (Gen. xii. 4). 

If then Abraham left Haran after Terah’s death (as St. 
Stephen here says), then Terah could not have lived more than 
70 + 75 years = 145 years. But in Gen. xi. 32, it is said that 
the days of Terah were 205 years. 

Therefore (it is alleged) either St. Stephen or St. Luke is 
mistaken here. 

Reply.—lt is not said in Gen. xi. 26, that Terah was not 
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more than seventy years old when he begat Abraham. But it is 
said that he lived seventy years and begat Abram, Nahor, and 
Haran. 

According to the objection above specified, Terah had three 
sons in one year. But it may be said, Abraham is mentioned 
first, and was therefore his first-born, and was born soon after his 
father attained his seventieth year. But this is inaccurate. Abra- 
ham is mentioned first, not because he was the first-born, but 
because he was the Father of the Chosen Seed; cp. Gen. v. 32, 
where Shem is mentioned first for a similar reason. It is acknow- 
ledged by several of the Rabbis, that Abraham was Terah’s 
youngest son. See Theodoret ap. Lorinum. Lightfoot, ii. 666. 
Bp. Kidder on the Messiah, ii. 225. Cp. Lord A. Hervey on 
the Genealogies, pp. 83. 200. 

It is observable, that Isaac, Abraham’s son, married Rebecca, 
the granddaughter of Abraham’s brother Nahor by the youngest 
of his eight sons, Bethuel (Gen. xxii. 22). And such a marriage 
would seem to intimate that Abraham was a younger brother of 
Nahor. 

Isaae was born late, it is true, when his father was a hundred 
years old (Gen. xxi. 5), but this was only thirty years more than 
Terah was, when his eldest son was born. If, as many of the ear- 
liest Rabbinical and Christian Expositors suppose, Sarah was the 
same as Ischah (Gen. xi. 29), then, since Abraham was only ten 
years older than Sarah (Gen. xvii. 17), it would seem that Abra- 
ham was born many years after Haran. 

On the whole, nothing has been adduced to show that Abra- 
ham was more than seventy-five years old at the time when Terah 
died, being 205 years of age, and that Abraham did not abide in 
Haran till the time of his father’s death; which indeed, on many 
accounts, it is very likely that he would do, as otherwise it might 
be said that Canaan was given by promise to Abraham’s father, 
rather than to Abraham, and that he inherited it from his earthly 
father, and not directly from God. 

St. Stephen is therefore careful to distinguish Abraham’s 
acts from those of his father; hence his mention of his father’s 
death. Abraham stands independently and alone, as the father 
of the faithful. It is for this reason that his call from Ur of the 
Chaldees is specified by St. Stephen (see above on v. 3), and not 
Terah’s. 

6. érn tetpaxdoia] four hundred years. 

Objection.—The Israelites were not in Egypt more than 215 
years. Cp. Gal. iii. 17. Exod. xii. 40. 

Reply.—lIt is not said by St. Stephen that they sojourned in 
Egypt 400 years, any more than itis in Gen. xv. 13. 16, that 
they would be in Egypt 400 years. But St. Stephen says that 
they were strangers for that time. 

St. Stephen’s argument is, that God’s favour is not confined 
to a particular place or nation. And it was enough for him to 
show that Abraham and the chosen seed were sojourners,—with- 
out pausing to specify the several places in succession where they 
sojourned. Fora considerable time the Land of Promise itself ~ 
was to them a strange country. See Heb. xi. 9. 


The chronology is as follows :— 


Abraham in Haran... . « 
—— in Canaan . a ul 


From the birth of Ishmael to ‘that of Isaac 14 
30 

From birth of Isaac to birth of Jacob . 60 years 
From birth of Jacob to birth of Joseph - 90 
To Joseph's death... «. s « - . 110 
To birth of Moses . . 5) Ge 60 
AONE OnE Of Bag o A ob a o ll 
400 


7. Aatpedoovol mot ev TG Tém ToUTH] they shall worship Me 
in this place, i. e. in Horeb,—not in Canaan. 

Objection.—These words are not found with the previous 
ones in Gen. xv. 13, 14. 

Reply.—No: but they are found in substance in Exod. iii. 
12. 18; vii. 16, with which St. Stephen .rightly supposes his 
hearers to be conversant. 

Nothing was more common among the Hebrews than the 
combination of two prophecies of Holy Scripture, especially in 
rapid addresses by word of mouth. Our Lord Himself authorized 
the practice. See notes above on Luke iv. 17, and on Matt. ii. 23. 

St. Stephen’s statement is, that God had said, that the 
Israelites would be sojourners and bondsmen in a strange land, 
and that He would punish the Nation which oppressed them 
(Gen. xv. 13, 14), and that afterwards they should worship Him 
ev tTémm TovT®, where the second prophecy was delivered ; i. e. 
not in the promised land, but in the wilderness of Sinai. And 
St. Stephen’s argument is, that therefore the Jews are not to 
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imagine that God can be worshipped only in Judzea and at Jeru- 
salem. God Himself had appointed, that He should be wor- 
shipped by their forefathers in the wilderness of Arabia, at Mount 
Sinai, before any worship was offered to Him in the City of Jeru- 
salem, on Mount Sion. 


9. dmrédovro cis Atyurrov] they sold him into Egypt. , 

Objection.—Joseph’s brethren sold him to the Midianttes 
(Gen. xxxvii. 28), but they did no# sell him into Egypt. 

Reply.—This is a common use of the middle voice. Judas 
is said to have purchased a field, because he gave occasion to its 
purchase (Acts i. 18). They sold him to persons who, as they 
saw, were going into Egypt (Gen. xxxvii. 25). And therefore 
Joseph himself says, that they sold him into Egypt (Gen. xlv. 4). 
Let not St. Stephen be censured for adopting Joseph’s words in 
relating Joseph’s history. 

St. Stephen, in speaking of Joseph, has his thoughts fixed 
upon Christ (see ParapHrase above, p.65). And he intends 
here to say, that as Joseph’s brethren were guilty of selling their 
brother into Egypt, because they sold him to some who carried 
him there, so the Jews themselves were guilly of crucifying 
Christ, because they delivered Him up to Pilate to be crucified. 
Cp. St. Peter’s words, Acts ii. 23. 36; iv. 10; v. 30. 


14. Wyats EBdouhcovra mévre] threescore and fifteen souls. 

Objection.—This is inconsistent with Gen. xlvi. 27. Exod. 
i. 5. Deut. x. 22, where it is said that the souls which went down 
with Jacob to Egypt were seventy. : 

Reply.—It is said by some that St. Stephen follows the LXX, 
in saying that seventy-five came down with Jacob. But this is 
doubtful. In Gen. xlvi. 27, the Alexandrine MS. of the LXX 
has not the words peta "Iax@8. And it is said by the LXX in 
Exod. i. 5, that all the souls from Jacob (i. e. including those of 
Joseph) were seventy-five ; and it is also said in the LXX (Deut. 
x. 22), that they who came into Eyypé were seventy. 

The true answer seems to be ;— 

St. Stephen (as his argument led him to do) is reckoning 
up all the family of Jacob, inclusive of his own children and 
their children, and not only those who came down with Jacob 
into Egypt. 

The Hebrew Original does not say that the souls which went 
down with Jacob were seventy, but 

1. That all the souls that came with Jacob into Egypt, 
which came out of his loins, were sixty-six# (Gen. xlvi. 26). 

It says also, 

2. That all the souls of the house of Jacob which came into 
Egypt were seventy (Gen. xlvi. 27). 

In the former of these two statements the following are not 
enumerated— 

Jacob himself, 

Joseph, and Joseph’s two sons, viz. 

Manasseh, 

Ephraim ; which being added, make up seventy; the number 
specified in the latter statement. 

But St. Stephen says that Joseph sent for his father Jacob, 
and all his own kindred, ovyyéveiay avrov, not éxydvous “lakoB: 
éy Wuxats EBdounkovra, i. e. so as to make up, or which in course 
of time made up, a number of seventy-five souls. 

This use of ¢y with a dative for the Hebrew 3 (see Winer, 
Gr. Gr. p. 349), and equivalent to eis with an accusative, is very 
common. See Glass. Phil. p. 485. 

The number seventy-five, which St. Stephen specifies, con- 
sists of the seventy mentioned Gen. xlvi. 27, together with the 
issue of the sons of Joseph’s own sons, Ephraim and Manasseh, 
Machir (son of Manasseh), 

Galaad (son of Machir), 

oe) (sons of Ephraim), 

Edom (son of Sutalaim), as stated in the LXX of Gen. xlvi. 
Cp. Numb. xxvi. 28—37. 1 Chron. vii. 14—20. 

And thus the number 75 or ¢hreescore and fifteen is made 
up. 

5 The addition of these five was not accidental. Indeed the 
reader may be sure, that in this and all the other seeming varia- 
tions between this speech and the Hebrew Original, there jis no 
inconsistency, but agreement, and something more, viz. there is 
the groundwork of an additional argument inithe pleading of the 
Speaker. The addition in question was very relevant to St. 
Stephen’s cause; for thus he affirmed, that those born of Jacob’s 
line in Egypt, the strange land and house of bondage, were equally 
children of the promise with those born in Canaan, the pro- 
mised land; according to what Jacob himself says of the Sons 
of Joseph born in Eyypt, ‘‘as Reuben and Simeon, they (i.e. 
Ephraim and Manasseh) shall be mine”’ (Gen. xlviii. 5). 

Thus,—in opposition to the prejudices of his hearers who 
would have restrained to themselves God’s promises,—St. Stephen 
declares the antecedent probability of the extension of God’s pro- 
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mises to all nations of the earth ; which was in fact intimated in 
the preference given by Jacob to the younger son, Ephraim, 
before the e/der, Manasseh (Gen. xlviii. 17—20). 

16. wetereOnouy cis Suxeu, nat eréOnoay ev TE mvhuate & 
avhoato “ABpadu tus apyuplov mapa tay viv "Eumap Tod 
Suxéu] they were carried over into Sychem and were laid in the 
Sepulchre that Abraham bought for a sum of money of the sons 
of Emmor (Hamor) the (son—noé father) of Sychem. 

Objection.—This assertion of St. Stephen (it is said) is 
wholly inconsistent with the history in the Book of Genesis. For, 

1. Jacob was not buried in Sychem, but in Machpelah, 
before Mamre at Hebron, in the region which afterwards belonged 
to Judea; about 20 miles South of Jerusalem, and where Abra- 
ham and Sarah, Rebecca and Isaac were btried ; see Gen. xlvii. 
30; xlix. 29; 1. 13. 

Reply.—It is not said by St. Stephen that Jacob was buried 
at Sychem—but that the Patriarchs were. 

Joseph was buried in Shechem, or Sychem (see Joshua 
xxiv. 32), near Mount Gerizim (see John iv. 5. 20, 21), in 
Samaria. And at this day there is at Sichem a tradition to this 
effect, ‘in which, by a singular coincidence, Jews and Sama- 
rians, Christians and Mohammedans agree.’”” Robinson, Pales- 
tine iii. 109. 

The other Patriarchs were buried there also. See S. Je- 
rome, Kip. 86, who says, concerning Paula, ‘‘ Venit, Sichem, que 
nune Neapolis appellatur, atque inde divertens vidit duodecim 
Patriarcharum sepulchra.’’ And in his treatise De optimo 
genere interpretandi: ‘‘ Duodecim Patriarche non sunt sepulti in 
Arbes (Hebron), sed in Sychem.”’ Cp. Syncellus, p. 150, and 
Bede in loc. p. 34, and Whitby here, pp. 443-4. See also the 
authorities from the Jewish Commentators quoted by Lightfoot 
here (vol. ii. p. 668), and Wetstein, p. 496, and Robinson, Pales- 
tine iii. 119. 

It is not affirmed by St. Stephen, that Jacod was buried at 
Sichem. We knew that well. But to mention the place of 
Jacob’s burial, would have been wholly irrelevant to his argument. 
He knew that Jacob’s bones were carried to Machpelah, or He- 
bron, where Abraham’s were; and ¢hat was a royal and priestly 
city of Judea, the seat of David’s kingdom. And it might per- 
haps have been retorted on St. Stephen, that the fact of the trans- 
fer of Jacob’s bones to that place, showed that there was a special 
sanctity restricted to the region of Judea, which was so preferred. 
He therefore says nothing of Jacob’s bones; but proceeds to 
speak of those of the Patriarchs, which, he says, were conveyed 
to Sichem. 

To Sichem! here is the strength of St. Stephen’s assertion. 
And Sichem is therefore repeated by him, and stands the last 
word in the sentence, to leave as it were a xévtpov év Tots axpow- 
pevos. 

And why? Because, from jealousy of Sichem, in Samaria, 
some of the Jews had falsely affirmed that the Patriarchs were 
not buried ¢here, but at Hebron (cp. Joseph. B. J. iv. 9.7), and 
Stephen would refute this falsehood, even though he would thus 
be vindicating the honour of the Samaritans against the Jews. 
And even because Sichem was not in Judea, the favoured land, 
nor was it in the hands of Jews, but of Samaritans their enemies, 
with whom they would have ‘no dealings,’’ and whom they re- 
viled as heretics, and unbelievers, and Cuthite dogs; and was a 
place whose inhabitants they despised and hated (Ecclus. 1. 26), 
and which they called by an opprobrious name, Suxdp. (See on 
John iv. 5.) 

This was worth saying ; in order to show (according to his 
great argument) that holiness and blessedness are not limited, in 
death and burial, any more than in life, to any particular spot. 
Nay, more: Almighty God manifested Himself first to our father 
Abraham in Mesopotamia (v. 2), a heathen land; and his first 
appearance to Abraham in Canaan was not at Hebron, but at 
Sichem, now in the hands of Samaritans. And there, at Sichem, 
the bones of Joseph and the Patriarchs lie. They were even 
brought from a long distance, and laid there as in a chosen spot. 
Sichem was preferred to Hebron, Samaria to Judea! How in- 
structive was this! And be it observed, that in the very next 
chapter to this, where the Jews stone St. Stephen at Jerusalem, 
the word of God takes root in Samaria (Acts viii. 5, 6). The 
Jews rush “with one accord” (éuo8vpaddv) and stone Stephen 
the Deacon (vii. 57). The Samaritans with one accord (é6uov- 
pad) receive Philip the Deacon (viii. 6), and are baptized into 
shrist. 

Objection 2. The place at Sychem where the Patriarchs 
were buried was not purchased by Abraham, but by Jacob, who 
bought it of the Sons of Hamor (Emmor), the Father of She- 
chem, for a hundred pieces of silver (Gen. xxxiii. 19. Joshua 
xxiv. 32). 

It is alleged that St. Stephen (‘“ from forgetfulness or inat- 
tention’’) has confounded /his purchase of the plot of ground at 
Sychem by Jacob with that which Abraham made of the burial- 
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place of Machpelah from Ephron the Hittite (Gen. xxiii. 16; 
xlix. 29). 

Reply.—it has never been shown, nor ever can be, that 
Abraham did not purchase a plot of ground at Sichem, where 
Joseph and the Patriarchs were buried. 

Indeed (independently of St. Stephen’s assertion) it is highly 
probable that he did ; 

For (1) Sichem was the first place in Canaan where Almighty 
God vouchsafed His presence to Abraham. (Gen. xii. 6, 7.) 

It was thence called by the name Moreh (ny¥0), or Vision, 
and there Abraham buil¢ an altar to the Lord. Cp. Lightfoot, 


ii. p. 669. 
He built an altar there. He must therefore have had some 
land there. Abraham was not the man to occupy land which 


belonged to others. And this is intimated by the words, ‘the 
Canaanite was then in the land” (Gen. xii. 6; xiii. 7); and he 
would not take from others, even “from a thread to a shoe- 
latchet ’’ (Gen. xiv. 23). And he had no land of his own there, 
not so much as to set his foot on (Acts vii. 5). Therefore it is 
probable that Abraham purchased the site, on which he erected 
an altar, and where God first appeared to him. Cp. Lightfoot’s 
judicious remarks here, ii. p. 670. 

(2) The importance of this place (i. e. Sichem or Shechem) 
is further testified by the fact, that it was the first in Canaan to 
which Jacob repaired on his return from Padan-Aram. It is 
not indeed said that God appeared to him there. But he called it 
El-Elohe-Israel; and Jacob purchased a site there for the altar 
which he built (Gen. xxxiii. 18—20). 

If, now, Jacob bought the place at Sichem where he built 
his altar, it is yet more probable that Abraham secured by pur- 
chase the place at Sichem where he built his altar, and where God 
first appeared to him in the land of Canaan. 

(3) The sanctity of this place is still further attested by 
what is recorded in Gen. xxxv. 4, and particularly in Joshua xxiv. 
1. 25—27. Hence Abimelech the usurper was so eager to gain 
possession of Sichem. See Judges viii. and ix. Sichem was in 
fact the national Sanctuary of Israel. And why? Probably from 
its connexion with Jacob and with Abraham ; as the place which 
he, on his first entrance into the land of Canaan, had dedicated to 
God, Who had first manifested Himself to him there. 


(4) The paternal portion or allotment of Joseph was at 
Sichem (John iv. 5, 6). Jacob, it is true, acquired land at 
Sichem by purchase ; but something more than the site so pur- 
chased was conveyed by him in his blessing to Joseph (Gen. 
xviii. 22). He gave him the plot he purchased at Sichem for 
100 pieces of silver (the cave and field at Machpelah cost Abraham 
400, Gen. xxiii. 15), and he also gave him the plot there which he 
had taken out of the hands of the Amorite with his sword and 
with his bow, i.e. by force. See Josh. xxiv. 12, and Gen. 

' xlviii. 22, compared with Gen. xxxili. 11). Josh. xxiv. 32. John 
iv. 5. 

Jacob was a man of peace. What he tells us he took out of 
the hand of others by his sword and by his bow, we may be sure 
was not violently usurped by him, but justly recovered. And it 
may be, that the spot to which he refers was that which had been 
purchased originally by Abraham, and on which he had built an 
altar; and if that had been occupied by others (i. e. the Amorite), 
what more likely than that Jacob, from a feeling of piety and 
zeal, should feel it his duty to restore it, and secure it for ever 
to his posterity, as Isaac re-opened the wells which Abraham 
had digged, and the Philistines had stopped? (Gen. xxvi. 15. 
18, 19.) 

(5) This supposition that Sichem was originally acquired and 
dedicated by the Father of the Faithful, Abraham, and afterwards 
recovered by Jacob, suggests the reason why not only Joseph 
(whose inheritance it was), but why the other Patriarchs also were 
buried at Sichem rather than at Machpelah. 

It was not perhaps without reference to these and other in- 
teresting circumstances in the early history of Sichem, that Jesus 
Curist, God manifest in the flesh, chose Sychar or Sichem for 
a special Revelation of Himself as the Messiah (see note on John 
iv. 5; cp. iv. 26), and discoursed there to the woman of Samaria 
concerning the future extension of God’s Worship to every place 
in the world (John iv. 21). 

Objection 3. Lastly, it is objected 

That St. Stephen says, Abraham purchased the land at 
Sichem of the children of Hmmor the son of Sichem ; 

And this, it is said, is a proof that he confounded a purchase 
supposed to be made by Abraham, with that made by Jacob of 
the sons of Hamor, the father of Shechem (Gen. xxxiii. 19. Josh. 
xxiv. 32). 

Reply.—St. Stephen is speaking of an Emmor, or Hamor, 
who was a different person from the Emmor or Hamor with whom 
Jacob dealt. Jacob dealt with the sons of a Hamor who was 
Jather of Shechem (Gen. xxxiii. 19. Josh. xxiv. 32). But St. 
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Stephen says that Abraham bought the field from the sons of 
Hamor, the son of Shechem. So the words rod Suxéu ought to 
be translated. 

Hamor was the name of the Prince of the -Shechemites 
(Gen. xxxiv. 2). And itis no more surprising that there should 
be two princes of Shechem called Hamor, than that there should 
be many Candaces in succession in Meroe, and many Pharaohs in 
Egypt, and many Cesars at Rome. 

Hamor seems to have been the hereditary title of the king 
of the country. See Judges ix. 28, where the name occurs 500 
years after Jacob’s time. 


43. éméxeiva BaBvaavos] beyond Babylon. 

Objection.—This is inconsistent with Amos vy. 27, who has 
Aapackov, Damascus. 

Reply.—In order to enforce his argument, St. Stephen adds 
to the prophecy of Amos some other declarations of the same 
Spirit Who inspired Amos, and Who had pronounced by them 
that the Israelites would be carried for their sins still further 
than Damascus (Jer. xx. 4. 2 Chron, xxxvi. 20), even to Babylon 
and beyond it. There was something significant in the fact here 
mentioned, that God would carry them away for their sins from 
Canaan to beyond Babylon; i.e. that for their unbelief He 
would invert in their case the course He had followed with 
Abraham their father for his faith. God brought him from 
Chaldza to Canaan, He would carry them from Canaan to beyond 
Chaldza. And observe, St. Stephen uses the same word here 
(ueTorxt(w) as he had done in v. 4, when speaking of Abraham. 

There must have been a sharp sting in this word BaBvAdvos 
reserved for the end of the sentence, where they perhaps only ex- 
pected to hear Aapackod. 

On this practice, so reasonable in itself, of blending several 
prophecies into one, and also condensing their substance (which 
is imputed in St. Stephen’s case to inaccuracy and forgetfulness !), 
see the excellent observations of Surenhusius, pp. 43. 45. 343, 
and the numerous examples cited by him of this practice. Cp. 
Acts iii, 22. 25, and see note above on Matt. ii. 23, Luke iv. 17, 
and above on vii. 3, below on Acts xiii, 22. 


On the whole, on reviewing the Objections above recited, 
we may affirm, that there is nothing in them which can invalidate 
the claims of St. Stephen to Inspiration ; or those of St. Luke, 
who has preserved his speech, and asserts that St. Stephen ‘‘ was 
full of the Holy Ghost,’’ and that they ‘could not resist the 
wisdom with which he spake.’’ 

There is nothing in St. Stephen’s statements to countenance 
the assertion of some recent Criticism, that he confounded Abra- 
ham with Jacob, and Sichem with Hebron, and one purchase with 
another. There is nothing there to give any encouragement to 
its vain-glorious notion, that it can penetrate with a keener glance 
into the records of early Jewish History, than he “who was 
full of the Holy Ghost,’ and whose eye, being enlightened by 
Him, pierced through the clouds, and saw ‘the heavens opened, 
and Jesus standing at the right hand of God.’? On the other 
hand, we are constrained to ask,—Can there be any reasonable 
expectation of “ progress, or further illumination” in Biblical 
Criticism, or of any other results but of degeneracy, degradation, 
disbelief, and demoralization, from such allegations as these of a 
shallow and superficial sciolism, putting them forth with arrogant 
presumption, as if they were proved; and as even furnishing data 
to be accepted and arranged by a calm Inductive Philosophy as 
valuable acquisitions of Theological Science ? 


But they who read Holy Scripture with right dispositions 
will derive spiritual comfort and intellectual delight from those 
portions of Holy Writ which, like St. Stephen’s speech, may ap- 
pear at first sight to be beset with difficulties, and have been 
most frequently made occasions of sceptical cavils. They will 
feel persuaded that there are some good reasons for statements in 
Scripture, which at first may seem perplexing. They will be sure 
that valuable truths—like precious pearls in rough and hard 
shells—lurk concealed there. They will endeavour by God’s 
grace, with devout prayer, and with earnest labour, to extract 
them. And their labour will often be rewarded. As in the 
instances above noticed in St. Stephen’s speech, they will see 
gleams of divine light where they once saw obscurity. Objec- 
tions against Scripture will resolve themselves into Arguments 
for it. Difficulties will be changed into Evidences. And from 
this process of critical transformation they will derive a persuasion, 
that when the mists of human infirmity, which hang over us in 
this world, are dispersed, and our eyes are illumined by the same 
Spirit Who shed His bright beams of light on St. Stephen, add 
the other difficulties of Scripture will disappear; we shall acquire 
new faculties of spiritual vision, and where before we saw mists 
and clouds, we shall see the heavens opened, and the glory of 
Jesus Christ standing at the right hand of God. 
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2. Oeds THs 5dEns] the God of glory. The fountain of glory. 


The accusative is more expressive here, as indicating that 


(Chrys.) On this Hebraism (Ps. xxviii. 3), see on Matt. xxii. 11, 
and cp. Eph. i. 17. Col. i. 11. Heb. ix. 5. Phil. iii. 21. 

— Xappdéy] Haran; Kdppa, Carre. (Lucan i. 104.) 

3.] On the supposed discrepancy in this verse, see above under 
“‘ Objections,” p. 67. 

4.] On this verse, see above under ‘ Odjections,”’ p. 67. 

— petenicey] God removed him. Cp. Valck. here, p. 417, 
on the difference between katoixloa and karoxjou, and the 
present Editor’s note on Theocritus, p. 242. 

5. Bia modds} Deut. ii. 5, LXX. 

6.] See above, under ‘‘ Objections,” p. 67. 

7.] See above, under “ Odjections,”’ p. 67. 

8. marpidpxas] Patriarchs; the heads of the twelve marpuat, 
or tribes. 

9.] See above, under ‘‘ Objections,”’ p. 68. 

For an excellent summary of certain points in which Joseph 
was typical of Christ, cp. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. vi. 
p. 414, and Mather on the Types, p. 86, ed. 1705. 

10. efefAato] On this form, see Winer, p. 68. 
xii. 11. 

12. citia] So A, B,C, D, EB. Elz. ctra. 

— is Afyyntoy] So A, B, D, E. Elz. &y Aiyinro. 
viii. 40, edpe0n cis “ACwror, 


Cp. v. 21; 


Cp. 


provisions were stored up, and, as it were, brought together into 
Egypt; as distinct from other countries. 

14.] See above, under ‘‘ Objections,” p. 68. 

16.] See above, under “ Objections,” p. 68. 

17. dmordynoev] So A, B, C.—Elz. doce. 

19. exdxwoe—rod rocity] On the construction, see above, iii. 12; 
xv. 20. Luke ii. 21. Winer, § 44, p. 292. It seems to be de- 
rived from the Hebrew use of ) with the Infinitive. 

20. aortetos TG Oc] fair to God, i.e. in God’s sight. The 
LXX apply the word dore?os to Moses (Exod. ii. 2), for the 
Hebr. 110, goodly, fair. Comp. Heb. xi. 23. xapters. (Hesych.) 
The addition of 7@ @cg is a Hebraism, denoting what is really 
and eminently such. Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. cap. xvi., and Valck. 
here, p. 425. See Jonah iii. 3, méAis weydAn 76 Oe. Ruth iii. 
10. Moses was goodly, not only in men’s sight, who look only 
on the countenance, but in the eyes of God, Who reads the heart. 
See above, on Luke i. 6; below, 2 Cor. ix. 4, Svvata 7d OcG, 
and Wets. here, and Winer, § 36, p. 221. 

21, 22. exreOevta aitdby—airdy] So A, B, C, D. Elz. has 
éxtTedévTOs avTod. 

On the repetition of the pronoun adrdy, see Matt. viii. 1; 
xxvi. 71. Mark ix. 28. 
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22. év don copia Aiyurtiwy] in all the wisdom of the Egyp- 
tians. Egypt was celebrated in the ancient world as the mother 
of arts and sciences, and as the teacher of the wisest among the 
Greeks (see Homer, Odyss. iv. 229. Herod. ii. 160); and was 
therefore visited by Pythagoras and Plato. Valer. Max. viii. 7. 
Ammian. Marcellin. xxii. 6. Macrob. Somn. Scip. i. 21; Sa- 
turnal. i. 14. Philo, Vit. Mosis, i. p. 84. (Wetstein.) 

Here is an argument for the consecration of heathen Lite- 
rature to the service of Christianity. See the eloquent passage of 
Origen, Epist. ad Greg. Thaumaturg. S. Jerome, ad Magnum, 
Epist. 84, and ad Damas. 146, and Augustin. de doctr. Christ. 
(ii. 40), and-c. Faust. (xxii. 91), who argues for this consecration 
from the example of the ancient people of God applying the gold 
of Egypt to the beautifying of the Tabernacle, and cites the 
examples of Christian Fathers. ‘‘ Nonne aspicimus quanto auro 
et argento et veste suffarcinatus exierit de Mgypto Cyprianus, 
Doctor suavissimus et Martyr beatissimus? quanto Lactantius, 
quanto Victorinus, Optatus, Hilarius, ut de vivis taceam, quanto 
innumerabiles Greci? Quod prior ipse fidelissimus Dei famulus 
Moyses fecerat, de quo scriptum est, ‘ quod eruditus fuerat omni 
sapientia Algyptiorum.’”’ Cp. Hooker, quoted above, Luke v. 
39, and below, xxvi. 14. 


— duvatds év Adyous] mighty in words. Though by nature 
“ slow of speech ” (Hxod. iv. 10); but God gave him eloquence 
(Exod. iv. 10), and he is called duirciv mibavdraros by Josephus, 
Ant. iii. 1. 4. 


— epyois] deeds. See Josephus, Ant. ii, 10. 1. 


23. teccapaxovraetys xpdvos] Moses was forty years old 
when he visited his brethren; he was twice forty years old when 
he stood before Pharaoh (Exod. vii. 7); and thrice forty years old 
when he died. (Deut. xxxiv. 7.) See the remarks of the Jewish 
Doctors on these periods in Wetstein, p. 498. The repeated men- 
tion of forty years in the history of Moses (here and in v. 30, 


and wv. 36. 42), is surely not without some meaning in reference to 
Christ. See above, i. 3. 

24. éxdixnow] See Luke xviii. 3. 7, 8. 

26. cuvhddacoey] he was reconciling: so B, C, D; a much 
preferable reading to that of Elz., cuvfjAacev. They rejected 
Moses, when he was engaged in the work of Reconciliation, as the 
Jews rejected Christ, the Mediator between God and Man. 

27. cé] thee, emphatic; thee, so feeble and obscure a person. 

28. ué] me, emphatic; me, as well as the Egyptian. 

30. &yyedos Kuptov] the angel of the Lord. Generally sup- 
posed by the Fathers to be the Second Person of the Blessed 
Trinity. See Hilary, de Trin. v. Augustin. de Trin. ii. 13; 
iii. 10. Hieronym. in Galat. c. 3. Ambrose, de Fide, cap. 5. 
(Lorin.) 

83. Adoov 7d brddyua] loose thy shoe (cp. Josh. v. 15), lest 
something unclean should be cleaving to the shoe in the course 
of the journey: and therefore the Priests did not wear shoes 
when ministering in the Temple. Schemoth, ii. 937. Pirke 
Eliezer, 40. Cp. Juvenal, vi. 158. And this rule extended itself 
among heathen nations (Solinus, xvii.), and the Turks. ( Wetstein.) 

34, 35. iddv cidov] seeing, Isaw : “ plenissimé agnovi;”’ another 
Hebraism. Exod. iii. 7. See Gen. ii. 17. Deut. xv. 10. Matt. 
xiii. 14. Heb. vi. 14. Valek. and Vorst. p. 610, cap. xxxiv. 

34. dmoorelAw] let Me send thee. So A, B, C, D. Cp. 
Numb. xxiii, 27, devpo mapaadBw oe. (Bornemann.) Elz. has 
aTOTTEAG. 

35. todrov] him. Mark the emphatic repetition of obtos. Cp. 
John vi. 42. Winer, p. 144. 

— améoradrney] hath sent, although they little supposed it. 
The reading of A, B, D, E, and others. Elz. has améorei\ev. 

— ow xepi] A,B,C, D, EH. Hiz. ev x. 

36. yi Aiyirrov] land of Egypt; a common Hebraism, Matt. 
x. 15; xi, 24, supplanted in some MSS. by yh Atyiarw; as 
other Hebraisms have been by Hellenic forms. 


va 


d Exod. 19. 3, 17. 


e Deut. 5. 27, 31. 
f Rom. 3. 2. 


g Exod. 82, 1. 


h Deut. 9. 16. 
Ps. 106, 19, 20. 


i Jer. 19, 138. 
Amos 5. 25, 26. 
Kk Ps. 81. 12: 
1 Deut. 4. 19. 
2 Kings 17. 16. 


m Exod. 25. 40. 
Heb. 8. 5. 


n Josh. 3. 14. 


o 1 Sam. 16. 12, 
13. 

2 Sam. 7. 1, &c. 
1 Chron. 17. 12. 
Ps. 132. 5. 

p 1 Kings 6. 1. 

& 8. 27. 

ch. 17, 24. 

q Isa. 66.1, 2. 
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88. exxanola év TH ephuw] Church in the wilderness. A re- 
markable confirmation of his argument. God’s Church is not 
limited to Judea. It was in the Wilderness, and there Moses, 
your great Lawgiver, was with it; and, remember, he died there 
in the Wilderness ; and was never permitted to enter the promised 
Land, to which you would restrain the favours of God. 

The Church in the Wilderness. This sentence is not with- 
out its prophetic significance for Christian times. The Church 
of God is represented in the Apocalypse as persecuted by the 
Great City; She is the Woman in the Wilderness (Rev. xii. 
1—6), and there she is nourished by God forty-two months 
(v. 6), the number of the ‘ Mansiones,’ or stations, of the Ancient 
Church of God in the Wilderness of Sinai. See below, notes on 
Rey. xii. 1—6. 

40. 5 yap Mwicys] On the construction, see xix. 34; xx. 3, 
Winer, § 63, p. 501. 

41. guocxomolncay] they made a Calf—in imitation of the 
Apis of Memphis in Egypt, which they had left (cp. Winer, 
R. W. B. i. p. 644); and so in heart returned to Egypt (v. 39). 

Thus ye have dealt with Christ. He came to deliver you 
from worse than Egyptian bondage, and ye have fallen back into 
worse slavery than before. _ 

— éy tais huepais exelvats] in those days. Even when the 
Law was being delivered to him by God, they were guilty of re- 
bellion against Him. 

42. év BiBAw tev mpopnTav] in the book of the Prophets; 
i.e. of the Twelve lesser Prophets, who were reckoned as forming 
one BiBAos, or volume, by the Jews. See Bp. Cosin on the Ca- 
non, p. 12, and below, xiii. 40. 

— pot] to Me, emphatic. Did ye offer to Me? 
Moloch 

43. dveddBere] ye lifted up. The word used by Amos (v. 26), 
nino, sustulit. Ye who were My holy People, appointed to lift 
up and carry My Tabernacle, the Tabernacle of My Presence, 
with you, in your journeyings through the Wilderness, —ye were 
not ashamed of your idol, but ye raised him aloft in the air, and 
carried him and his tabernacle on high, as a sacred banner, 
standard, or trophy, when you ought to have fixed your hearts on 
Me and Mine! 

Moloch is opposed to Jehovah, and Moloch’s idolatrous 
oxnvy to the oxnv) or Tabernacle of God. 

The Alexandrine MS. has ‘Paddy here. C, EH have ‘Peday, 
D has ‘Peupdv. The LXX have ‘Paypay for Hebr. 772. It seems 
probable that Kiun, Kivun, and Rephan or Remphan, signify the 
Kronos or Saturnus of the Egyptians. And &orpoy would be 
the Planet of Saturn. See the authorities in Lightfoot, ii. p 673. 


No—but to 


Glass. Phil. p. 645, 646. Surenhus. p. 413. Rosenm. here, and 
Winer, p. 386, in v. Saturn. 

S. Cyril’s note (in Catena, p. 123, cp. Theophyl. p. 68, and 
cum. p. 71) deserves attention, particularly from his connexion 
with Alexandria in Egypt. He affirms after Aquila and Theodo- 
tion that ‘Pepday signifies blindness: the idol was that of a star, 
but it was cis TUPAWoW" eoxopmlaOnoay yap (read écxorlcOncay 
yop) af kapdiat avtéy. They worshipped the idol as their 
éwopédpos or day-star (torpoy), but it became to them a ‘Peday 
or ckéticua, or darkness. 

Perhaps therefore this name Rephan was given by the more 
devout Jews to this idol in contempt and abhorrence; for the 
same reason as they called the god of the Ekronites, Beelzeboul. 
And St. Stephen adopts his name Rephan from the LXX instead 
of Chiun, as much as to say: Ye set up the star of a blind god 
in opposition to the God of heaven, and Father of lights. 

— Moadsx] Moloch, from 3312 regnans: perhaps the Mileom 
(i.e. their King) of the Ammonites (1 Kings xi. 5. 33). The 
worship of Moloch accompanied with human sacrifices (see on 
Matt. v. 22) is specially forbidden in Leviticus xviii. 21 and 
xx. 2, and it may thence be inferred to have been practised by the 
Israelites. 

— BaBvadvos] See above, under “ Odjections,” p. 69. 

45. *Incov] Jesus: Joshua the son of Nun. Cp. Heb. iv. 8. 
On the meaning of the name, see on Matt. i. 1. 

It is observable that the name of Jesus, though ever in the 
thoughts of St. Stephen, and, as it were, hovering on his lips in 
almost every sentence, is never expressed in his Speech but here, 
where it does no¢ mean Jesus of Nazareth, but Jesus (or Joshua) 
the son of Nun. 

How much wisdom was there in this! If he had openly 
spoken as he felt concerning Jesus of Nazareth, he would have 
been stopped at once by the rage of his hearers (see v. 53, 54), 
and the Christian Church would never have had the speech of 
St. Stephen. There was divine eloquence in his silence. And 
all his words were, and ever will be—gwvayra ovvetotc.—vocal 
to the wise. And this word Jesws—not used for Christ, but for 
Joshua, the type of Christ, is full of meaning. It is significant 
of the fact already insisted on—that the whole speech is allusive 
to Christ. 

— év Th katacxéce:] in the portion or possession of the Gen- 
tiles—Katdoxeows = mm Num. xxvii. 4.7, and passim in LXX. 
See also above, v. 5. 

katdoxeots €Ovév can hardly mean occupation of the land of 


‘the Nations. 


48.] After xeipomohrors Elz. adds vais, which is not in A, B, 
C, D, E, H. Cp. Acts xvii. 24. 


ACTS VII. 50—59. 
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52. tov Arxatov] of the Just One, of whom ye now became the 
betrayers and murderers. This sentence seems to have been 
in the mind of the Second Apostolic Martyr at Jerusalem, St. 
James, when he wrote his Epistle a little before his own martyr- 
dom. James v. 6. 

58. eis Siatayds| at the disposition or ordinance of angels, i.e. 
ordained by God through them. Siataryévta 80 dyyéAwv, Schol. 
Mosqu. Cp. deradtaro, v. 44. 

On this use of eis, see Matt. xii. 41. Eph.i. 10. Glass. 
Phil. p. 484, 5. And as to the fact, viz. the Ministry of Angels 
at Mount Sinai, see Deut. xxxiii. 2, where God is said to appear 
on Sinai, oly pupidow ... ex SeEi@y adTov ayyedor pet’ avrov. 
Gal. iii. 19, véuos Statayels BP dyyéAwv. Heb. ii. 2, AaAnbels 
5? ayyeAwy. Joseph. Ant. xv. 5. 3, quay Ta doiéTaTa év Tots 
vémos 8C ayyéAwy paldvtwy. Surenhus. p. 420, who, after 
many of the Fathers, says, ‘“‘tota res ed redire videtur postquam 


Act. vii. 36 (where there is mention of the Angel at the Bush), | 


cum hoc loco (Gal. iii. 19) contulerimus, ut dicamus Christum 
stipantibus Ipsum myriadibus Angelorum tradidisse Legem.”’ 

The reason of the expression seems to be, that Christ Him- 
self was the Angel of the Covenant (see wv. 30. 35. 38); He, 
when He promulgated the Law, was attended by Angels (Deut. 
xxxiii. 2), and therefore, in a rapid mode of expression, the Law 
given by the Angel, accompanied with Angels, might be said to 
have been given by the disposition of Angels; and so Josephus 
says (Ant. xv. 5. 3) that the Jews had received their Law from 
God by Angels, 3” ayyéAwy mapa Ocod. That diarayy is to be 
understood in this sense, may be inferred from St. Stephen’s use 
of diardooouo just before, v. 44. 

55. imdpxywv] Not yevduevos, and something more also than 
év. It shows his antecedent spiritual state ; and is an assertion 
of the inspiration with which this Speech was delivered. See the 
use of imdpxor, iil. 2; xvii. 24; xxii. 3. 

56. Siqvorypévovs] So A, B, C: parted asunder, and opened. 
Elz. dvewypévovs. 

— éstara] standing. “ Sedere judicantis est; stare pugnantis 
vel adjuvantis.”” (Greg. M. hom. xix. in §. Stephan.) 

57. cvwvérxov T2 ta] they stopped their ears, with their hands; 
an action of abhorrence. See Jreneus ap. Huseb. v. 20, and 
Wetstein’s note here. 

— Spuncay duodvpaddy ém aitéy] They, filled with the Evil 
Spirit, rushed with one accord against him, who was full of the Holy 
Spirit. But what evil could Satan and the Jews do to St. Ste- 
phen? As S. Aug. says (Serm. 215), they procured punishment 
to themselves and a crown of glory to him. What benefits do we 
reap even from the agency of the Devil, through the overruling 
power of Christ! ‘‘ Diabolus quanta preestitit ! Omnes Martyres 
ipse nobis fecit !’’ (Aug.) 

— €As00Bdarovv] they were stoning him: repeated v. 69 to 
show the continuance of the act of stoning—while he was engaged 
in prayer. 

58. arédevto ru iudtial they laid down their upper gar- 
ments, iudria, so as to be more ready for stoning. The witnesses 
cast the first stone (Deut. xvii. 7). 

— veaviov] of a young man, probably not less than 30 years of 

Vox. I.—Parr II. 


age. See xxvi. 10 and on Philem. 9. David was thirty years of age 
when he fought with Goliath, and is called veavicxos by Josephus. 

How different was Saul the young man, from ‘“ Paul the 
aged !”’ Philem. 9. 

— Zatrov] Saul. Magis seviens omnes adjuvando, quam 
suis manibus lapidando. Aug. Serm. 279. 

This is the first mention of St. Paul in Holy Scripture. 
His agency in the martyrdom of St. Stephen is mentioned with 
peculiar emphasis here, and again viii. 1, with the design pro- 
bably of showing the power of Divine Grace in the change 
wrought thereby from Saul, the Persecutor of the Church, to 
Paul, the Preacher of the Gospel. 

“Tste Saulus, et postea Paulus, persecutor Saulus, et preedi- 
cator Paulus. Magna et divina spectacula. Qui erat in czde 
Stephani Persecutor, factus est regni ccelorum Preedicator.’’ Aug. 
Serm. 315. 

Here also, it seems, we may be permitted to recognize one 
main reason why the History of the Acts is principally occupied 
in narrating the actions and sufferings of the two Apostles, S¢. 
Peter and St. Paul,—the one having shown his weakness in 
denying Christ, the other his fury in persecuting Him. 

Those two names are noble trophies of the victories of the 
Holy Ghost. 

The name of Saul mentioned here may also suggest the con- 
jecture, that we are indebted, under the divine influence of the 
Holy Ghost, to the recital of St. Paul, for this report of St. Ste- 
phen’s speech before the Jewish Sanhedrim. 

St. Paul would doubtless have been anxious to make public 
reparation, as far as he was able, for the wrong done by himself 
to the blessed Martyr. This desire manifested itself afterwards in 
his public declaration at Jerusalem, recorded Acts xxii. 20. 
“When the blood of Thy Martyr, Stephen, was being shed, I 
myself also was standing there, and consenting to the deed, and 
holding the raiment of those who were killing him.’’ He could 
not make better amends, than by confessing his own share in the 
martyrdom, as is done here (vii. 58; viii. 1), and in giving uni- 
versal and perpetual publicity to the words of St. Stephen in 
the pages of Canonical Scripture, so that it might ever be said of 
St. Stephen, the Proto-martyr of the Church, as of the first Mar- 
tyr of the world, Abel, ‘‘ though dead, he speaketh.’’ Heb. xi. 4. 

This supposition is in some degree confirmed by the resem- 
blance which (as is well shown by Mr. Humphry) may be traced 
between passages in St. Stephen’s speech and St. Paul’s speeches 
and Epistles; e. g. 

St. Stephen says, v. 20, Mwiios aoretos. 
xi, 23. 

St. Stephen says, v. 48, odx 6 tors ev xetporovftols Kat- 
one, St. Paul, Acts xvii. 24, 6 @eds od ev XEipomorhrows vaors 
KQTOLKEL. 

St. Stephen, vii. 53, éddBere véuoy eis Siararyas dyyéAwr. 

St. Paul, Gal. iii. 19, 6 véuos Siatayels 80 ayyéAwv. Heb. 
li. 2, Aadrndels OP ayyéAwy. 

St. Stephen, vii. 51, dmepirunror rH Kapdia. St. Paul, 
Rom. ii. 29, repirowh Kapdlas ev mveduare. 

It is observable also, that St. Paul’s first recorded speech in 
the Acts (xiii. 16) bears a striking resemblance to St. Stephen’s, + 
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It is very probable, that St. Paul reported St. Stephen’s 
speech to St. Luke, and that St. Luke wrote it under St. Paul’s 
eye, and he published it with the sanction of St. Paul, an inspired 
Apostle, deeply versed in the History and Antiquities of his own 
nation. This consideration may serve to confirm us in our con- 
clusion that there are no “ errors or inaccuracies ”’ in it. 

59. €roBdrovy] they were stoning. The punishment for 
blasphemy. (Levit. xxiv. 16. Deut. xvii. 35.) ; 

It has been inferred by some from the infliction of this 
punishment on St. Stephen, that the Sanhedrim had the power of 
life and death in matters of religion, without reference to the 
Roman Goyernor. But this is not clear. He generally resided 
at Cesarea, not at Jerusalem; and in his absence they often pro- 
ceeded in a summary and irregular way in questions of religion. 
See on xxvi. 10. f 

In the case of St. Stephen, there is no mention of any judi- 
cial sentence being pronounced. The assault upon him is repre- 
sented as atumultuary act of fury. (See vv. 57, 58.) 

Popular outbreaks, followed by stoning, were not uncommon 
at this time at Jerusalem ; as may be inferred from what is said 
above, even of the captain of the temple and the officers of the 
Chief Priests themselves in ch. v. 26, epoBodvro Toy Aadby my 
At@acOGorv, and from what is recorded in the history of our 
Lord, John viii. 59; x. 31—33. Cp. Matt. xxiii. 37. 

The question whether the Jewish Sanhedrim had the power 
of life and death in such cases as this is best illustrated by a pas- 
sage of Origen (ad African. § 14), who says, “Though the 
Jews are under tribute to the Romans, the Ethnarch, by the 
permission of Cesar, is allowed to have considerable power among 
them ; insomuch that their trials are conducted according to their 
own laws, though clandestinely; and even capital punishment is 
inflicted, not as an absolute right, but with the imperial con- 
nivance.’’ See Professor Blunt, Lectures, p. 141. 

“Thus it would seem that S¢. Stephen sutfered capital pu- 
nishment,”’ adds Professor Blunt, ‘‘at the hands of the Jews, 
even in spite of its not being exactly lawful for them to put any 
one to death; the majesty of the Roman law being contented to 
lie in abeyance, though ready at any time to assert itself and re- 
sume its functions.” 

— énicadrotuevorv] invoking. Bentley (on Freethinking, xxxvi. 
p- 138) conjectures that ON (@cdv) ‘‘ was absorpt by the pre- 
ceding syllable ON.”” Perhaps, however, there is a design in the 
omission. St. Stephen called upon Him Whom he beheld in 
heaven, and said to Him, ‘‘ Lord Jesus, receive My Spirit.’’ Thus 
St. Stephen teaches with his dying breath that the Name of Jesus 
is to be called upon and worshipped ; i. e. that He is God. Hence 
in ix. 14. 21. 1 Cor. i. 2, and 2 Tim. ii. 22, ‘‘all that call on 
the Name of the Lord,” is a periphrasis for Christians. See also 
xxii. 16. 

— Kiépte *Incod] Lord Jesus. This is the only place where the 
Name Jesus is uttered by St. Stephen, see on v. 45. St. Stephen 
at his death prays to Jesus, and addresses the same prayers to 
Jesus, as Jesus, dying on the cross, had addressed to His Father, 
Luke xxiii. 34. 46, ‘“‘ Father, forgive them, for they know not 
what they do,” and ‘ Father, into Thy hands I commend My 
Spirit.” Jesus, as man, taught us to pray; St. Stephen, inspired 
by the Holy Ghost, teaches u8 to pray to Jesus; and to pray to 
Him as He as Man prayed to His Father,—that is, as God. 

— déiar rd Tvedud pov] receive my spirit. A proof that the 
spirit of man survives, and does not sleep, when separated from 
the body by death. See on Luke xvi. 22, 23, and above on i, 25. 

60. uh othons—auoptiay] lay not to their charge this 
sin. So A, B,C, D. Elz. thy auapriay rabrny,—but auapriay, 
the emphatic word, has its proper place at the close. He warns 
them of their danger in committing the sin, and shows his love 
to them by prayer for the sinning. 

The word otfons involves the idea of weighing. See Matt. 
xxvi. 15, When Thou, the Judge of all, weighest their actions 
in Thy balance, do not place this sin in the scale against them. 

By this prayer St. Stephen proved that all he had said in his 
speech, however bitter to them, was the language of charity. It 
came from the Spirit of Truth and Love, and it had its first-fruits 
in the conversion of Saul, and in that of thousands by him. 
‘‘Seevire videbatur Stephanus; lingua ferox, cor lene: clamabat, 
et paabae seeviebat, et salvos fieri volebat.” S. Aug. (Serm. 
315.) 

The influence of this prayer of St. Stephen on other succeed- 
ing Martyrs may be seen in Eused. v. 2. 

— éxouwhon] he fell asleep; that is, in body,—though it had 
been stoned,—for his spirit had been commended to Jesus, v. 59, 
and that neither slumbers nor sleeps. See on Luke xvi. 22 ; xxiii, 


43, and | Cor. xv. 6: even a heathen said, iepdy $rvoy KowmaTau 
Ovhokery why Aéye TovS ayabods. (Callimachus, pig. 10.) 

On the rhythmical cadence of this sentence in the word érou- 
uhOn (~~~), see note at the end of the Book, xxviii. 31. 

The following comments on this Divine History are from 
S. Augustine’s Sermons in Natali, the birthday, i. e. the Mar- 
tyrdom (see on Acts ii. 24) Stephani Martyris (Serm. 314—320, 
vol. v. pp. 1856—1878). 

“Cum aliorum martyrum vix gesta inveniamus quod in so- 
lemnitatibus earum recitare possimus (a remarkable declara- 
tion) Lujus passio in canonico libro est; Actus Apostolorum de 
Canone Scripture est: ipse liber incipit legi 2 Dominico Pasche, 
sicut se consuetudo habet Heclesiz (from Easter to Whitsuntide, 
Aug., Tract vi. in Joan.; cp. Chrys. in Acta, Hom. 63 and 48). 
In hoc ergo libro audistis quomodo sint electi et ab Apostolis 
ordinati septem Déaconi, in quibus Sanctus Stephanus erat; prior 
Martyr de Diaconis quam de Apostolis: prior victima de Agnis, 
quam de Arietibus.” §. Aug. (p. 1859.) 

He draws a parallel between 

(1) The charges against our Lord, and those against Ste- 
phen. Compare John ii. 19—21. Matt. xxvii. 40, with Acts vi. 14. 

(2) Our Lord’s prayer for His enemies, and commendation 
of His soul to the Father; and St. Stephen’s prayer and com- 
mendation of His soul to the Lord Jesus. 

He traces St. Stephen’s graces at his death to the influence 
of Christ’s example. ‘Sedebat in cathedra crucis Christus, et 
docebat Stephanum regulam pietatis. Ecce discipulus Tuus orat 
pro inimicis suis, orat pro lapidatoribus suis.’’ He refers his 
hearers to the Divine Source from which all St. Stephen’s graces 
flowed. ‘‘ Ecce hoc Stephanus fecit. De se? De suo fecit? 
Non ita; de dono Dei fecit. Si autem de dono Dei fecit, num- 
quid intravit, et contra te clausit ? Numquid pontem transivit et 
precidit ? Pete et tu; Fons manat, non siccavit. 

“Non mortem timebat Stephanus, quia Christum, quem 
pro se occisum sciebat, viventem videbat; ac per hoc festinabat 
etiam ipse mori pro Illo, ut viveret cum Illo. ja, fratres, se- 
quamur eum; si enim sequamur Stephanum, coronabimur 
(alluding to his name 3réavos, the Fathers love to dwell on the 
circumstance, that he who bore the name of Srédavos was the 
first to win the crown of Martyrdom for Christ) ; maximé autem 
imitandus est nobis in dilectione inimicorum: persistens beatissi- 
mus Martyr in testimonio Veritatis, et Charitatis ardens Spiritu, 
pervenit ad gloriosissimum finem.’’ 

S. Aug. (p. 1878) applies to St. Stephen the deacon the pro- 
mise of Christ (John xii. 26), ‘where I am, there shall My 
servant be,” observing that in the Greek original the word is 
didiovos, and in some Latin Versions Diaconus, and that St. 


Stephen was indeed a deacon to Christ, that he did follow Christ, 
and that in him Christ’s promise was made good, ‘ ubi sum Ego, 
ilite erit diaconus Meus.” To this remark it might be added, 
that the verb also is used twice there, édy éu0) Siakovh Tis enor 
&kodovbelTw, Kal rou ciul eye, exe? kad 6 Sidovos 6 euds ~orTa, 
kal éay Tis euol diakovh, Tiuhoer addy 6 dnp. 

S. Jerome (in Ezek. xhii.) seems to assert that St. Stephen 
was martyred at the Passover, on the second day of unleavened 
bread. If this was the case, and it is rendered probable by the 
presence of many Hellenists (vi. 9), here was another point of 
resemblance to Christ. Cp. below, on xii. 3. 

Lastly, on St. Stephen’s death, Augustine says (p. 1873), 
“Cum tanta esset in docendo constantia, videte qualis fuerit in 
morte patientia. Hi ictibus corpus ipsius quatiebant; ille pro 
inimicis orabat; contundebatur homo exterior, et supplicabat 
interior. Sed Dominus qui cinxerat, qui probaverat, spectabat 
desuper militem Suum, juvaturus certantem, coronaturus vin- 
centem. Denique Se ostendit illi. Ecce enim, inquit, video 
celos apertos, et Filium hominis stantem ad dexteram Dei. Et 
quid ait prose? Domine Jesu, accipe spiritum meum; et pro 
illis genuflectit, et ait, Domine, ne statuas illis hoc peccatum. Et 
hoe dicto, obdormivit.”” O sweet slumber! He who fell asieep 
among the stones of his enemies, how triumphantly will his ashes 
awake from the stones of the tomb! He fell asleep in confidence 
and peace, for he commended his spirit to the Lord. 

The position of St. Stephen’s Day, the morrow after Christ- 
mas Day, in the Calendar of the Christian Church, has a beau- 
tiful significance. See the excellent remarks of Gregory Nyssen, 
in 8. Stephan. (ii. p. 786.) It intimates that all the graces of all 
the Martyrs are due to the Incarnation of Curisr, Who is the Great 
Proro-Marryr, “the true and faithful Martyr or Witness”’ 
(Rev. i. 5; iii. 14), of Whose “fulness all have received, and 
grace for grace.” (John i. 16.) And this idea is strengthened 
by the sequence, in that Calendar, of the Martyrdom of Long 
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Life in St. John the Evangelist, and of Infancy in the Holy 
Innocents. The Incarnation of Christ may be compared to the 
Mountain of continental Greece, from which all its principal 
rivers flow, and fertilize the land. He is the One Well-spring 
of Living Water—“ the True Light that lighteth every one that 
cometh into the world.’’ (John i. 9.) 

Besides, the death-day of Martyrs is called rightly their 
Tmepa yevéOrros, dies Natalis, their birth-day (Huseb. iv. 15). 
It is their nativity into everlasting Life. Well therefore may it 
be associated with the Nativity of Curist. 


Cx. VIII. 1—3. Saddos Hv cuvevdoxav] Saul was consenting 
to his murder: cp. St. Paul’s own words, xxii. 20. Saul (says 
Aug., Serm. 316, p. 1868) heard St. Stephen’s speech ; and then 
perhaps he scoffed at it; but he was concerned in St. Stephen’s 
prayer. St. Stephen prayed for him. And mark the effects of that 
prayer. ‘Saulus, cui non suftecit occisus Stephanus, accepit 
Epistolas a Sacerdotibus, ut ubicunque inveniret Christianos alli- 
gatos adduceret ad supplicia sumenda, qualia sumpserat Ste- 
phanus. Iratus ibat Saulus, ibat lupus ad gregem Domini. Et 
Dominus de sursum, Saule, Saule, quid Me persequeris ? Lupe, 
quid Agnum persequeris? Ego, quando sum occisus, Leonem 
eccidi. Exue te lupo; esto de lupo, ovis; de ove, Pastor. Stratus 
est Persecutor, erectus est Pradicator. Stephanus tunc agnus, 
Paulus tunc lupus erat; modo autem ambo agni.’’—May we all 
with them follow the Lams in heaven ! 

1—4, mdvtes dieomdpnoav—edayyearrCduevor Toy Adyov] being 
scattered abroad by persecution they scattered abroad the seed 
of the Word. First, in Samaria, where Christ’s prophetic eye 
had seen ‘‘ the fields white unto harvest ” (John iy. 35), and then 
in the whole world. 

It is one of the purposes of this divine History, to show 
that ‘the fierceness of man turns to the praise of God.”’ Ps. 
Ixxvi. 10. 

As it was in the Apostolic age, so it ever has been and ever 
will be with the Church, governed and guided by the Spirit of God ; 

As Tertullian says to the Roman Persecutors of the Church 
(Apolog. ad fin.), ‘‘Crudelitas vestra illecebra est magis secte. 
Plures efficimur, quoties metimur a vobis; semen est sanguis 
Christianorum,” and ad Scapulam, ‘‘ Hane sectam magis edificari 
videas, cum cedi videtur.”’ Compare the language of S. Nilus 
(hom. 2 de Ascens.), ‘‘ Succidebantur Kcclesize palmites, et Fidei 
fructus augescebat. E radice enim Ill4 nati sunt Qui dixerat 
‘ Ego vici Mundum; Ego sum Vitis, Vos Palmites.’” And 
Chrysostom says, the blood of Martyrs waters the garden of the 
Church, and makes it fruitful; and S. Deo (Serm. i. in Natal. 
Petri), ‘‘ Non minuitur persecutionibus Ecclesia, sed augetur (cp. 
Exod. i. 12) et Dominicus ager segete altiore vestitur, dum grana 
quee singula cadunt multiplicata nascuntur.”’ 

Besides, by their dispersions they destroyed the power of the 
Enemy. ‘‘ Occiso Stephano, persecutionem gravissimam Hcclesia 
Hierosolymis passa est. Fugati sunt fratres qui ibi erant; soli 
Apostoli remanserunt. Czeteri fugabantur, sed, tanquam ardentes 
faces, accendebant. Stulti Judzi, quando illos de Hierosolymis 
fugabant, carbones ignis in silvam mittebant.”” Aug. (Serm. 
316. 

nine by the controlling power of Christ, the devices of the 
Arch-enemy of the Church were overruled into instruments 
against himself. 

— Aly tov amostéAwy] except the Apostles. It would seem 
that a special charge had heen laid on the Apostles to remain at 
Jerusalem ; see above, on i. 4, and below, viii. 14; ix. 27; xi. 1; 
xv. 2. 

2. cuverduscav] devout men took up Stephen and made great 
lamentation over him. There was a peculiar reason for the men- 
tion of this circumstance in the case of St. Stephen, because (as 
Lightfoot shows, ii. p. 677) it was not lawful among the Jews 
to make outward demonstrations of grief for persons condemned 
by the Sanhedrim. 


It is said by some interpreters, that these ‘devout’? men 
must have been Jews (see Kuin., Meyer), because the word 
evAaBets is connected with *Iovdato: in ii. 5; and because Chris- 
tians would not have ventured to bury Stephen. But evadBem 
is characterized as a Christian grace (Heb. v. 7; xii. 28); and 
though their xomerds was a remnant of Judaism (see Chrys. here, 
and below, on ix. 37), yet probably it is specially mentioned that 
these men buried Stephen, because it was an act of Christian 
courage, and exposed them to danger. However, it is not deter- 
mined by the historian whether they were Jews, Proselytes, or 
Christians. Perhaps there were some among them from all these 
three classes: they are contrasted as &ydpes «vAaBeis with the 
savage character of his murderers. 2 

The Burial of the dead is here commended as an act of 
Christian piety, and thus is inculcated the duty of reverence 
for the bodies of Christians, 

(1) as being temples of the Holy Ghost ; 

(2) and, as committed to the keeping of the grave, in order 
to rise again in glory, and to be ‘“‘ made like unto Christ’s glorious 
Body.”’ (Phil. iii. 21.) 

See the treatise of S. Aug. (vi. p. 866), De cura pro mor- 
tuis gerenda, and cp. what Bp. Pearson says, on the Creed, 
Art. iv. p. 339, “‘ When Ananias died, though after his sin, yet 
they wound him up and carried him out and buried him (Acts 
v. 6); when Stephen was stoned, devout men carried him to his 
burial; and when Dorcas died, they washed her and laid her in 
an upper chamber (Acts ix. 37). So careful were the primitive 
Christians of the rites of burial.”” And that pious and learned 
Expositor observes on the effect which Christianity had on 
national usages of Sepulture. In the Roman Empire, before the 
reception of the Gospel, the bodies of the dead were burnt, and 
their ashes only reserved in funeral urns. But after a few 
Emperors had received Baptism, there was not a body burnt in 
the Roman Empire. ; 

So great a social change was wrought by Christianity. The 
religious sanctity of the Churchyards and Cemeteries of Hurope 
is due to its influence. ‘ And the decent custom of the primitive 
Christians (says Bp. Pearson) was so acceptable unto God, that 
under His Providence it proved most effectual in the conversion 
of the Heathen, and in the propagation of the Gospel.” 

But when Funeral Rites are neglected and violated, Chris- 
tianity will decline. This is a warning not unnecessary in our 
own age and country, where, on account of the inadequate pro- 
vision and insufficient care of Churchyards, there is danger of 
heartlessness and irreverence in the interment of the dead,— 
especially of the poor. 

— Koretby péyay] great lamentation,—“ planctum magnum ;’’ 
with wringing of hands and beating of breasts. See Luke xxiii. 
48. Cp. below, ix. 39. 

3. €Auualvero|] Saul was making havoc of the Church, while 
some were burying Stephen; and others were preaching the word. 
A striking contrast. 

5. Siaimmos| Philip. Not Philip the Apostle; for the Apostles 
remained at Jerusalem (v. 1). And if Philip had been an Apostle, 
it would not have been necessary for Peter and John to leave 
Jerusalem for Samaria, to lay their hands on those whom Philip 
had baptized there (wv. 12, 13). But this Philip was the Deacon, 
also called Philip the Evangelist (Acts xxi, 8). So Chrys. and 
Epiphan., who says (Caten. p. 135), that Philip being a Deacon 
had not authority to give the Holy Spirit by laying on of hands. 
And Aug. (Serm. 266, 4) says, that he was called Philip the 
Evangelist, ‘ propter promptum preedicationis eloquium.”’ 

— Sapapelas] Samaria. Not a city of Samaria, but the city 
of Samaria, —“ in urbem ipsam Samarie ” (Bp. Pearson), the an- 
cient residence of the Kings of Israel, the Metropolis, S<BacTh— 
now Sebustieh. See Robinson, iii. 144, and “ Later Researches,” 
p- 126. 

On this use of the genitive, see Glass. p. 250, and Meyer 
here. The article is often omitted after prepositions. See Mid- 
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dieton here, p. 381. And A, B have the Article, which is re- 
ceived by Lachmann and Tischendorf. 

If St. Luke had meant Sychar, or any other city than the’ 
capital, he would probably have specified its name (see John 
iv. 5): dais, used by itself, frequently stands for unrpémoris. 
And from v. 14 it may also be inferred that wéAis Tijs Sapuapelas 
here signifies the Capital. It is true that the Capital was now 
commonly called S<farr}. But this name is never used in the 
New Testament; and St. Luke, writing for Hellenistic readers, 
would be disposed to preserve the name by which the City was 
known from the LXX, and which is also used by Josephus, Ant. 
BER Oe ae 

No reason can be assigned, why St. Luke should not have 
specified the name Sychar, or Sychem, if that had been the City 
of which he is here speaking; whereas there are many causes why 
he should not have mentioned Sebasté, the name of the Capi- 
tal of Samaria. They may have visited Sichem also. For the 
city of Samaria stood at a short distance to the north of Sichem, 
NedmoAis, now Nablous, on which see above, vii. 16. 

7. é&pxovto| So A, B, C, D, E, and other MSS. Elz. 
etipxeto. But the plural number seems to be studiously used 
in these cases in order to show the personal plurality of the Evil 
Spirits. Cp. on Mark ix. 20. 26. 

— mapadrcAvuevor] This word is never used for paralytic by 
St. Matthew or St. Mark, who use the word mapadutixds ten 
times (Matt. iv. 24; viii. 6; ix. 2.6. Mark ii. 3, 4, 5. 9, 10). 

But it is used in St. Luke’s Gospel (v. 18. 24), where the 
word mapadutixds does not occur; and it is used twice in the 
Acts (here, and ix, 33), where the word mapaAdutixds does not 
occur. And thus we have a double coincidence between the Acis 
of the Apostles and the Gospel of St. Luke. 

9. Siuwy] Simon Magus, characterized by ancient Christian 
writers, as the first heresiarch.~ See Justin M. Apol. i. 26. Iren. 
i. 23, and his scholar S. Hippolytus in Pref. heer. lib. vi., who 
refers to this history in the Acts, p. 161 and p. 176. Tertullian, 
Prescr. c. 46. 8. Cyril. Hierosol. p. 95, 96, méons aipécews 
ebpeths. Cp. Euseb. ii. 1; ii. 13. Ambrose, Hexaém. vy. 8. 
Epiphan. xxi. 1. Tillemont, Mémoires Kccl. ii. p. 16. Burton, 
Lectures, pp. 74—82. 294. vans, Biog. Harly Church, p. 140; 
and below on 2 Pet. i. 16. 

— éticrév] On this form of the Verb, see Winer, § 14, p. 72. 

— Aéywr civat, x.7.A.] Tren. ii. 2, ‘Simone mago primo 
dicente semetipsum esse super omnia Deum.’ While Philip 
preached Christ, Simon vaunted himself as God. 

This is not the place for discussing the question concerning 
Justin Martyr’s (Apol. i. 26 and i. 56) account of the Statue, 
“Simoni Deo Sancto,” at Rome. Cp. Jren. i. 23.1. Tertul- 
lian, Apol. 13. Clem. Recog. ii. c. 9. Cyril, Catech. vi. It has 
generally been supposed in modern times that Justin was de- 
ceived by the inscription of a stone in honour of the Sabine deity 
Semo Sancus. See Oféo’s note, p. 192. Winer, R. W. B. ii. 
p. 238. On the other side, Thirlby, Braun, Maran, and Fog- 
gini, and more lately, Windischmann (Vind. Petr. p. 78), have 
endeavoured to vindicate Justin’s statement. See also Dr. Bur- 
ton’s Lectures, p. 232, Professor Norton’s Essay on the subject, 
and Dr. Kitto’s Illustrations of the Acts, pp. 84--7. 

It has been thought by some, that Simon Magus is the per- 
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son mentioned by Josephus (Ant. xx. 7. 2) as Sluwva, “Iovdaiov, 
Kurpioy d& yévos, wd-yov eivar oxnmTdéuevov, who was employed by 
Felix to decoy Drusilla from her husband Azizus that she might 
marry him. Neander (Gesch. u. Pflanz. i. 87) deems it probable, 

10. 7 Kadouuévn peydAn] So A, B, C, D, H, and other MSS. 
Elz. omits xaAovpévn, which however has a special force. This 
man is that mighty power of God which is so called in the Word 
of God. Cp. Aug. in Heres. 1, who says that Simon called him- 
self the Messiah; and Teodoret, de fabulis heretic. c. i. Indeed 
he seems to have claimed to himself the names of the three 
persons of the Trinity. See Jren. i. 23, who says, ‘‘ Hic 4 multis 
quasi Deus glorificatus est, et docuit semetipsum esse qui inter 
Judzos quasi Filius apparuerit, in Samarid autem quasi Pater 
descenderit, in reliquis verO Gentibus quasi Spiritus Sanctus ad- 
ventaverit. Esse autem se sublimissimam virtutem (Thy weydAnv 
dvvautv), hoc est eum qui sit super omnia Pater; et sustinere vo- 
cari se quodcunque eum vocant homines”’ (Stvauiv—kadrovméevny). 
The original Greek of Ireneus may be partly restored in this 
passage from the newly discovered work of his scholar S. Hip- 
polytus, Refutat. Her. p. 175, ed. Miller. 

Thus we see that even the father of Heresy bears witness to 
the doctrine of the Trinity. 

The impious assertions of Simon Magus, the Father of the 
Gnostic heretics, appear to have been in St. Peter’s mind when 
he wrote his Second Epistle. See 2 Pet. i. 16—18. 

ll. 3a To—éEeoraxévar] because they had been bewitched. 
“Tutransitive” (Briider). The Vulgate has an active sense, 
‘quia dementasset eos,” which is followed in the English 
Version. 

13. éxlorevoe] he made a public profession of faith, and be- 
came one of the members of the visible Church, who were called 
morot. On this sense of moretw, see Acts ii. 44; iv. 32; and 
on Rom. xiv. 2. Ore émiorevoauey: of &yior designate the mem- 
bers of the Church generally, Acts ix. 32. 41, and cp. of cw(duevar, 
ii. 47. 

— éticraro] he who had himself been éfiorayv 7d Zvos, v. 9. 

14. pbs airovs] to them at Samaria, the city. 

— Tlérpoy al Iwdvyny] Peter and John. On the continuance 
of the Apostles at Jerusalem after the Ascension, see above on 
i. 4; viii. 1. As to St. John particularly, see Blunt, Lectures, 
p: 86, who observes, that though Asia Minor was his ultimate 
destination, there is no evidence of his having been there during 
the life (qu. visits) of St. Paul; and wherever he is mentioned in 
the Acts it is in connexion with Palestine. 

15—18. ofriwes| who went down and prayed for them that 
they might receive the Holy Ghost. For as yet He had fallen 
upon none of them; but only they had been baptized into the 
Name of the Lord Jesus. Then they were laying their hands 
upon them, and they were receiving the Holy Ghost. The im- 
perfect tense here used (‘were laying on,’’ ‘“ were receiving ’’) 
shows the repetition of the act in the several cases of the be- 
lievers who had been baptized. The Apostles sent Peter and 
John from Jerusalem to Samaria, in order to do what Philip the 
Deacon, who was there, could not do, and what Paul the Apostle 
afterwards did (see xix. 6), i.e. to give to those who had been 
baptized, the full outpouring of the Holy Ghost by laying on of 
Apostolic hands. 


ACTS. VIII. 16. 
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The going down of Peter and John to the city of Samaria, in 
order to receive its inhabitants who had been baptized, into full 
communion with the spiritual Israel of God’s Church in Christ, is 
an event full of interest when considered with reference to the 
history of the Old Testament concerning that region. 

As was observed above (vii. 16), Sychem or Shechem, in 
Samaria, was the first place in Canaan where God appeared to 
Abraham when he came from Haran, and there he built his first 
altar to the Lord. It was also the first place to which Jacob 
went, on his coming from Padan Aram, with his children the 
Patriarchs ; and there also he built the altar E/-Elohe-Israel. 
(Gen. xxxiii. 20.) There it was, that two of the twelve Patriarchs, 
Simeon and Levi, in cruelty and subtlety, constrained the in- 
habitants to communion with the literal Israel by Circumcision. 
(Gen. xxxiv. 15—30.) = 

But now, after that the Holy Ghost has been poured out 
from heaven upon the Church,—two of the Twelve Apostolic 
Patriarchs of the spiritual Israel,—Peter and John,—go down 
to the same region,—perhaps also to the same city,—and receive 
its inhabitants into full communion with the true children of 
Abraham, or Israel of God, the Christian Church, by the spiri- 
tual Circumcision of the heart, i.e. by the Gift of the Holy 
Ghost. 

The names of the two Apostles so employed deserve notice. 
Simeon and Levi had been the Ministers of Wrath; Peter and 
John are the Ministers of Grace. Peter’s name was Simeon 
(Acts xv. 14); and John, as joined (Gen. xxix. 34) constantly to 
him (see on John xviii. 15, 16. Acts iii. 1), was well typified by 
a se brother, by both parents, of Simeon (Gen. xxix. 33, 34; 
xlix, 5). 

We may observe also, that the gracious work of the Spirit on 
the hearts of the Apostles themselves, and through them on the 
Church, is made more significant by the contrast of the former 
conduct of two of the Apostles in this region. Before they had 
been baptized with ‘‘ the Holy Ghost and with fire,” the two bre- 
thren, James and John, even when in the company of Christ upon 
earth, had been eager to call down fire from heaven and destroy the 
village of the Samaritans, which would not receive them. (Luke 
ix. 54.) They had been ready to do the vindictive work of Simeon 
and Levi. But now that they have been baptized with fire, the 
two Apostolic brethren, Peter and John, call down from heaven 
on the Samaritans the pure and holy flame of zeal and love. 
Such was the change wrought by the Holy Ghost, poured down 
from heaven by Christ, now ascended into heaven, and there sit- 
ting in glory. 

To the authorities cited above concerning this administration 
of the Rite of Confirmation (on v. 5), may be added what is said 
by S. Jerome, a Presbyter, and one not over eager to exalt the 
rights of the Episcopate: ‘‘ Are you ignorant that this is the 
custom of our Churches, that hands are laid on those who are 
-baptized, and the Holy Spirit invoked over them? Do you 
inquire where this is written? It is in the Acts of the Apostles” 
(ad Lucifer. c. 4, p. 294). © ‘ This is the usage of our Churches. 
The Bishop goes forth (excurrit) and makes a tour in order to 
lay his hands and to invoke the Holy Spirit on those who in 
smaller towns have been baptized by our Priests and Deacons” 
(ibid.). And S. Cyprian (Hpist. 73), ‘They who are baptized 
are brought to the Chief Pastors of the Church, that by our 
prayer (Cyprian being a bishop) and the laying on of hands they 
may receive the Holy Ghost, and be completed by the seal of 
Christ ;"” and before him, Tertullian, a presbyter, de Bapt. c. 8, 
and Augustine (de Trin. xv. 26), “ Ecclesia in Preepositis suis 
nunc servat morem, quem habebant Apostoli, oratione et manuum 
impositione tribuendi Spiritum Sanctum ;”’ and Theophyl. says, 
“ After Baptism the Holy Spirit is given by laying on of hands; 
and this order is observed to our day:’’ this was written in the 
eleventh century. 

Here is the answer to the question sometimes put now, as 
indeed it was of old, ‘‘ What profit is there to me from the Mi- 
nistry of Confirmation, after the Sacrament of Baptism?” The 
Holy Spirit (says Husebius Emisenus, or perhaps Salvian, see 
Hammond, iv. 895) which descends on the waters of Baptism with 
healing on His Wings (salutifero illapsu) gives, at the baptismal 
font, complete remission of sins. And in Confirmation He sup- 
plies grace, for growth in holiness. In Baptism we are regenerated 
unto life; in Confirmation we are invigorated for life’s warfare. 
Baptism suffices for those who are called away by God in tender 
years; Confirmation arms and equips the young soldier (who has 
been enlisted in Baptism under Christ’s banner) to fight a good 
fight in the conflicts of this world. 

It appears from v. 16 that the Holy Ghost had not visibly 


fallen upon any of the converts before the Apostles had laid their 
hands upon them, That is, the full effusion of the Holy Ghost, 
with its ¢hen visible manifestations of tongues and other signs, 
had not been vouchsafed to them. As S. Aug. says (in Joann. 
Tract. vi.), ‘‘ Nondum acceperant Spiritum Sanctum, sicut tune 
descendebat ad ostendendam significationem gentium crediturarum, 
ut linguis loquerentur.” 

The reasons of this seem to be, to show the need of union 
with the Apostles, and to secure due respect to their persons and 
office ; and to assure the Church, in all ages, of the reality of the 
inward grace ministered to all worthy recipients of Confirmation. 

Hence Confirmation was called the Consummating Unction, 
xplois TeAcwwTiKH, as completing Baptism. See Bp. Taylor’s 
Dissertation with that title, Works, xi. 215. As S. Ambrose 
teaches (de Sacram. iii. 2): “ Post fontem (baptismi) superest ut 
perfectio fiat, quando ad invocationem sacerdotis Spiritus Sanctus 
infunditur.”’” And as Hooker says (V. Ixvi.), ‘It confirms and 
perfects that which the grace of the Spirit has already begun in 
Baptism; and cp. Hammond’s Treatise “de Confirmatione,”’ 
Works, iv. 851. Bp. Pearson, Lectures in Acta, v. 6; and 
Dr. Comber, Companion to the Temple, iii. p. 451. Bingham, 
Antiq., bk. xii. here. Blunt, Lectures, p. 40; and see also Calvin 
here, ‘‘in whose opinion,” says R. Nelson, ‘this passage in the 
Acts shows that Confirmation was instituted by the Apostles ;’”’ and 
see the valuable Manual entitled ‘‘ Carecazsis,” by the Bishop 
of St. Andrew’s, Lond. 1857, and the remarks made and autho- 
rities quoted in an excellent Hssay by the late Rev. John Frere, 
M.A., Rector of Cottenham. Lond. 1845. 

In another important respect Confirmation is the consum- 
mation of Baptism,—not from any defect in Baptism itself, but 
from the circumstances of persons who have been baptized ; 

In primitive times, from the nature of the case, the majority 
of those who were baptized were Adults. But now that Chris- 
tianity has been long preached in the world, they who are bap- 
tized are, for the most part, Infants. ‘‘ The astipulation of a 
good conscience is an essential part of Baptism’’ (1 Pet. iii. 21). 
And ‘for all such as have been baptized in their Infancy the per- 
sonal resumption or ratification of that vow which they made by 
their sponsors at the sacred laver is to be exacted in the public 
congregation.’”” And this is done at Confirmation. (Dr. Jackson 
on the Creed, bk. x. ch. 1. vol. ix. p. 548.) And they who boldly 
confess Christ with their lips and lives on earth, will be confessed 
by Him at the Great Day. Matt. x. 32. Luke xii. 8, 

The Church of England has declared her mind in this matter 
in her Office for Baptism. ‘ Ye are to take care, that this child 
be brought to the Bishop to be confirmed by him,’”’ &c. 

And in her Office for ConFIRMATION— 

“Then the Bishop shall say : 

.... Almighty and everlasting God ... we make our 
humble supplication unto Thee for these thy servants, upon 
whom after the example of thy Holy Apostles we have now 
laid our hands... .” 

Also, in her sixtieth Canon of 1603, the Church of England 
says, that ‘it hath been a solemn, ancient, and laudable custom 
in the Church of God, continued from the Apostles’ times, that 
all Bishops should lay their hands upon children baptized and 
instructed in the Catechism of Christian Religion, praying over 
them and blessing them,—which we commonly call Confirma- 
tion.” 

It has indeed been alleged by some, that the Church of 
England says only that Confirmation is administered after the 
example of the Apostles, and not by reason of any direct precept 
of the Apostles, or any institution of any perpetual ordinance by 
them. 

But on this it is to be observed, that in such cases as these 
example is equivalent to precept. 

What was done by the Apostles in this matter, and what the 
Holy Ghost himself here records in Holy Scripture as having 
been done by them, was not done by them of their own mind, 
but by the will of God. It was done by Him, through them. 
And He showed that it was His act, by visible outpourings of the 
Holy Ghost on those persons for whom the Apostles prayed, and 
on whom they laid their hands. Simon Magus saw, that through 
the laying on of the Apostles’ hands the Holy Ghost was given. 
(Acts viii. 18.) The persons on whom the Apostle St. Paul laid 
his hands, spake with tongues and prophesied. (Acts xix. 6.) 

By these outward manifestations in the first age of the 
Church, Almighty God set His own seal on this practice of the 
Apostles ; who, being taught of God, exercised this ministry as 
the proper means for the conveyance of an inward gift, called in 
Holy Scripture the Gift of the Holy Ghost, to the souls of bap- 
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tized persons. Thus Almighty God commended this practice to 
the permanent use of all future generations, and made it obli- 
gatory on Christians to receive and maintain it. 

God’s gifts are without repentance. (Rom. xi. 29.) That 
is, whatever means He has once bestowed for the attainment of 
necessary ends, are never withdrawn by Him. He never revokes 
what He has once given for our growth in spiritual grace here, 
and for our attainment of heavenly glory hereafter. And what- 
soever is offered by Him for such ends is to be thankfully used 
by us. See note on John xiii. 14. 

The gift of the Holy Ghost is a gift of this kind. It is as 
much required now, as it was in the age of the Holy Apostles. 
Man’s ghostly enemies are still the same as they were then. His 
needs of ghostly helps against them, are, therefore, as great now 
as they were then. Man is the same. Heaven is the same. Hell 
is the same. The Holy Ghost is the same. His love is the same, 
and His gifts remain the same; and they have the same purpose 
and power, to enable men to escape Hell, and to reach Heaven. 

Accordingly, we find that our Lord Himself describes the 
promised gift of the Holy Ghost as a gift in perpetuity. JI will 
pray the Father, He says, and He shall give you another Com- 
Sorter, that He may abide with you for ever. (John xiv. 16.) 

The Apostles, being taught by God, and being guided by 
Him into all Truth, used certain means for the conveyance of 
spiritual grace to those who had been baptized; and that God 
sanctioned that Apostolic practice by visible marks of His own 
approval and favour. 

These means were Prayer and Laying-on of Hands. These 
mens are reckoned by the Holy Spirit, speaking in the Epistle to 
the Hebrews, as among the first principles of the Doctrine of 
Christ (Heb. vi. 2), where the doctrine of Laying-on of Hands is 
joined with the doctrine of Baptism. 

We know, from the testimony of ancient Christian writers, 
that the chief Pastors, or Bishops of the Church, who had been 
appointed by the Apostles as their successors, and who best knew 
the mind of the Apostles, used these same means, and prayed 
and laid their hands on those who had been baptized, as the Holy 
Apostles had done before them; and that the primitive Christian 
Bishops did this for the same purpose as the Apostles had done, 
namely, for the conveyance of the gift of the Holy Ghost to those 
who had been baptized, and on whom they laid their hands with 
prayer. We find that the earliest Christian Churches, planted 
by the Apostles, used these means; and that this Apostolic prac- 
tice was called by them Conrirmarion, because in it they who 
have been baptized are confirmed and strengthened by the Holy 
Ghost the Comforter. These means have been ever used by the 
Church of Christ Universal, to which He has promised His per- 
petual presence (Matt. xxviii. 20), and the continual guidance of 
His Spirit, and which is the Church of the Living God, the Pillar 
and Ground of the Truth (1 Tim. iii. 15). We find also that 
these means have been mercifully preserved to us, by God’s good- 
ness, in our own Church, which, at every Baptism administered 
by her to Infants, commands that the child then baptized shall 
‘be brought to the Bishop, to be confirmed by him,” so soon as 
it has been duly catechised ; and she declares, in her office for 
Confirmation, that the Laying-on of Hands of the Bishop on 
those who have been baptized, is an act done by him “after the 
example of the Holy Apostles.” 


We may therefore conclude; that Almighty God, Who is 
the Author and Giver of all Grace, and without Whom we can do 
nothing that is pleasing in His sight, vouchsafes to bestow on 
those who have been baptized the gift of the Holy Ghost, by the 
appointed means of Prayer, and of the Laying-on of Hands of 
the successors of the Holy Apostles, who were inspired by the 
Holy Ghost, and who employed these means, and delivered them 
to be used by those who came after them, even to the end. What 
was thus done by the Holy Apostles under the guidance and in- 
spiration of the Holy Ghost, was done by the Holy Ghost, Who 
guided and inspired them. And whensoever the Holy Ghost 
vouchsafes to appoint and employ certain means for bestowing 
His own gifts, we have no right to expect to receive those gifts 
from Him, unless we conform ourselves to His will, and use 
those means, which He has been pleased to institute for their 


bestowal. To neglect those means, is to grieve the Holy Spirit, 
who works by them. It is to despise and disobey Christ, who 
sent the Holy Ghost to teach His Apostles all things, and to 
guide them into all truth, and to abide with them for ever ; and 
who said to His Apostles, He that receiveth you receiveth Me, 
and he that receiveth Me receiveth Him that sent Me (Matt. x. 
40), and whosoever shall not receive you, nor hear your words, 
when you depart out of that house or city shake off the dust of 
your feet. Verily, I say unto you, it shall be more tolerable for 
the land of Sodom and Gomorrha in the Day of Judgment than 
for that city (Matt. x. 14, 15). On the other hand, if we receive 
those means thankfully and reverently, we receive Christ, who 
promised to be ever with His Apostles even unto the end of the 
world. We receive the Holy Ghost the Comforter, who guided 
the Apostles to use those means for the bestowal of His own 
blessed gift to the Christian soul, for its growth in grace here, and 
for its everlasting glory hereafter. 

Richard Hooker’s lamentations for the insufficient admi- 
nistration of Confirmation in his own day (see Eccl. Pol. V. Ixvi. 8) 
might be reiterated with a hundred-fold force in the present 
times, when, from the inadequate number of Bishops, an im- 
mense majority of the population grow up without ever receiving 
the completion of their baptismal privileges, by the reception of 
Confirmation, and the subsequent graces of the Holy Spirit given 
in the Lord’s Supper, and, consequently, are never brought into 
full communion with the Church; and though they may have 
been baptized by her, yet, being never made fully partakers of her 
privileges, they fall away into indifference or unbelief, or are ar- 
rayed in hostility against her. 

It seems as if Confirmation, being restricted in its adminis- 
tration to those who are successors of the Apostles, were designed 
by Divine Providence to serve the important purpose of maintain- 
ing a vital principle of Church Unity, by bringing all the children 
of God in a Diocese, as members of one spiritual household, to 
receive the benediction of their Spiritual Father in God; thus re- 
minding them of their filial adoption in Christ the Son of God 
into the family of One heavenly Father ; and of the gracious over- 
shadowing of the One Spirit of Unity—the Divine Dove—whose 
invisible wings are spread over them, and shed grace from heaven 
upon them. 

It also seems as if this restriction of Confirmation to the 
Episcopal office were divinely ordered, in order to show more 
clearly the necessity of elasticity and expansion of Episcopacy, in 
proportion to the growth of the population of a country, and so to. . 
ensure (short of absolute compulsion) those other blessings which 
flow from the Holy Spirit on the Church through the ministrations 
of a pious, learned, zealous, and faithful Episcopate. 

15. AdBwor Mvedua &yiov] Cp. v. 17, éAduBavoy Tv. a&y., and 
our Lord’s own words, John xx. 22, AdBere Tvedua dyiov. 

18. iSav 6 Sluwy, bri—didora] iSev, A, B, C, D, E. Elz. 
Ocacduevos. But when Simon saw that the Holy Ghost is being 
given; it is observable, that, whereas miraculous powers were 
exercised by the Deacons, and other disciples, yet it does not 
appear that they had the power “ to derive or communicate them 
to other men,” as Hooker remarks, V. Ixvi. 

“ Simon Magus,” says Hooker (V. \xvi. 2), “ perceiving that 
power to be in none but the Apostles, and presuming that they 
which had it could sell it, sought to purchase it of them with 
money.” Thus even Simon himself, the arch-heretic, supplies a 
strong argument for the reality of the Divine Grace dispensed by 
prayer and laying on of Apostolic hands. He would never have 
offered to give money for what did not exist. 

On the sin of Simony hence deriving its name, see the 
authorities in Bingham, Antiq. xvi., and Dupin on the Study of 
Theology, p. 469. 

It has been supposed by some that Simon himself had been 
confirmed by the Apostles, but this is not probable. 

On the covetousness of the Gnostic Teachers, the followers 
of Simon, see St. Peter’s own testimony, 2 Pet. ii. 

20. Ierpos 5¢ elme—xracba] But Peter said unto him, Thy 
money perish with thee because thow thouyhtest to purchase the 
gift of God by money. A remarkable proof of St. Peter’s honesty, 
courage, and disinterestedness. 

Simon Peter would not receive any thing from Simon Magus 
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for the dispensation of a spiritual gift—although at that time the 
Church subsisted on alms (see iv. 35). He claimed no merit to 
himself for the power which he was enabled to use. It was the 
gift of God. He boldly rebuked Simon, who was adored by the 
people of Samaria. And Simon Magus, who had bewitched the 
people, feels Simon Peter’s power, and submits to if, acknow- 
ledges his prophetic gifts, and craves his prayers (v. 24). 

22. peravdénoov—Kal defOnti—ei pa apeOhoera] Repent 
therefore from this thine iniquity, and pray to the Lord, if 
haply the thought of thine heart shall be forgiven thee. A strong 
passage 

(1) Against all Donatistic iteration of Baptism. 

(2) Against all Novatian denials of Pardon for deadly sin 
after Baptism. See the Expositors of Article XVI. of the Church 
of England. 

(3) For the reality of Divine Grace in Baptism, which 
though dormant in a Simon Magus, in a death-like sleep of sin, 
may be awakened, and be made available by Repentance and 
Prayer, for salvation not to be repented of ; 

(4) And consequently for the possibility and duty of Prayer 
and Repentance, on the part of baptized persons after falling into 
deadly sin. See XX XIX Articles, Art. xvi. 

S. Augustine has some excellent remarks on the case of 
Simon (in Joann. Tract. vi.), ‘Cui dicit hec Petrus? Utique 
baptizato. Jam baptisma habebat; sed Columba visceribus non 
herebat. Baptisma illi quid proderat? Noli ergo de Baptismo 
gloriari, quasi ex ipso salus tibi sufficiat. Noli irasci; depone 
fel, veni ad Columbam .. . habeto humilitatem, charitatem, 
pacem ; habeto bonum quod nondum habes, ut prosit tibi bonum 
quod habes—veni ad Columbam (i. e. ad Hcclesiz unitatem), hic 
tibi proderit quod foris non solum non proderat, sed etiam 
oberat.’’ 

— od Kuplov] So A, B, C, D, EH, and others. 
Ocov. Cf. v. 24. 

23. cis xoAhv] Something more than éy xoAj. Thou who hast 
been baptized into Christ (eis Xpuordv), hast plunged thyself into 
the gall of bitterness. Cp. v. 40. 

25. iméaotpepoy] they were returning. So A, B, D. Elz. 
tméaTpepay. 

— Sopapertay] of the Samaritans. A fulfilment of our Lord’s 
prophecy, who had seen there in His divine prescience ‘‘ many 
fields white unto harvest’ (John iv. 35). Cp. Acts i. 8. 

— képas] villages. See on Matt. ix. 35. On this word is an 
interesting Homily of S. Chrysostom here, exhorting Landowners 
to build and endow Churches and Chapels on their estates—a 
counsel very seasonable for these and all times. 

— einyyeaAi(ovto] they were evangelizing in their way. As to 
the accusative, see xiv. 21; xvi. 10. So A, B, C, D, E.—Elz. 
eunyyeAtoayTo. 

They (Peter and John) were evangelizing many villages of 
the Samaritans ; perhaps, among these, was that village on which 
John had once desired to call down fire from heaven. (Luke ix. 
52.) But the Holy Ghost, sent down from heaven with a baptism 
of fire, had changed his heart, and warmed it with love. 

26. Té¢av] Gaza, Hebr. my, a fortress, the Hebrew » being 
changed into the Greek y. Gen. x. 19. Josh. xiii. 3. ] Sam. vi. 17. 
An old Canaanitish fortified town of Philistia, celebrated in the 
history of Samson; situated on a hill twenty stadia from the sea, 
stormed and plundered by Alexander the Great (Plutarch, Alex. 
25. Q. Curt. iv. 6), and dismantled by the Jewish Prince Alex- 
ander Janneus, B.c. 96 (see Joseph. Ant. xiii. 13.3), but not 
long afterwards restored by Gabinius (Joseph. xiv. 5. 3). Fora 
description, see Robinson, ii. 375—384. 

In the sending forth of the Gospel toward Gaza, celebrated 
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in Philistian History, and in the conversion of the chamberlain 
of Ethiopia, we may recognize an intimation and earnest of 
the fulfilment of the Prophecy concerning Christ (Ps. Ixxxvii. 4), 
“Behold Philistia, with Tyre and Ethiopia, there shall He be 
born,” and Ps. Ix. 8, ‘ Philistia, be thou glad of Me,” and cviii. 
9, “Over Philistia will I triumph,’’ and lxviii. 31, “ Ethiopia 
shall stretch out her hands unto God.” 

The incidents in the Acts of the Apostles are, for the most 
part, prophetical as well as historical; they show what has been, 
and is; and in the past and present they give a pledge of the 
future progress and triumphs of Christianity. 

— attrn éorly epnuos| this is desert. These words are regarded 
by many as a parenthesis of S¢. Luke, distinguishing it as the 
old City, ruined by Alexander, from the other Gaza, See A La- 
pide, Wetstein, Rosenm., and others ; 

But this does not seem to be a correct view. 

The site of the new City was near that of the old one. The 
same roads led to them both; and what did Philip do there? 
Nothing. He did not meet the Eunuch at Gaza,—new or old,— 
but in the wilderness. See also on v. 36 and v. 40, whence it 
appears that Philip did not ever arrive at Gaza. 

The meaning seems to be this ; 

Philip had been very successful in preaching in a populous 
metropolitan City to vast multitudes (see v. 6). God would now 
try his faith, and show His own Divine power, and present an 
example in him to other Preachers of the Gospel. He would 
also reward the devout Ethiopian, who could little expect to meet 
a preacher in the wilderness ; 

The address of the Angel to St. Philip may be therefore 
paraphrased thus ;—Quit the City of Samaria, but do not go to 
the north, to populous Galilee, where thou mightest make many 
converts; nor yet to Jerusalem, but beyond it, to the very 
extremity of Palestine. Go along the road which leads to Gaza,— 
which is desert; Almighty God has something for thee to do 
there. He can enable thee to do the work of an Evangelist, 
not only in the city of Samaria, but in the wilderness of Phi- 
listia. 

This was a speech something like our Lord’s question to 
the Apostle Philip in the wilderness (év tH épnula), ‘‘ Whence 
shall we buy bread for these that they may eat?” (Matt. xiv. 15. 
John vi. 5.) 

It may also be compared to His command to the Apostles, 
to cast in their net for a draught, in a place in the sea where they 
had toiled all night, and caught nothing. (Luke v. 5. John 
xxi. 6. 

But still the command of the Lord to Philip was,—‘‘ Go 
along the road to Gaza, to the southern extremity of Palestine, 
the wilderness.’? And he arose and went. And there, in the 
wilderness, he saw a chariot, and was commanded by the Spirit 
to join himself to it; he ran and overtook it, he fed the soul of 
the Ethiopian Courtier with the bread of life; he caught, if we 
may venture so to speak (see John xxi. 11), this ‘great Fish’ in 
the Net of the Gospel, even in the wilderness. He baptized 
him; and perhaps by means of the example and influence of 
this great Courtier, the Morians’ land soon stretched forth her 
hands unto God (Ps. Ixviii. 31. Cf. Zeph. iii. 10). And thus 
even in Philip the Evangelist was the prophecy fulfilled, “‘ The 
voice of him that crieth in the Wilderness, Prepare ye the way 
of the Lord, make straight in'the desert a highway for our God.” 
Isa. xl. 3. 

As to the word épnuos, it is generally considered as an 
adjective here; and if so, it is to be connected with 65és. And so 
the Arabic and Syriac Versions, and Lightfoot here, and Winer 
(Gr. Gr. pp, 108. 142), and Robinson (ii. p. 380), who says that it 
indicates the southern road, leading from Hleutheropolis to Gaza, 
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through the desert, or region without villages; as is the case at 
the present day. 

The sense then would be: Go along thaé road which is de- 
serted, and where therefore you may not expect to meet any one. 
But still, Go. 

Or, aitn éotly %pnuwos may mean, ‘that region is unin- 
habited,’ an %pyuos: where you may expect to find no one; but 
here is the force of the command, here is the trial of your faith. 
Go and see. And it may be observed that the word épnuos 
occurs eight other times in the Acts of the Apostles, and in seven 
of these (vii. 30. 36. 38. 42. 44; xiii. 18; xxi. 38) it is a sub- 
stantive. In one only (i. 20, a quotation from the LXX) it is an 
adjective. 

It does not seem therefore that the words airy éatly epnuos 
are a parenthesis inserted by St. Luke; but they are words of the 
Angel to St. Philip; and their meaning is either, ‘* this road is 
desert,” or, “this is a wilderness.” 

On this sending of St. Philip, see below, ix. 6. 

27. evvovxos] rendered by some here a Chamberlain or Cour- 
tier. See on Matt. xix. 12. 

It must however be observed, that a strong reason in favour 
of the literal translation of the word (as adopted in the English 
Version) may be derived from the promise in Isaiah lvi. 3—8. 
And it may have been a part of St. Luke’s design, in this narra- 
tive, to show that that promise was fulfilled in the Christian 
Church, as described by St. Paul, Gal. iii. 28. 

Besides ; the case of this evvodx~os may be compared with 
that of the faithful and merciful Ebed-melech, also an Ethiopian 
and an Eunuch, who is contrasted with the rebel King and 
Courtiers of Judah—as the faithful Ethiopian here is contrasted 
with the obdurate Rulers of Jerusalen—and who received a'special 
promise and blessing from God (Jeremiah xxxviii. 7—13; xxxix. 
16—18. Cp. Baumgarten, i. p. 205). 

Indeed this history of the Ethiopian, and that which soon 
follows, of Cornelius the first-fruits of the Gentile world, derive 
additional interest from the consideration that in them may be 
recognized a fulfilment of ancient Prophecies, particularly in that 
chapter of Isaiah (lvi. 3) which speaks of the extension of the 
blessings of God’s Covenant in Christ— 

(1) to the ‘‘ Hunuchs that keep His Sabbaths and choose 
the things that please Him,” and in them to all who are alone 
and childless in this world, and yet are made members of the 
household of God in Christ, and so receive ‘‘a place and a name 
better than of sons and daughters ;’”’ and 

(2) to the “Sons of the Stranger” (such as Cornelius), who 
were once afar off and aliens from God, but are now made near in 
Christ, and are brought to His Holy Mountain, and “ made joyful 
in His House of Prayer, which shall be for ‘all people.’”’ See 
Isaiah lvi. 4—7. 

It may be here suggested for the reader’s consideration 
whether these Chapters (viii—x.) of the Acts of the Apostles 
do not also display the fulfilment of another Prophecy concern- 
ing the Evangelical Conquests of Christ (viz. Psalm cviii. 7). 
Be thou exalted, O God, above the heavens (v. 5), i.e. by the 
Ascension. God hath spoken in His Holiness, I will rejoice and 
divide Shechem, or Sychem—fulfilled in the Evangelization of 
Samaria—perhaps Sychem itself. The triumphs of the Gospel 
in that region and in Galilee, mentioned in the Acts of the 
Apostles (ix. 31), seem to be predicted by the words of that Psalm 
(v. 8), ‘‘ Manasseh is mine, Ephraim also is the strength of my 
head ;” and Christ triumphed over Philistia by the preaching of 
Philip in the road to Gaza and at Azotus, and of Peter at Joppa. 
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Perhaps also the promise of the conquest over Edom (which was 
a name for the enemies of God’s Church, and is especially applied 
by the Rabbis to Rome) may have been begun to be fulfilled by 
the reception of the Roman soldier Cornelius, the representative 
of the heathen and Roman world, into the Christian Church. 
Doubtless also it had a literal fulfilment in the Victories of the 
Gospel in Idumea. 

The gracious consequences of the outpouring of the Holy 
Spirit, in the propagation of the Gospel, are prophetically declared 
in Psalm Ixviii. 7—31. In v. 7 the description of the giving of 
the Law on Sinai is immediately followed by that of the promul- 
gation of the Gospel at Sion, and its fruits are foreshown. See 
particularly v. 27 of that Psalm, perhaps in reference to the Con- 
version of St. Paul, and v. 31, to the baptism of the Ethiopian. 

Indeed the History of the Acts of the Apostles is an Inspired 
Comment on the language of the Psalms and of the Prophets. 


— Kavddens] Candace. The common title of Queens of 
Meroé. Cp. Strabo, xvii. p. 820. Plin. N. H. vi. 35. Wetst. 
p-. 507. Biscoe, p. 69. 

— yd(ns] He who was over all the earthly ya¢a of a Queen 
finds heavenly treasure in the desert road from Jerusalem to 
Gaza. And why? Because he had left his earthly Treasury to 
go up to the Temple to worship, and was seeking for goodly trea- 
sure in the field of the written Word. Cp. Matt. xiii. 44. Is 
this an unmeaning paronomasia? See v. 30. 

— mpockvvicwy] to worship. He was therefore a proselyte, 
not a Gentile. The first-fruits of the Heathen world was Corne- 
lius. See x. 1. 


28. aveylywoxey] he was reading, and reading aloud ; Statesman 
and Courtier as he was. A celebrated passage, often cited by the 
Fathers, as showing the blessed fruits of reading the Scriptures. 
See S. Chrys. here, and hom. 35 in Gen. S. Jerome, Epist. 103, 
ad Paulin. A lesson to travellers. ‘‘ Legendum, audiendum, 
percontandum, etiam in itinere, etiamsi parum intelligis (vide v. 
34) Habenti datur.”’ (Bengel.) 

80. yiwdores & avaryivdores] On similar paronomasias, see 
Luke xxi. 11, and 2 Cor. iti. 2, yewworouevn kat dvaywwoKoueyn, 
2 Thess. iii. 11. 

It seems probable from this verbal parallelism, that Philip 
spoke in Greek; and that the Hunuch was reading Isaiah in the 
Septuagint version made in Egypt. 

Valck. compares the celebrated paronomasia of Julian the 
Apostate,—avéyvav, éyvov, karéyywv, and the courageous reply 
of the Christian Bishop to him, avéyyws, GAN’ ob eyvws: ei yap 
éyvws, ove av katéyvws, and Wetstein cites Cato’s saying, ‘“ Le- 
gere et non intelligere nec legere (negligere) est.’ 

32. 7 mepioxh] the passage,—xwploy or téros. See Wetst. 
and Valek. Cp. 1 Pet. ii. 6, wepréxer &y TH ypadpf. 

— &s mpdBarov—airéy] Isa. liii. 7, 8. From the LXX 
Version. 

Here ev 1H tamewdoe % Kplois avtod Hp0n represents 
the Hebrew mp) opin won, i.e. He was taken from oppression 
and judgment; and it seems the LXX means to say that by his 
humiliation his condemnation was taken away, i.e. He was 
Justified: and thus the words are a paraphrase of the original, 
and mean that “‘ He was made perfect through (as well as from) 
sufferings,’ and was exalted not only from his humiliation, but 
because ‘‘ He humbled Himself and became obedient to death” 
(Phil. ii. 8. Heb. ii. 10). 

33. Thy S& yevedy adrod, kK. 7. A.] yevedis rh, dor (whence 
Latin durus, duratio). Who shall declare His duration ? i, e. 
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although He is cut off as man, yet He is the Eternal God. He is 
“ayeveaddyntos as Ocds. (Cicum.) 

— br: atpera] because His life is cut off from earth (see 
Daniel ix. 26), therefore He endures for ever in heaven ; that is, 
He as God-Man is exalted for ever by His temporary Humiliation 
on earth. See Phil. ii. 8. 

35. tov “Incovy] Jesus. The Holy Spirit here records that 
the holy Evangelist St. Philip applied the Fifty-third Chapter of 
Isaiah to Jesus Christ. 

Hence it is clear (whatever may be alleged by some modern 
Critics to the contrary) that the Fifty-third Chapter of Isaiah has 
rightly been deemed by the Church to be a prophecy concerning 
Christ; and that the Criticism which propounds allegations in. 
consistent with such an exposition is entitled to little regard from 
those who believe in the Inspiration of the New Testament, and 
desire to be faithful members of Christ and of His Church. 

Compare the remarks of the Apostolic Father and Bishop 
Clemens Romanus, cap. 16, who applies this prophecy to Christ 
dying on the cross. 

36. fdwp] water. At Bethsor (say the Scholia on 8. Jerome, 
loc. Hebr: p. 277) or Bethsoron, twenty miles S. of Jerusalem, 
and only two miles from Hebron. ‘Ibi,’ says Bede, p. 41, 
“ mutavit Athiops pellem suam, id est sorde peccatorum abluta 
de lavacro Jesu dealbatus ascendit.’’ Ifso, Philip overtook the 
Ethiopian long before he came to Gaza; and this seems to be 
another reason why épnuwos cannot be connected with T'd¢a in 
v. 26. 

— BarricOjva] to be baptized. A proof that Philip, in 
preaching Jesus, had preached the necessity of Baptism. How 
else would the Eunuch have asked to be baptized? Cp. Augus- 
tine, de Fide et Operibus, c. 9, who considers this case of the 
Ethiopian, and says, that by the compendious expression (v. 35), 
“Philip preached to him Jesus,” St. Luke implies that Philip 
preached ‘“ not only what is to be believed concerning Christ, but 
what is to be done by those who are joined to the unity of the body 
of Christ ; and preached to him the main points of Christian Faith 
and Duty.” 

87. eime—Xpiotdv] This verse is not found in A, B, C, G, 
H, and in some ancient Versions, and has been omitted by most 
recent editors. Perhaps rightly: and it may be observed also 
that the words toy “Incoty Xpiotdy (as they stand in Elz.) are 
no where thus used by St. Luke in the Acts of the Apostles or 
the Gospel. 

But, on the other hand, the verse is found in substance in 
BH, and in the Syriac, Vulg., Armenian, and Arabic versions, 
and in numerous cursive Manuscripts. And it appears to be at 
least as ancient as the age of Lreneus, who says, iii. 12, ‘‘ Hunc 
esse Jesum, et impletam in Ho esse Scripturam, quemadmodum 
ipse Eunuchus credens et statim postulans baptizari dicebat Credo 
Filium Dei esse Jesum,”’—omitting Xpiordy, and it is cited by 
Cyprian. I have not therefore ventured to expunge the verse ; 
which is retained, in brackets, by Bornemann. 

88. eBdrricey aitdv] he baptized him. Philip was a married 
man, and only a Deacon, and was sent by the Angel to baptize 
the Ethiopian. ‘Let me be a Philip; be thou a minister of 
Candace. Say, ‘ Here is water, what hindereth me to be bap- 
tized?’ Seize the opportunity. Though an Ethiop in body, be 
thou pure in heart. And do not say, ‘ Let a Bishop baptize me ;’ 
or, if a Presbyter, let him be unmarried, Man looketh on the 
face, but God on the heart. Any Minister can cleanse you_ by 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


Baptism, if he is not alien from the Church. One Minister may 
be of gold, another of iron, but they are both like rings which 
have the seal of Christ; let them stamp on thee, who art the wax, 
the image of the Great King. There may be a difference in the 
metal, but there is none in the seal.” S. Greg. Naz. ii. p. 711, 
an Oration to those who delay their Baptism. 

89. fiprace] caught up Philip. Cp. the case of Elijah, 1 Kings 
xvili. 12. 2 Kings ii. 16. Ezekiel iii. 12, and of St. Paul, 2 Cor. xii. 
2.4. See Didymus and Chrys. here, who observe, that by this 
sudden disappearance of Philip, the Ethiopian was assured that 
the message he had received was from heaven: and that, if the 
Ethiopian had asked Philip to remain with him, and he had re- 
fused to do so, he would not then have gone on his way rejoicing. 
Cp. Robinson’s Palestine, i. 320; iii. 14. 

40. cipébn cis *ACwrov] he was found at Azotus. This showed 
that the object of his mission was attained; and he is spared 
the weariness of a journey in the desert, as a reward for his ready 
obedience in going to preach in a desert, see v.26. ~ACwros, 
Ashdod, now Hsdud (Robinson, ii. p. 36%),—being on the coast, 
half-way between Gaza on the south, and Joppa on the north, 
and in the same latitude with Jerusalem. It was 260 stadia from 
the ancient Gaza. See Wetst. On eis see v. 23; vii. 4. Winer, 
p. 369. 

— cinyyeat(ero—Kaiodperay] Going northward along the sea- 
coast from Azotus to Ceesarea, he passed through Joppa, and did 
the work of an Evangelist (<inyyeAl(ero), and prepared the way 
for St. Peter’s visit to that place (ix. 36—43), and for the con- 
version of Cornelius at Cesarea (x. 1—24), where we find Philip 
again (Acts xxi. 8). 

On Ceesarea itself see x. 1. 

The house of Philip the Evangelist was still standing at 
Cesarea in 8. Jerome’s age, and was even shown in Bede’s time. 
Jerome, Hpist. Paul. p. 150. Bede, in Acta, p. 43. 

— tas wédcis wdoas| the cities, all of them, probably Ekron, 
Jamnia, Joppa, Apollonia, and perhaps Lydda. 


Cu. IX. 1. SadAos] Saul, God’s cxevos exdAoyis for the con- 
version of the Gentiles, was of the tribe of Benjamin (Acts xiii. 
21); and the Fathers (Tertullian adv. Marcion. v. 1. Chrys. 
Ambrose, de Ben. Patr. ad fin. Aug., Serm. 279) apply to him, 
in a spiritual sense, Jacob’s prophecy, Gen. xlix. 27, ‘ Benjamin 
shall ravin as a wolf. In the morning he shall devour the prey, 
and at night he shall divide the spoil.’ That is to say, in a 
spiritual sense, at the beginning of his career he shall be a Perse- 
cutor of Christ’s flock, as a Wolf; but in the end, he shall feed 
them as a Shepherd. ‘ Escas dividet’” (Aug. Serm. 279, and 
Append. Serm. 189); and ‘‘escas divisit,’”” says Ambrose (de- 
Bened. Patriarch. 12), “‘ evangelizans gentibus verbum.” 

Benjamin’s birth was the occasion of his mother’s death; so 
“‘Sauli nativitas in Evangelium matri ejus Synagoge mortem 
attulit.”” At first he might be called Benoni (a child of sorrow), 
but by God’s grace he became Benjamin (Gen. xxxv. 18), the 
son of a right hand. Benjamin was the last among the twelve 
Patriarchs ; so Paul among the Apostles (1 Cor. xv. 8,9). Ben- 
jamin was preferred above the rest by Joseph (Gen. xliii. 34); so 
Paul by Christ (1 Cor. xv. 10). 

Benjamin is called ‘little’ (wyy, Ps. Ixviii. 27), and yet “a 
Ruler ;”” and so Saul is ‘ Paul,’ or Jitt/e (see on xiii. 9), and calls 
himself “ the least of the Apostles” (1 Cor. xv. 9), and yet “not 
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a whit behind the very chiefest Apostles” (2 Cor. xi. 5; xil. 11). 
Even the Romish Expositor, Cornelius a Lapide, here says, “ Ita 
Paulus a Christo dotatus fuit pre aliis Apostolis.” 

— éumvéwy arethijs] Something more than mvéwy ameiA7s, in- 
wardly breathing of slaughter; his very breath was impregnated 
with threats and slaughter. (Meyer, who compares Josh. x. 40, 
eumvéov (wijs.) On the genitive of the material after mvéw, 
cp. Winer, G. G. § 30, p. 183, who quotes Aristoph. Equit. 457, 
odtos Hn Kalas kad cvcopaytlas mr ei. 

— mpored\Odv TG apxiepe?] coming to the Hiyh Priest. See 
xxii. 5. Saul even outran the High Priest in furious zeal against 
the Church; he was not sent, but craved a commission against 
it. 

2. cis Aapackdy] ‘ Damascus, civitas olim celeberrima, in 
planitie amoenissimé et fertilissima inter Libanum et Antilibanum 
sita, in e@ Syriz parte, que in literis sacris Syria Damascena 
2 Sam. viii. 5. Tes. vii. 8, 4 Strabone (xvi. p. 755), Cele-Syria 
vocatur. Quanta Judzorum frequentia ibi fuerit, ex eo colligi 
potest, quod Josephus (B. J. ii. 25) narret, sub Nerone Damas- 
cenos in sud urbe decem Judeeorum millia, quos in publicis ther- 
mis collectos forté habebant, inermes oppressisse et trucidasse.”’ 
(Kuin.) Cp. Howson, i. 106. Lewin, pp. 54—63. 

It may at first seem surprising, that the power of the High 
Priest and the Sanhedrim of Jerusalem should have extended be- 
yond the limits of Palestine so far as Damascus, and that they 
should have been allowed to send Saul on a commission to bind 
in that city, and to bring bound to Jerusalem men and women, 
without any reference to the power of Rome. 

The solution of this question appears to be supplied,—not 
by the Acts of the Apostles, but by the circumstance which ap- 
pears incidentally from the statement of St. Paul in one of his 
Epistles, viz. ‘‘ that in Damascus the Governor, or Ethnarch, 
under Arefas, the king (i. e. of Arabia Petrea), was guarding 
(€ppodvper) the city of the Damascenes, desirous to seize him, and 
that he was let down in a basket by a window in the wall, and so 
escaped his hands.’”’ (2 Cor. xi. 32, 33.) 

Hence it appears that Damascus was now garrisoned by a 
military force of king Aretas—a remarkable circumstance —and 
not, as heretofore, by the Romans, and by the forces of the Presi- 
dent of Syria. (Cp. Joseph. xiv. 4, 5.) 

By what means Damascus had come into the hands of Aretas 
is not clear. Probably Aretas, after his victory over Herod Anti- 
pas (Joseph. Ant. xvii. 5.1. Cp. Euseb. H. E.i. 11), had been 
induced by his successes to make inroads into Syria; and a favour- 
able opportunity seems to have been presented by the departure 
of Vitellius, the President of Syria, to Rome, on hearing the news 
of the death of the Emperor Tiberius (in the spring of a.p. 37), 
for the occupation of Damascus by Aretas. 

The Roman power lay as it were in abeyance; and Aretas, 
whose victory was welcome +o the Jews detesting Herod Anti- 
pas, was desirous to conciliate them, and seconded the endea- 
vours of the officials of the Sanhedrim to arrest Saul, whom they 
had sent as a commissioner to bind the Christians at Damascus, 
and who was now, in their eyes,a renegade and apostate, and 
who ‘‘ confounded the Jews at Damascus’’ by preaching the doc- 
trine which he had been sent by them to destroy. 

If these suppositions are correct, then we see in them an ad- 
ditional proof of St. Paui’s sincerity and courage, in his conversion 
to Christianity. 

— rijs 6500] 779, often used for saving doctrine and practice ; 
the way that leads to heaven (Chrys.); ‘Via, in qua ambulan- 
dum, non otiandum” (Bengel). ‘Iter hoc facientibus patria 
coelum est” (Valck.). As 7d dvoya—the Name—was, to the 
primitive Church, the holy and saving Name of Jesus (see v. 40), 
so 7 656s—the Way—was the holy and saving Way of the Gospel. 
See below, xix. 9. 23; xxii. 4; xxiv. 14. 22; xxvi. 13. 

8. év T6—eyylCew TH Aawack| as he was drawing near to 
Damascus. The distance from Jerusalem to Damascus was about 
140 miles. Saul was permitted by God to go on his journey, and 
was not checked, till he approached its end, and was about to 
enter the city, and to seize upon his prey. (See Acts xxii. 6; 
xxvi. 12. 1 Cor. xv. 8.) 

Thus the reason of this divine interposition was more clearly 
evinced. It showed God’s watchful Providence, and fatherly 


mercy to His Church, in the critical hour of her need. Then 
Saul was arrested; and then, in the crisis of her peril, the Church 
was delivered. This is in exact accordance with the general 
operations of Almighty God, as seen in Holy Scripture. See 
Dr. Barrow’s excellent remarks in Sermon xi. vol. i. p. 232, 
where he says,— 

‘‘God beholdeth violent men setting out in their unjust 
attempts. He letteth them proceed on in a full career, until they 
reach the edge of their design; then instantly He checketh,‘He 
stoppeth, He tumbleth them down, or turneth them backward. 
Thus was Haman’s plot dashed (Esther iii.), when he had pro- 
cured a royal decree, when he had fixed a time, when he had 
issued forth letters to destroy God’s people. Thus was Pharaoh 
overwhelmed (Exod. xiv.), when he had just overtaken the chil- 
dren of Israel. Thus were the designs of Abimelech, of Absalom, 
of Adonijah, of Sanballat nipped. Thus when Sennacherid 
with an unmatchable host had encamped against Jerusalem, and 
had to appearance swallowed it, God did put a hook into his nose, 
and turned him back into his own land (2 Kings xix. 28). 
Thus when Antiochus Epiphanes was marching on furiously to 
accomplish his threat of turning Jerusalem into a charnel, a 
noisome disease did intercept his progress (2 Macc. ix. 5). Thus 
when the profane Caligula did mean to discharge his bloody rage 
on the Jews for refusing to worship him (Joseph. xviii. 12), a 
domestic sword did presently give vent to his revengeful breath. 
Thus also, when Julian had by his policy and authority projected 
to overthrow our religion, his plot soon was quashed, and his 
life snapped away by an unknown hand (Chrysost. in Baby). 
Orat. 2. Naz. Orat. 4). Thus whenever the enemy doth come 
in like a flood (threatening immediately to overflow and overturn 
all things), the Spirit of the Lord doth lift up astandard against 
him (Isa. lix. 19); that is, God’s secret efficacy doth suddenly 
restrain and repress his outrage. This usually is the method of 
Divine providence. God could prevent the beginnings of wicked 
designs; He could supplant them in their first onsets; He could 
any where sufflaminate and subvert them; but he rather winketh 
for a time, and sufferéth the designers to go on till they are 
mounted to the top of confidence, and good people are cast on 
the brink of ruin; then amd unxarijs, surprisingly, unexpectedly 
He striketh in with effectual succour; so declaring how vain the 
presumption is of impious undertakers ; how needful and sure His 
protection is over innocent people; how much reason the one 
hath to dread Him, and the other to confide in Him. ‘Then is 
God seen, then his care and power will be acknowledged, when 
He snatcheth us from the jaws of danger, when owr soul doth 
escape as a bird out of the snare of the fowler.” (Ps. exxiv. 7.) 
Cp. Barrow, vol. iv. p. 218, Serm. ix. See also below, xii. 6. 23, 
and note on | Peter iv. 17. 

This, and something more than this was done by God in the 
case of Saul. He was not checked before he was near Damascus ; 
if he had been stopped near Jerusalem, or midway, he would per- 
haps never have entered Damascus. But it was so ordered, that 
Saul might preach the Gospel in the same city whither he had 
come to persecute; and thus under the controlling power of God, 
the very instrument which had been chosen by Satan to destroy 
the Church at Damascus, was used by God to build it up. 

So will it be at the end—when the power of Satan and of 
Antichrist seems nearly to have achieved a Victory over the 
Church, then will Christ appear from heaven to destroy them 
with ‘the brightness of His coming,’’ and to deliver His faithful 
people from their hands. 


4, recov ém thy ynv] having fallen on the earth. In pictures 
of his conversion Saul is generally represented on horseback, 
which is not very probable. &. Augustine says, ‘‘eum ambu- 
ldsse ;’’ and Pharisees rarely used horses. See Salmeron and A 
Lapide here, and ad Deuteron. xvii. 17. 

— gwviv] avoice in the Hebrew Tongue. 
xxvi. 14. 

— aor, ZaovaA] Saul, Saul: the Hebrew form of the 
Apostle’s name, which is never used in the New Testament, except 
by Christ (ix. 4. 11; xxii. 7; xxvi. 14) and by Ananias (ix. 17; 
xxii. 13). In all other cases he is called SatAos and MadAos. 

This repetition of the name, and the fact that he alone was 
permitted to see Jesus (see v. 7), and to hear His words, while 
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others only saw the light, and heard the sound, showed that the 
vision was addressed to him. 

— tl pe Siders] we is emphatic, and is so placed (see Matt. 
xvi. 18, and on John xxi. 22). Cur Me persequeris? ‘ Per- 
secutorem swum vocavit persecutorem membrorum suorum (says 
Aug. in Joann. tract. x., and Serm. 279). Membris adhuc in 
terra positis, Caput in ccelo clamabat, et non dicebat, Quid per- 
sequeris servos meos, sed, Quid Mr persequeris?”’ And S. Ber- 
nard (Serm. de Convers. Paul. ap. A Lapide), ‘“ Persequebatur 
Hum qui adversus Corpus Ejus, quod est Kcclesia, odio furebat 
iniquo.’’ Hence we may see Christ’s love to His Members (Isa. 
Ixiii. 9. Matt. xxv. 40), and the sinfulness of injuries done to 
the Church. 

See also above, on viii. 1, and on Col. i. 24. 

5. ey Incots| Iam Jesus. He does not say, I am the Son 
of God, but I am Jesus of Nazareth (6 Nawpatos is in A, C, E, 
not Hiz.), He who was crucified; He to whom St. Stephen 
prayed, in thy hearing, when thou wast consenting to his death. 

It is distinctly said that Saul saw Jesus in heaven; see vv. 
17. 27. Acts xxii. 14, and St. Paul says (1 Cor. xi. 1), “ have I 
not seen Jesus Christ?’’ And (1 Cor. xv. 8) last of all He was 
seen by me. Hence it has been argued by some Romanist Di- 
vines (e. g. A Lapide here), that Christ’s human body, which is 
in heaven, was also near to St. Paul. ‘‘ Fuit ergo Christi corpus 
tunc in duobus locis, puta in ceelo et in aére; quod nota, contra 
eos qui negant Christi corpus posse esse in ccelo et in Eucharistia 
simul.” But see on Acts iii. 21, and vii. 56, where St. Stephen 
sees the heavens opened, and the Son of Man standing at the right 
hand of God. That vision of St. Stephen explains the vision of 
St. Paul. And that vision of St. Stephen, and his prayer to 
Jesus in heaven, may have been instrumental in procuring this 
vision of St. Paul and his conversion. 

— oy ov didkets] whom thou art persecuting. After this 
word Elz. adds oxAnpév cor mpds Kevtpa AakTiCew* Tpéuwv TE 
Kad OauBeyv elie, Kipse, Ti me OéAcis Tor{oar; Kad 6 Kipios mpds 
avTéy. But these words are not in any MS.,and seem to be 
borrowed from xxvi. 14, and xxii. 10. 

6. eioerAbe cis Thy méAw, Kai AaANOhoeTAl o. T. 0.5. 7.] GO 
into the city, and it shali be told thee what thou must do. Ob- 
serve that Saul, the future Apostle of the Gentiles, though 
arrested in his course by Jesus Christ Himself, was sent by Him 
into the City to be taught and baptized by one of the inferior 
ministers of the Church. (Chrys., Aug. quest. Evang. ii. 47.) 

Even therefore, in Saul’s case, whose conversion was evtra- 
ordinary, the ordinary means of reception into the Church were 
not dispensed with. He was sent by Christ Himself to Ananias. 

Thus in aremarkable manner did the Great Head of the 
Church show the necessity of conformity to His own appoint- 
ments and ordinances; and enjoins a thankful acceptance and 
devout use of the means of Grace which He dispenses by the 
agency of His Ministers, in His Holy Word and Sacraments. 

S. Augustine’s words on this subject are deserving of the 
especial attention of those who are tempted by the Evil One to 
despise that agency ;— 

“Tet the devout soul learn without pride what is to be 
learnt through the ministry of man; and let us not tempt Him in 
Whom we believe; lest, being deluded by the wiles of the Hnemy, 
we refuse to go to Church to hear the Gospel read and preached 
by man, or even to read the Bible itself; and expect to be caught 
up into the third heaven, and to behold Christ, and to hear the 
Gospel from Ais mouth rather than from that of men. 

“Let us be on our guard against these proud and perilous 
imaginations; and let us reflect that even the Apostle Paul him- 
self, though dashed prostrate on the earth by a divine voice from 
heaven, was nevertheless sent by it to a man, in order to receive 
the Sacraments, and to be incorporated into the Church. 

«Let us remember also, that although the Centurion Corne- 
lius was assured by an Angel that his prayers were heard, and his 
alms had in remembrance before God, yet he was referred to 
Peter for baptism, in order to receive the Sacrament from him, 
and also to learn what he should believe, hope, and love.” Aug. 
Prolog. ad de Doctr. Christ. i., and iv. c. 33. Cp. also Hooker, 
V. Ixxvi. 9. 

So Philip was sent by the Angel to instruct and baptize the 
Ethiopian. Acts viii. 26—29. Cp. Rom. x. 15. 

7. elothercav] were standing. It is said (by Meyer, p. 184, 
and others) that this assertion is at variance with what St. Paul 
himself says, xxvi. 14, mévrav kaTamecdvTwy jay eis Thy viv. 
Here, it is alleged, his companions are represented as standing ; 


there, as having fallen to the earth. But this is not the case. The 
word eforhke:cav here is joined with cuvodevoyres (travelling toge- 
ther), and is contrasted with it; and it means, that they, who had 
till then been in motion, were suddenly arrested in their course. 
The opposition here is not between standing and falling, but be- 
tween halting and going on. Cp. viii. 38, éxéAcuoce oT Hvar Td Gpuc. 
Luke v. 2, mAota éor@ra, ships not sailing, but at anchor; vii. 
14, of BaordQovtes 2arnoay: viii. 44, 20TH 7 pdois Tod alua- 
tos. Therefore the two accounts are quite consistent. St. Luke 
describes here the suddenness with which the cavalcade was 
checked in its course; St. Paul, their prostration to the ground. 

— éveol] Elz. évveot: but the other form is preferable as 
connected with avews, silent, dumb, speechless,—xwpds, Vaick. 
Cp. Winer, § 5, p. 43. Itis used by LXX, Prov. xvii. 28. Isa. 
lyi. 10, and elsewhere, and often means stunned by fear, éu@pov- 
tnels (Hesych.), as here. 

— adxotorres pev THs dwvis] hearing the voice. It is said in 
v. 4 that St. Paul #rovee pwvhy Aéyovocay, and so xxvi. 14, 
HKovoa pwriyv Aadodcay. Observe the accusative in both places, 
i.e. he heard and understood its articulate utterance. But they 
who were with him, #xovey THs pwvrijs (genitive), were hearing 
only the sound, not the words of the speaker. 

There is therefore no discrepancy, as is alleged by some 
foreign and English Expositors, between the assertion here and 
that in Acts xxii. 9, where it is said that they thy dwvhy odk 
jkovoay Tov AaAodyTos. Here we have the genitive of the thing, 
there the accusative. The reason is, that Saul’s companions 
aovovTes THs Pwris ov Hrovoay Thy Pwvhy Tov AadodyTOS,—i. e. 
they heard, but did not understand what they heard. Our Lord 
made a distinction between Saul and his fellow-travellers in regard 
to both senses,—i. e. of eye and of ear. Saul saw Jesus; they only 
saw the light of His appearance; he heard and understood the 
words of His voice; they only heard its sownd. As is well said 
in Catena, p. 361, by Ammonius, who understood and wrote 
Greek well, his native tongue, onueiwréov, dri Kal cide Ty 
Inoody, kad Heovoey avrod 6 MavAos* of 8€ cuvdvTes Thy AapTN- 
ddva pdvov TOD dwrds adTod cldov, od why a’Tdv' Kal Toy HyoV 
AKovoy THS Hovis, od why cuviKay Ta Acydmeva: one 
who dover pwyhy (xxii. 14) also drove: Pwy7js, but one who dover 
wis does not necessarily dxover pwvjv. Examples of the geni- 
tive of the person, dover A€éyovTos (which is an elliptical expres- 
sion), are irrelevant. As Grotius well says: ‘ dwvhy odk Hrovoay 
est vocem non intellewerunt.’’ And another scholar, inferior to 
none of the present age, Valekenaer, says, p. 450, “* Dici possunt 
dove TAS Pavis, THY Pwvhy odvK &kovey, ut prius significet so- 
num audire, alteruam loqguentis verba non intelligere.” See also 
Schoettgen, p. 445. Hammond, p. 374. Bengel, p. 551. 
Hengstenberg, History of Balaam, p. 378, and Bawmgarten here, 
pp. 217—219. 

This is not a question (as sometimes represented) of “ verbal 
variety,” but of substantive truth. To imagine (as some have 
done) that St. Luke, having given an account of St. Paul’s con- 
version in the Ninth chapter, puts into St. Paul’s mouth in the 
Twenty-second chapter a speech which, in an important point, 
contradicts that account, is to suppose—not only that St. Luke 
was not inspired—but that he was destitute of common sense! 
To imagine that St. Luke really contradicts St. Paul, or makes 
St. Paul contradict himself, is indeed to imitate the spirit of a 
notorious unbeliever, and to degrade the Writer of the Acts from 
“Luke the beloved Physician, whose praise is in the Gospel,’ 
to ‘an idiot Evangelist!’’ (Cp. Bentley on Free-thinking, p. 
112. 

Xe such suppositions as these are once accepted, then a door 
is opened to an inundation’ from the whole flood and torrent of 
unbelief, which commences its course with assumptions of what 
are called ‘verbal discrepancies” between St. Paul’s account 
and St. Luke’s, and then proceeds to deny the veracity of the 
one or the other, or both, and then goes on to doubt the reality 
of St. Paul’s miraculous Conversion, and even of the Death of 
Christ, and the Atonement itself. 

It would be endless and fruitless to recount the speculations 
of some Expositors (such as Hichhorn, Ammon, Wittig, Schulze, 
Greiling, Boehme, Hezel, Heinrichs, &c.), who have endeavoured 
to account for St. Paul’s Conversion from ordinary physical phe- 
nomena, and to explain away all thatris supernatural in St. Luke’s 
and St. Paul’s own narratives of it; or such as Lange, who regard 
it as a visionary reverie; or who, with Bretschneider and Emmer- 
ling, confound it with his rapture into the third heaven (2 Cor. 
xii, 1—7), or with Bahrdt, Venturini, and Brennecke, venture to 
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affirm that Jesus merely died in appearance, and so presented 
Himself to Saul on his way; or of the Tubingen school of Critics, 
who deny the fact altogether. 

These notions are the natural results of the Criticism, which 
in a vainglorious spirit of spurious liberality, invents inaccuracies 
and discrepancies in the Word of God: but they are not without 
their use, as showing, in undisguised features, the necessary con- 
sequences of that Criticism. 

8. ovdév EBrere] he was seeing nothing. He was committed 
by God like a prisoner to the chains of a three days’ blindness, 
as it were to a soldier to guard, lest from previous prejudice he or 
others should say that it was a mere phantom of the brain that he 
had seen in the way. Hused. in Caten. p. 154. 

Compare the case of Zacharias in the Temple, whose dumb- 
ness after the Vision of the angel was a proof of its reality (Luke 
i. 20—22), and also an appropriate punishment for unbelief, like 
St. Paul’s blindness, inflicted on him to show how blind he had 
been in his zeal and rage against the Church. And as the loosiny 
of the tongue of Zacharias, when he wrote “his name is John” 
(Luke i. 63), showed why his tongue had been downd, so the 
visible sign of the scales falling from the eyes of St. Paul (v. 18), 
when Ananias laid his hands on him, served further to show not 
only the reality of the blindness, but also the reason of it. And 
as the voice of Zacharias was taken away, that he might after- 
wards prophesy, so St. Paul’s bodily sight was eclipsed for a 
time, that he might afterwards shine as a glorious light in the 
world. 

Czcus factus est Saulus; ut interiore luce fulgeret cor ejus, 
exterior ad tempus erepta est; subtracta est persecutori, ut redde- 
retur preedicatori. Et eo tempore, quo cetera non videbat, Jesum 
videbat : ita etin ipsa ceecitate mysterium informatur credentium ; 
quoniam qui credit in Jesum, Ipsum intueri debet, cztera nec 
nata computare; ut creatura vilescat, Creator in corde dulcescat. 
Augustine (Serm. 279). : 

— xelpaywyodvtes] leading by the hand. Like a spoil rescued 
from the strong man (Chrys.), whose house had been spoiled by 
the Stronger than he. Matt. xii. 29. 

9. wh BAéxwv] On the force of ui) here, see Winer, G. G. 
§ 55,p. 431. It is more expressive than ov, being applied to 
one who had once seen, and seemed as if he might see again. 

— ovr eparyey ovdé emev] he neither ate nor drank. An 
example of repentance. See his sorrow for persecuting the 
Church. (Theoph.) ’ 

10. *Avavtas] Ananias. See above on v. 6, and compare 
S, Aug. Serm 279, who says, ‘“‘ Adductus est ad Ananiam; et 
Ananias interpretatur Ovis; ecce lupus adducitur ad ovem; Ipse 
Pastor de ccelo nuntiavit lupum venturum ovi, sed non seevi- 
turum.”’ As to this etymology of <Ananias, A Lapide says, 
“Nescio qua lingua interpretatur Ovis.” Perhaps they who so 
interpreted it connected it with duvds, dyvloy, and Agnus. 

Tf (with Mintert and Kuin.) we derive it from py, gratiosus 
Suit, and =, Dominus, it happily illustrates St. Paul’s assertion 
—‘by the Grace of God I am what Iam” (1 Cor. xv. 10). 

11. fiunv] a lane. Not maareia, platea, a broad way, but 
puun, a narrow one (see Luke xiv. 21); and it was ev0cia, recta, 
or straight ; 

Seemingly a trivial incident; if any thing in Scripture and 


“Vas electionis,’”’ and of so marvellous an event as St. Paul’s Con- 
version, can rightly be so called. With reverence be it said, even 
this slight circumstance, which the Holy Spirit has thought fit to 
record, may perhaps seem to have its moral. Saul the persecutor 
had now passed from the broad way of worldly power and honour, 
on which he was lately hurrying to Damascus, and which was 
leading him to destruction (Matt. vii. 13), and he had now been 
brought to the right or straight way (ep. Acts xiii. 10), and nar- 
row way (Matt. vii. 14), called kar’ eéoxhy the Way (Acts ix. 
2), in which he would now be led to everlasting life. 

— Tapoéa] of Tarsus: a principal city of Cilicia, see xi. 25; 
xxii. 3. ‘‘ Cilicia matrem urbium habet Tarson,’”? Solinus xli. 
Hirtius, de Bell. Al. lxvi.; on the river Cydnus, Strabo xiv. 
p- 990. Val. Max. iii. 4; an ‘urbs libera,” Plin. v. 22. It was 
celebrated also for its Schools of Literature, Arts, and Sciences. 
Wetst. Wainer, ii. 567. 

— mpocevxeTat] he is praying—the attitude most proper for 
the reception of the moral, intellectual, and spiritual light, which 
was now illuminating him; and though his eyes were dark, yet 
he had a vision from above, and saw more clearly than before. 
See v. 12. 

12. cidev év dpduari] he saw in a vision. This pair of visions, 
one vouchsafed to Saul and the other to Ananias, and the one 
tallying with the other, takes away all suspicion of self-deception. 
The same providential arrangement is to be observed in the next 
chapter, with regard to the two corresponding visions of Cornelius 
and St. Peter; and the narrative of the one pair confirms that of 
the other pair. 

15. orevos éxAoyis] a vessel of choice. A double Hebraism. 

(1) oxevos, Hebr. 53, any instrument, dpyavov, utensil, 
vessel. As applied to men, see Rom. ix. 21.23, oxedn éAéous. 
2 Tim. ii. 20. 

(2) ekAoyijs, of choice, the genitive characteristic of the 
quality. See above on Matt. xxii. 11. Acts vil. 2. James i. 25, 
&KpoaThs emAnomovns. 1 Cor. x. 16, 7d wothpioy tis eddoylas. 
Heb. i. 8, pdBdos edOdryTos. 2 Pet. ii. 1, alpéceis dmwactas. 
Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. pp. 33. 246. 

On the meaning of the term, see further, 
St. Paul’s own comment, Gal. i. 15. 1 Cor. xv. 
singulare exemplum gratize gratuites amplissime.’’ (Bengel.) 

Paul in himself was a oxedos doTpdxwoy, an earthen vessel 
(2 Cor. iv. 7); but as the Apostle of the Lord he was oxedos 
exAoyijs, a chosen vessel. And the earthen vessel was a chosen 
vessel, in order that by the frailty of the human material, and by 
the divine treasure contained in it, and bestowed by-it, men might 
see that the excellency of the power of the Gospel thus bestowed 
was not of man, but of God. 

— Baordou) to bear. ‘ Vas electionis Paulus, quia vas legis, 
et Scripturarum armarium.” (Jerome, in Oseam viii.) He was 
also a vessel, as bearing, like a living vehicle, what he contained ; or 
like the. chariot seen by Ezekiel, in the wheels of which the Spirit 
was (Ezek. i. 21). So the Spirit was in this Apostolic ‘ Vas 
electionis,”’ St. Paul, and gave him life and motion, though in his 
own esteem he held the spiritual treasure in an earthen vessel 
(2 Cor. iv. 7); and so, by humility as well as zeal, he was a vessel 
fitted for the Master’s use (2 Tim. ii. 21). 


16. madciy] to suffer. The word raGety is happily reserved 


xxli. 14, and 
10. ‘ Saulus 


in the lives of the Apostles, and especially in the history of the | for the close of the sentence, so that the mind may dwell on that. 


ACTS IX. 17—25. 
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pabyrat VUKTOS KabnKkav dua TOU TELYOUS xahdoavres é eV omuptou. 


d Josh. 2. 15. 
1 Sam. 19, 12. 


He who came to inflict suffering on others must now be taught to 
suffer, and be perfected by suffering ; a proof of the reality of his 
Conversion. He was not drawn to Christ by promises of earthly 
good ; he left all, lost all, for Christ. But note how he rejoices 
in his sufferings ; see what he says, Gal. vi. 17. 2 Cor. i. 5. Rom. 
v. 3; villi. 18. Cp. Aug. Serm. 279. 4. A Lapide adds, “ Fortia 
agere Romanum est: fortia pati Christianum.” 

17. jpxov] thou wert coming, i.e. when thou wast suddenly 
stopped by the Divine Voice. There is something more observ- 
able in this tense, because (as Valck. observes) the form jpxduny 
from épxouce is very rare. It is found in Mark i. 45; ii. 13. 

18. Aeczides] scales, that his blindness might not be supposed 
to be imaginary. (Chrys.) Sce above, on v. 8. 

— éBarric0n] he was baptized. See below, xxii. 16. Even 
Saul himself, though called from heaven by Jesus Christ, was 
admitted into the Church by Baptism, by which his sins were 
washed away. Who can suppose, therefore, that any one may 
safely neglect that Sacrament? See above, ». 6. 

20. "Incody] So A, B, C, E, and others. Elz. Xpiordy. 

21. ody obrds ear] is not this he? Is Saul also among the 
Prophets? 1 Sam. x. 11, 12; xix. 24. The case of St. Paul’s 
conversion being extraordinary, and not to be drawn into an 
example of God’s dealings with men, and not to be made by them 
a ground of hope for such interpositions (cp. 1 Tim. i. 15), it is 
not surprising that the Christian Fathers should have seen types 
and prophecies concerning him in the history of the Ancient 
People of God. See above concerning Benjamin (ix. 1). 

There appears also to be a connexion, both by way of resem- 
blance and also of contrast, between Saul the first King of Israel, 
and Saul the last of the Apostles ; 

Both were of the tribe of Benjamin; both were once Per- 
secutors; the one the persecutor of David, the other of the 
Son of David (cp. Aug. Serm. 279). Saul the persecuting King 
is among the Prophets (1 Sam. x. 12; xix. 24); and Saul the 
persecuting Pharisee is among the Apostles. Who would have 
expected either of these events? But Saul the King reststed 
the grace of God, and gave himself up to the Evil Spirit. Saul 
the Pharisee ‘ was not disobedient to the heavenly vision.’”’ (Acts 
xxvi. 19.) Both the one and the other afford remarkabie examples 
of the freedom and power of Divine Grace. But extraordinary 
as these examples are, they show also that Divine Grace, free and 
powerful as it is, is not irresistible. Saul the King might have 
been like Paul the Apostle, if he had cherished the Spirit within 
him; and Paul the Apostle would have been like Saul the King, 
if he had grieved and resisted the Grace of God. 

22. cupBiBdwr] proving by a collation of passages cited and 
eorapared, See Valck. 

23. jucpa freavait} many days. He had now been for some 
time in Arabia, i.e. “(that part of Arabia which bordered on 
Syria ; and there received a full revelation of the Gospel from 
God.” (Bp. Pearson in Acta, p. 368, and Annal. Paulin. ad 
A.D. xxxvi.) Bp. Pearson dates St. Paul’s three years (Gal. i. 18) 
from his conversion, to his return to Jerusalem. 

The term ‘ Arabia,” as used by St. Paul, does not necessarily 
mean the wilderness of Arabia, commonly so called. Early Christian 
writers (Justin and Tertullian) assign Damascus itself to Arabia; 


and the region of Auranitis, on the south of Damascus, is reckoned 
by Roman writers as belonging to Arabia. (IMitéo, p. 143.) 

Arabia was St. Paul’s school for the Apostleship. After- 
wards he returned to Damascus, where the events here recorded 
occurred. St. Luke passes over an interval of three years (see 
Gal. i. 17, and Rosenm.). And it is observable that many days 
are equivalent to three years in 1 Kings ii. 38. Cp. Howson, 
i. 122. 

This is more carefully to be noted, because from this expres- 
sion some have taken occasion to say (Baur, p. 106, and Meyer, 
p. 188), that St. Luke did not know that St. Paul was three years 
in Arabia. 

But the fact is, this mode of speaking is a proof that 
St. Luke does not profess to give a full history of St. Paul or any 
one Apostle. He does not mention how and when St. Paul was 
fully instructed in the doctrines of Christianity. And he does not 
mention when and where St. Paul wrote his Epistles. Indeed he 
does not even mention that St. Paul ever wrote a single Epistle. 
But he could have told all these things. Cp. note on 2 Cor. xi. 5. 

No argument, therefore, can be drawn from what perhaps 
some may call omissions in this history. Least of all may we 
venture to say, that they are proofs of ignorance, inadvertence, or 
forgetfulness, on the part of the Sacred Historian, as some Ex- 
positors have done; e. g. one writing on this passage, ‘‘ Hoc iter 
in Arabiam Lucas silentio preteriit, quoniam, ut videtur, igno- 
rabat a Saulo iter in Arabiam susceptum fuisse, aut hujus rei 
oblitus erat.’’ St. Paul himself omits it Acts xxii, 16, 17, and 
yet mentions it Gal. i. 17. 

How much sounder is the criticism of S. Chrysostom here ! 
“The historian (St. Luke) passes by, designedly and modestly, 
St. Paul’s visions in Arabia.”” And the criticism of S. Jerome 
(in Galat. i.), ‘‘ Lucas idcirco de Arabia preteriit, quia forsitan 
nihil dignum Apostolatu in Arabia Saulus perpetravit,—et quod 
aliqua dispensatio et Dei preeceptum fuerit, ut taceret.”’ 

As Bede observes here, St. Paul himself appears to intimate 
that he did not preach in Arabia; for the Apostle says (Acts 
xxvi. 20) that he preached to them at Damascus first, and at 
Jerusalem, and throughout all the coast of Judea, and then to 
the Gentiles. 

Perhaps this retirement of St. Paul after his Conversion was 
designed to be exemplary and instructive, as intimating that new 
converts ought not to be admitted to exercise the functions of 
the ministerial office, without some probationary term of silence, 
after their conversion. 

24, mapernpodvto] they were guarding. So A, B,C, H, F, G. 
Elz. waperhpovy. 

The Jews were assisted in their stratagem against Saul by 
the Ethnarch, ‘or Governor of Damascus, then in the hands of 
Aretas, ‘“‘the King” of Arabia Petrza (2 Cor. xi. 32, 33), the 
father-in-law of Herod Antipas, whose territory Aretas invaded on 
account of his abandonment of his daughter for Herodias (Matt. 
xiv. 3. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5.1). Antipas appealed for protec- 
tion to Rome, and Vitellius, then at the head of the Roman forces 
in Syria, of which he was President, was commanded by Tiberius 
to assist him. As to the circumstances under which the city 
came under the influence of Aretas, see above on »v. 2. 

25. Sid Tot Telxous] by the wall. As the spies were let down 
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by Rahab from Jericho (Josh. ii. 15), and David by Michal 
(1 Sam. xix. ]2), where the words are 8:4 tis Oupidos, by the 
window ; and see 2 Cor. xi. 33, where he says, éxaAdo@nv ev 
oapydéyvn, and where the expression of St. Luke, 5:4 rod relxous, 
is explained by 81a Oupldus — dia relyous, I was let down in a 
basket through a window, through the wall. 

On the circumstances of this incident, and on the reasons of 
its commemoration by St. Paul in 2 Cor. xi. 33, see below notes 
there, and on 2 Cor. xii. 1, pp. 175, 176. 

On the bearing of this incident on the question of the Jawful- 
ness of flight in the time of persecution, see the excellent letter 
of S. Augustine, written in the time of the Vandal invasion of 
Africa, ad Honoratum, Ep. 228, and note above on Matt. ii. 13; 
x. 23. 

— év omvpid:] in a basket; a corn-basket (Hesych.). 
Matt. xvi. 9. 

26. cis ‘IepovoaAnu] to Jerusalem. See Gal. i. 17. 

— ndytes époBotyTo] all were afraid. How was this, it may 
be said, after the miraculous intervention of God at his Con- 
version? This question may be answered by reference to a fact 
not stated in the Acts, but by St. Paul himself. Immediately 
after his Conversion he did not confer with “flesh and blood,” 
nor go up to the Apostles; doubtless lest it should be imagined 
that he had received his Gospel from man. But he went forth- 
with into Arabia (see Gal: i. 17),—a circumstance not mentioned 
by St. Luke,—and there he received his revelations from Jesus 
Christ Himself, and he then returned to Damascus (Gal. i. 12). 
It might therefore be supposed by the Disciples at Jerusalem, that 
he had shunned the Apostles from fear or antipathy ; and thence 
suspicions might arise concerning his sincerity. 

27. BapyaBas—Hyaye] Barnabas took him and brought him 
to the Apostles. Barnabas of Cyprus might well have had pre- 
vious acquaintance with Saul of Tarsus in Cilicia. It has been 
said by some that he was St. Paul’s fellow-disciple under Ga- 
maliel: it is not improbable; but there is no sufficient evidence 
of this. It was however a fitting act for the vibs mapaxAfhoews to 
commend him to the Apostles. Cp. his similar act, xi. 25. 

— mpds Tovs aroarddous| to the Apostles, namely, Peter and 
James (Gal. i. 18), Rosenm., who well adds, concerning the honour- 
able testimony of St. Barnabas to the circumstances of St. Paul’s 
conversion, and to St. Paul’s own courage, ‘‘ Conveniebat id potits 
narrari ab aliis qui id scirent, quam ab ipso Saulo preedicari.”’ 

— Tas—erapinoidcato] how he spake boldly. ‘‘ Quanté cum 
Jiducia doctrinam Jesu sit professus.” (Rosenm.) 

28. cis ‘IepovoaAju]) to Jerusalem, where he had a trance in 
the Temple, xxii. 17. 

29. cuve(hre: mpds Tos “EAAnuioTds] he was disputing with 
the Hellenists. He now confuted some of the same persons with 
whom he had formerly co-operated, and who had been most eager 
and furious in their zeal against Stephen, and had been the origi- 
nators of the accusation which led to his death (vi. 9—14). 

Thus St. Paul endeavoured to make amends at Jerusalem, 
and at the peril of his life, for former sins committed there against 
Christ and the Church. 


See 


In both cases St. Luke uses the same word, cu¢nteiv. 


80. Tapadv] Tarsus, to his own country and friends—to which 
he specially owed the duty of communicating the blessings of 
Christianity. Cp. John i. 42. 

81. 4 wey ody exxAnola—erarnbivero] So A, B, C, and many 
Cursive MSS. and Versions. Elz.has the plural, ai wey éxxrAnolar 
Cp. Gal. i. 22. The singular number rests on the best authority, 
and seems most fitted to describe the unity and harmony of the 
Church in that period of peace. 


— elyev ciphynv] had peace. Because the Jews were so much 
occupied in endeavouring to frustrate the order which the Em- 
peror Caligula, who claimed divine worship (Lightfoot, i. p. 834. 
857. Burton, Lectures, p. 182. Howson, i. 136), had given to 
Petronius to set up his statue in the Temple (Joseph. xviii. 8), 
that they had not leisure to persecute the Church—a remarkable 
instance of the manner in which the evil passions of men are made 
subservient by God to the edification of the Church. 

This order was afterwards rescinded, at the intervention of 
Herod Agrippa, then at Rome; and with the death of Caligula 
the persecution recommenced under Herod Agrippa (Acts xii. 
1—19). ? 

7 is observable, that, in the primitive ages, the Church had . 
less to fear from some of the worst Emperors, such as Tiberius 
and Caligula, than from those Princes of Judza, such as Agrippa, 
who were most honoured by the Jews. 

— Topevouevn] mopevecOa, the Heb. 350. 

82. 310 mdvtrwy] through all. Kuin. supplies témwv, places. 
Cp. Luke xi.24. Meyer, aylwy. Both, places and persons, may 
be meant. Cp. v. 38. 

The foundation of the See of Antioch in Syria has been 
assigned to St. Peter at this period by some, e. g. Baronius and 
A Lapide. But, however this may be, it does not appear that he 
resided there at this time as Bishop, for he is said here d:épxeoOar ; 
his visit to Antioch, if he did visit it now, was only of short dura- 
tion. 


— Avdsav] Lydda: 18 miles S.W. of Jerusalem on the road 
from that city to Cxsarea; called Lod in 1 Chron. viii. 12; 
Hzra ii. 33, afterwards called Diospolis. A, B have AvSda, C and 
E have Avddav here and v. 35. Josephus uses both Avéda (B. J. 
iv. 8. 1) and Avdday (Ant. xx. 6. 2) in the accusative. Almost all 
the MSS. and Editions have Adddys in v. 38. Avd5a may bea 
neuter plural. See Winer, G. G. 58. R. W. B. ii. 30. 


34. idrat oe “Incods] Jesus in heaven healeth thee by me on 
earth. (Didym.) Contrast this language of Peter with our Lord’s 
expressions of sovereign will and divine power: @éAw, kalaplaOnre 
(Matt. viii. 3), dpov tov kpdéBartév cov (Mark ii. 11), Tarc6d, 
tovus (Mark v. 41), AdCape, Sedpo Zw (John xi. 43). Chrys. 

Christ heals aidevrinds kad abtoxpatucés, Peter drovpyinas 
kat danpeTinds. See also above, iii. 6, and below, v. 40, dels re 
yovara mpoontiaro. 

On the paronomasia ia@ral ce "Ijcods, see on iv. 30. 
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— otpaécov ceavte| make thy bed for thyself; do forthwith 
for thyself what others have hitherto done for thee. 

85. Sdpwya] Saron. A fulfilment of the prophecy in Isa. 
xxxv. 2, ‘The excellency of Carmel and Sharon shall see the 
glory of the Lord, and the excellency of our God.” Cp. on viii. 
40. Saron is not the name of a town; but of the fertile pastoral 
region between Lydda and Joppa. See Jerome on Isa. xxxiii. 9. 
Reland, Pal. p. 370. Wetst. p. 514. 

86. "Idrry] Joppa; the seaport, celebrated in the history of 
Jonah (i. 3). Now Jaffa. See Robinson, iii. 31, and below, on x. 5. 

— Tadd] Tabitha, probably so called from her beauty. 
Tafi0d est nomen Syriacum xm2H formatum ex -2¥ 1) decus 2) 
capra gazella, mutatoxin ». Gaudebant, scribit Buxtorfius in 
Lex. Talm. olim mulieres nominibus ab amabilibus et placidis 
animalibus petitis. Nomen Tabitha Judeis, ut Aopras Grecis, 
usitatum erat. Vaiikra Rabba Sect. 19. Tabitha, ancilla Ga 
malielis. Lightfoot. in Chorogr. Matthzo przemissa c. cxviii. ; 
cp. Wetst. p. 515. Capra Gazella Orientalibus erat imago pul- 
chritudinis, v. Cant. ii. 9. iv. 5. Hine Rosenmiillerus et Heze- 
lius conjecerunt ob forme venustatem a parentibus hance mulie- 
rem Tabitham appellatam esse. (Kuin.) 

87. Aovoaytes—irepdw] they washed and laid her in an 
upper chamber. The third instance in this book of reference to 
the decencies of Christian Burial. See above, viii. 2. S. Chrys. 
p. 753, contrasts the quietness of this laying out of Dorcas with 
the korerds over St. Stephen (p. 712), which he attributes toa 
residue of Jewish habits in the earlier Christians. Perhaps they 
had now learnt to regard death with greater calmness and joy. 
Cp. St. Paul’s reproof on immoderate grief for the dead, in one of 
his earliest Epistles (1 Thess. iv. 13—18). 

83. dxvjons—ews judy] So A, B, C, E.—Elz. oxvjca—airav. 

89. ai xfipa] the widows of the Church. See vi. 1, and note 
on | Tim. v. 3. 

— ca] how many. More than 8, which. See John xxi. 25. 

40. TaB.0c, avdorn:] Tabitha, arise. Words not very dif- 
ferent from our Lord’s, Tad6& «ody (Mark v. 41), but very 
different in the circumstances and manner with which they were 
uttered. See on v. 34. 

43. Bupoe] a tanner. A proof of his humility, and a trial of the 
faith of the Roman Centurion Cornelius, see x. 6. The shepherds 
were sent by the Angel to the King, who was lying in a stable 
(Luke ii. 7. 12) ; the Roman Centurion was commanded by the 
Angel to send for instruction in divine things, from the royal city 
Cesarea, to one Simon surnamed Peter, who lodges mapa tiva 
Sluwvt Bupoe?. Therefore “ mind not high things, but condescend 
to men of low estate ’’ (Rom. xii.16). ‘‘ Some have entertained 
Angels unawares” (Heb. xiii. 2). 


Cu. X.1. Ka:capela] Caesarea: not to be confounded with 
Caesarea Philippi (Matt. xvi. 13. Mark viii. 27). 
This city is Kavcdpera SeBaorh, ) mapartos,—celebrated for 


its Harbour,—h mpdtepov Srpdtwvos mipyos éxadciro, but called 
Cesarea by Herod the Great, who beautified it, in honour of 
Augustus Cesar: weylorn tis "lovdalas méAts, Joseph. Ant. 
xix. 8. 2, then garrisoned by the Romans; it was the capital city 
of the Roman Province of Judea (Tacit. Hist. ii. 79) and the 
residence of the Roman Procurator. In a word, it was a minia- 
ture of Rome, in Palestine. Cp. Acts xxiii. 23. 33. Howson, ii. 
344, It was afterwards celebrated as the Episcopal See of Eu- 
sebius, the Historian of the Church. 

We may observe, therefore, that the Gospel made its first 
Conquest over Heathenism in a large City, Cesarea, named from 
the Roman Cesar, the military stronghold and naval arsenal of 
the Roman Power. And it made that conquest over a soldier, 
called Cornelius, one of the noblest Roman names borne by the 
Scipios and Sylla—and the mother of the Gracchi was Cornelia— 
and associated with the greatest victories of the Roman arms; 
and an officer of the Z¢alie band, not of a Cohort raised in Syria, 
but of native Roman blood. This Roman soldier was ‘the ante- 
Ssignanus, or standard-bearer to us, who were heathens.” See 
Bp. Andrewes, Sermon on Acts x. 34. 

Here, as S. Chrys, says, ‘‘the Door was first opened to the 
Gentile world;’? and concerning Cornelius, he adds (p. 738), 
‘“he was uncircumcised, and had nothing in common with the 
Jews.”’ This is to be noted, because it has been said by some 
that Cornelius was a proselyte and not a gentile (see on v. 2). 

— éxarovrdpxns] a centurion. The Roman supremacy of 
the world being one of arms. 


“Tu regere tmperio populos, Romane, memento, 
He tibi erunt artes, pacisque imponere morem, 
Parcere subjectis, et debellare superbos,”’ 
(Virg. Ain. vi. 852,) 


—therefore the first-fruits of the Gentile world, now under the 
sway of Rome, are gathered from the Roman Camp, in the seat 
of government of the Roman Procurator; and so the victorious 
power of the Gospel is made more visible, and the triumph of 
Christ more glorious. 

This was a prelude of the future triumphs of Christianity at 
Rome, and in the Roman world. In the conversion of Cornelius 
at Cesarea, we may see a prophetic intimation of the submission 
of the Great Fourth Monarchy, the Mistress of the Gentile world, 
and of the subjection of the military Empire of Rome to the mild 
yoke of the Gospel. 

— onelpns —Iradunhs] of the Italian band. Cohors Italica, 
levied in Italy, and distinguished from the Syrian cohorts of 
Cesarea. This Cohort is probably referred to in the ancient 
Inscription in Gruter, 434, ‘“‘ COHORS MIL. ITALIC. VOLUNT. QUE 
EST IN syriA.”’ See Akermann, pp. 33, 34. 

2. cioeBys Kat poBovpevos Ty Ocdy] i. e. a worshipper of One 
God, in contradistinction to polytheists and idolaters; not how- 
ever a proselyte, but a Gentile, one of the €0v7. See Acts x. 45; 
xi, 3; xv. 7. 14, and Lightfoot, i. pp. 842—846, 
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— diamayrds] continually. See Luke xxiv. 53. 

8. ev dpdpari] in a vision: with his eyes open. What is seen 
in an Spaua may, or may not, have an objective reality. Thus 
the Angel, who had such an existence, is here seen by Cornelius, 
év épduari: ep. xviii. 9; but the sheet seen by St. Peter in his 
ecstasy (v. 10; cp. xi. 5) is also called an dpaua here, vv. 17. 19. 

— dpay evarny] the ninth hour. St. Luke in the Acts notes 
several important events as taking place at the ninth hour (see 
ili. 1; x. 30: cf. Luke xxiii. 44), the hour of our Lord’s death ; 
prefigured by the daily sacrifice,—‘‘ the evening sacrifice,” 
offered at that hour. Cp. Dan. ix. 21, ‘‘ Whiles I was speaking 
in prayer, the man Gabriel touched me about the time of the 
evening oblation.” 

In the case of Cornelius, it may have been intimated pro- 
videntially by this and other incidents, that though it was not now 
necessary for him to conform to the ceremonial of the Levitical 
Law—which was figurative and prophetical of Christ—yet he 
must not therefore suppose that the Levitical Law was not of 
Divine Institution, as well as the Gospel. 

5. xa) viv méupoy] and now send men to Joppa; and send for 
Simon who is surnamed Peter. See above on ix. 6 and 43, for 
the argument thence to be derived for the necessary uses of an 
appointed Ministry of the Word and Sacraments. 

Hence also the Fathers infer the insufficiency of what are 
called moral virtues, alms, and prayers, and even a theoretical 
knowledge of religious evidence, such as Cornelius had (see wv. 37 
—43), without profession of faith in Christ, and reception into 
His Church; wherever these things may be had. See Severian 
here, and the Expositors of the XX XIX Articles, Art. xii. xviii. 

But to those who, like Cornelius, use aright what they have 
by natural light, more is offered by God. See Ammonius here. 
Cornelius is represented as a person who profited, as far as he 
could, by the light of Reason and natural Theology. His case, 
therefore, is an evidence that God did not “leave Himself without 
a witness ” in the Gentile world (Acts xiv. 17), corrupt as it was, 
especially at that time—the age of Tiberius and Caligula—and 
sunk almost to the lowest degree of demoralization, particularly 
in the city, the camp, and the court. 

Still, Reason, Conscience, and Natural Light, were not ex- 
tinct. The Moral Law was still in force; the Gentile world was 
responsible to God for the use it made of those gifts (see Rom. ii. 
14, and Barrow, Serm. 1xxi. vol. ili. p. 367); and to those who 
used them aright, greater degrees of light and grace were vouch- 
safed by God. 

Thus it would appear that a difference will be made hereafter 
between those heathens who have, and those who have not, lived 
up to the law under which they were placed by God. 

The following paragraphs from one of Dr. Barrow’s excel- 
lent Sermons on Universal Redemption (Serm. Ixxiii.) are per- 
tinent to this and other like operations of God, as related in the 
Acts of the Apostles. 

“Christ enjoined His Disciples, in their travels for the pro- 
mulgation and propagation of the Gospel, to inquire concerning 
the worthiness or fitness of persons, and accordingly to make 
more close applications to them: Into what city or village ye 
enter, inquire who therein is worthy (Matt. x. 11), and entering 
in abide there. 

“Of this proceeding we have a notable instance in Cornelius, 
who for his honest piety (correspondent to the proportion of 
knowledge vouchsafed him) was so acceptabie to God, that in re- 
gard thereto he obtained from Him the revelation of truth in a 
peculiar and extraordinary manner. And St, Paul was another 


most remarkable example thereof; who for the like reason was so - 
wonderfully called, as himself intimates, describing himself to 
have been (nAwrys cod, zealously affected toward God, accord- 
ing to the righteousness in the law blameless (Acts xxii. 3; 
xxiii. 1); one that had continually behaved himself with all good 
conscience toward God (Phil. iii. 6. Acts xxvi. 9. Gal. i. 14); 
who even in the persecution of God’s truth did proceed with an 
honest meaning, and according to his conscience ; for which cause 
he saith that God had mercy on him, foreseeing how willingly he 
would embrace the truth, and how earnestly promote it. We 
may also observe how, in the Acts of the Apostles, the Holy 
Spirit commonly directed the Apostles to such places where a 
competent number of people were well disposed to receive the 
truth (Acts xxvi. 1. 1 Tim. i. 3), who were «#@era cis Thy Bact- 
Aelay ToD Ocod (Luke ix. 62), well disposed to the kingdom of 
heaven; such people as the Bereans, men ingenuous and tracta- 
ble, who consequently entertained the word with all promptitude 
and alacrity. (Acts xvii. 11; xxviii. 22.) 

“To such persons God sometimes, by extraordinary revela- 
tion, directed the Apostles to preach; as to the Corinthians, in 
respect of whom the Lord spake to St. Paul in a vision, saying, 
Fear not, but speak, and be not silent; for I am with thee, be- 
cause moAvs éott jot Aads, there is for Me much people in this 
city (Acts xviii. 9,10); much people whom I see disposed to 
comply with My truth. So in behalf of the Macedonians, a cer- 
tain man of Macedonia was in a vision seen by St. Paul, ex- 
horting him and saying, Passing into Macedonia, help us. (Acts 
xvi. 9. 

ao on one hand, doth God take special care that His 
truth be manifested to such as are fitly qualified to embrace it and 
use it well; thus is God ready to make good that answer of 
Pothinus (Bishop of Lyons, and immediate successor to St. Ire- 
nus) to the Prefect, who asking him, who was the Christians’ 
God, was answered, 7 jis Ukios, yydon, If thou be worthy, thou 
shalt know (Euseb. v.1); thus, as the Wise Man divinely saith, 
the Divine Wisdom goeth about seeking such as are worthy of 
her; showeth herself favourable unto them in their ways, and 
meeteth them in every thought. (Wisd. vi. 16.) 

“(On the other hand, that God withholds the special disco- 
veries of His truth, upon account of men’s indispositions and 
demerits, may likewise very plainly appear. We may suppose our 
Lord to have observed Himself, what He ordered to His Disciples, 
Not to give that which is holy to dogs, nor to cast pearls before 
swine. (Matt. vii. 6.)” See below, xvi. 6, 7. 

— “Idrrnv] Joppa. The ancient Philistine city, where Jonah 
had embarked in his endeavour to escape from the presence of 
God, and from the task of executing the divine commission against 
Nineveh (Jonah i. 3), is now to be made the scene of a divine 
vision, revealing God’s gracious dispensations to the Gentile 
world. Contrast Jonas and Bar-Jonas here. 

6. Bupoet] a tanner: a trade in low esteem among the Jews, 
and regarded as little better than unclean. See the authorities 
in Wetst. Observe, therefore, Peter’s humility. 

— Oddraccay] Elz. adds obtos AaAhoe: cot TL ce Se? moved, 
which is not found in A, B, C, E, G, H, and other MSS., nor in 
Vulg. and other Versions; and was probably introduced from 
ch. xi. 14. Cp. ix. 6; xxii. 10. 

9. dd01mopotyTwy] as they were journeying. 
from Czsarea to Joppa was thirty Roman miles. 

— 7) daua] the house-top. See on Matt. xxiv. 17. Luke y. 
19; xvii. 31, and Valek. here. 
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— Gpav Extnv] the sixth hour. The stated hour of prayer. 
See iii. 1. 

10. yetoac@au] to taste (food). Hence in the modern lan- 
guage of Greece, yedua and mpdyevua mean dinner and breakfast. 
“ Respondet Hebrzorum verbo pyn cui modd addunt nomen 
Dm) ut 1 Sam. xiv. 25, ubi Alexandrini, éyevouto mas 6 Aads 
prov: modo Dy nudé ponunt, quod saltem ita posuerunt Judei 
recentiores, v. Buxtorfii Lex. Chald. sub h.v. Etiam verbo >i2x 
apud Hebraeeos modo jungitur om) modo simpliciter ponitur, v 
Gen. xliii. 25. 1 Regg. xix. 5.7. Sic etiam legitur ap. Appian. 
bell. civ. lib. ii. p. 799, de Catone: ep) éomépay aug) AouvTpa Kad 
Seimvoyv hv’ KabeCouevds re eyevero, circa vesperam lotus cena- 
bat, et sedens cibum capiebat. (Joseph. Ant. vii. 15.) Saulum 
regem auvnvdykacey ) yuvn yevour at.” (Kuin.) 

— Tapackeva(dyrwy avtay]° Peter was hungering for bodily 
food, and the servants were making it ready for him. But at this 
time God was preparing for him spiritual food. Peter was to be 
the instrument for receiving the Gentiles into the body of the 
Church (see on vy. 13); and therefore at this instant God invites 
him to partake of the animals in the sheet let down from heaven, 
and the messengers of Cornelius arrive. As Aug. says (Serm. 
266), ‘‘ Non Petro carnalis cibus affertur, sed mundatus Cornelius 
nuntiatur.”’ 

— éyévero] So A, B, C, E, and others. Elz. émémecev. 

— éxataots| ecstasy. The highest kind of spiritual revelation. 

There are seven extraordinary modes and degrees in which 
God revealed Himself in ancient times ; 

. Dreams. 

. Apparitions to the person when awake. 
. Visions to him when asleep. 

. Voices from heaven. 

. Urim. 

. Inspiration, or revealing to the ear. 

. Rapture, or ecstasy, when the person was in the Spirit 
(Rey. i. 10. Acts xxii. 17), and this was the highest degree of all. 
See Lightfoot here, i. p. 844. 

11, 12. Oewpe? roy otpavdy dvewypévoy, kal kataPaivoy oKxedds TL 
—rTov ovpavod| hebeholds the heaven opened, and a certain vessel 
coming down, as a great sheet. See below, xi. 5—10, where 
St. Peter says, efdov kataBaivoy oKedds Ti, ws G06vny meyddny 
Téccapow apxais KaSlenévyny ex TOD ovipayod, kal HAOEV &xpis euod. 

The words dedeuévov, kal are not found in A, B, H, and 
some Versions. 

— oxevos| A word of wide signification for any vessel. 
9. See above, ix. 15. 

— 60dvyv] linen sheet. owdédva (Hesych.), a linteum; 60dva 
(cp. d0ovia, John xix. 40) are explamed in Hesych. by mepi- 
BorAua. Cp. Luke xxiv. 12. John xx.5—7. Linen is generally 
seen in Scripture as connected with what is sacred, holy, and 
pure; and itis not liable to be moth-eaten ; ‘“ hence? says Aug., 
‘this linen sheet is a fit emblem of the Church.” 

— apxais| beginnings: applied to the letting down of ropes or 
cords, as Wetst. and Valck. have shown; and after them /uin., 
who says “apx} dicitur omne quod extremum est in aliqud re, 
sic de funis extremitate legitur ap. Diod. Sic. t. i. p. 109, apxy 
cxowtov. Lucian. t. ii. p. 83, decudv apxds. Eurip. Hippol. 
772, mhenras meopdrooy apxas, ubi v. Markland. Herodot. 
iv. 60, ordous Thy dpyhy Tod orpdpov’ ubi v. Valck.”’ 

The vessel or linen sheet here represent the Church Universaé 
throughout the world. Its demission from heaven bespeaks its 
being from God the Father of all. Its four beginnings (apxal)— 
a word happily chosen—let down from heaven, show that its 
origin is from heaven; and that it hangs suspended on the divine 
Power and Love; and they represent its comprehensiveness and 
extension to the four winds of heaven. See Matt. xxiv. 31, and 
cp. the réccapes ywvlar THs vis, Rev. vii. 1; xx. 8. 

Quatuor linez, discum continentes, et quibus dependebat, 
sunt quatuor orbis cardines, vel quatuor partes orbis terrarum, 
per quas tenditur Ecclesia Catholica, que ubique diffusa est. 
Augustine (Serm 149 and 266). 

Some ancient Expositors (e. g. @ewmen.) speak of the four 
&pxa (properly beginnings; ‘ initia,’ Vulg.) that support the 
Vessel—which symbolizes the Church Universal—as a prophetica! 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


Qa wpe 


Heb. 


emblem of the Four Gospels, proclaiming the knowledge of Christ 
to the Four Corners of the world, and bringing many from the 
East and from the West, from the North and from the South, to 
sit down with Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob in the kingdom of God 
(Luke xiii, 29. Matt. viii. 11). 

This suggestion deserves consideration. And itis not un- 
worthy of remark, that each of the Four Gospels commences with 
a reference to their imitiatory character as describing the degin- 
ning of the new Creation in Christ, which is eternal; as the Old 
Testament, which is the record of the Old Creation, opens in 
Genesis with—‘“ In the beginning God created Heaven and Earth,” 
i. e. the visible heavens and the earth, which have an end ; 

This inzlial character of the Gospels is declared by the word 
&px? or &pxouat at the beginning of each of the Four, thus,— 

Matt. iv. 17, 7péaro 6 Inoots knptooeyv. 

Mark i. 1, apxh ebayyedtov *Inootd Xpicrod. 

Luke i. 2, of am apxis adrémra. 

iii. 23, Fv doe eray TpidKovTa apxdmevos, i. e. at the 
beginning of his Ministry. 

Johni. 1, ev apxi jv 6 Adyos. 

Hence in the opening of the Acts of the Apostles, as if to 
mark that the Gospel is the Beginning of the new life which 
never ends, St. Luke says (i. 1), vy Hp~ato 6 "Incods moiety Te 
kal d:8dcKev, in reference to its History. See the note there. 

Lastly, the sacred Canon of both Testaments closes with the 
words, "Eyé eius Td A kal Td O, "Apxt Kad TéAos (Rev. xxii. 13). 

The Gospel, as thus viewed, both supports and elevates the 
Church ; it is that by which the invisible Hand of God maintains 
and keeps it together, and by which He raises it to heaven. 

It may indeed be objected, that the Four Gospels had not 
then all been written. No; nor had the Vessel of the Church 
been extended to all the world: nor, as yet, had it enclosed any 
unclean animals. The vision was not a History of the Past; but 
it was a Prophecy of the Future extending forward to all time. 

This symbol is not unlike to that of the Four Evangelical 
Cherubim in Ezekiel and the Apocalypse, on which the Spirit of 
God rides, as on a chariot-like throne, into all lands. See above, 
Introduction to the Gospels, p. xli. 

The ‘‘four-footed beasts,’’ &c., are representatives of all 
Nations. Observe the definite Article sé. And in this respect 
S. Augustine (c. Faust. xii. 15) compares it to the Ark, another 
figure of the Church, because commensurate with the world: 
““Cuncta genera animalium in Arcd clauduntur, sicut omnes 
Gentes; quas etiam Petro demonstratus ille discus significat ; 
omnes Gentes, qui pertinent ad quatuor partes orbis terre qua 
disseminatur Ecclesia, quam significant qguatwor linee, quibus 
Vas illud connectebatur.”’ 

The sheet, which was let down from heaven to earth, was 
drawn up again (avedhpen, v. 16; aveordobn, xi. 10) into 
heaven, showing that all are designed by God to be inheritors of 
heaven, all are dexrol @eg in Christ (x. 34, 35). 

This act of drawing up also shows, that after the pilgrimage 
of the Church Militant on earth, it will be received up and glo- 
rified in heaven. ‘ Post hujus seeculi conversationem, qua per 
Fidem et Baptismum mundata peregrinatur Hcclesia, ccelestis 
habitatio felix et sterna sequitur.’”’ (Bede.) 

Compare Rey. xxi. 2, where the Holy City, the new Jeru- 
salem, the Church glorified, is seen coming down from heaven. 

18. Odcov Kad pdye] slay and eat. The act of eating is here 
represented as figurative of receiving into communion or incorpo- 
ration ; 

The prophet Ezekiel (iii. 1) and St. John (Rev. x. 9) are 
commanded to eat a roll or book, in order to receive its spirit and . 
its words into themselves. So Peter is commanded to eat 
these animals, in order that he may know that the Gentiles are to 
be incorporated through his ministry into the Church, or body of 
Christ ; 

“ Occide et manduca, ut interficiatur in iis vita preeterita et 
transeant in corpus tuum, tanquam in novam vitam societatis 
Ecclesiz ; ut tanquam mundus cibus incorporentur Hcclesiz,’’ 
S. Aug. Serm. 149. ‘‘Occide in gentibus quod erant, et fac quod 

” Bede. 

Here then “ Petrus figuram gestat Hcclesiz,’’ and according 

to Christ’s promise (Matt. xvi. 19) he is to be Christ’s agent in 
N 
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opening the door of the Church, or Kingdom of Heaven, to alt 
Nations by the Keys of the Word and Sacraments. He is to be 
Christ’s instrument for incorporating the Gentiles in the Church 
by communion with them. 

14. obdSérore—ray xowdy] On the Hebraism ov ras = none, 
see Matt. xxiv. 22. 

On the Levitical distinction between clean and unclean 
animals, and on the moral purposes of it, see Aug. Serm. 149. 4, 
and Rev. Wm. Jones (of Nayland), ‘‘ Zoologia Ethica,’”” Works, 
ii. 107.- 

The Jewish Rabbis allowed that in the time of the Messiah 
no animals would be unclean. See R. Moyses and R. Salomon 
on Gen. ix. 8. 

15,16. dwvh wédrw ex devtépov—em) tpls] It was done three 
times, for greater assurance, and for more solemn admonition. 
Repetition is usual in divine Visions and Prophecies, Gen. xli. 
28—32; xxxvii.6—10. So in Daniel’s Visions (Dan. ii. and vii.) 
the same thing is represented twice. 

See above, Introduction to the Gospels, p. xlv, on Repe- 
tition as a characteristic of Inspiration; and below, the Introduc- 
tion to the Book of Revelation. 

S. Chrys. and S. Aug. (Serm. 149) suggest another reasons 
why it is mentioned that this linen sheet, held by its fowr corners, 
was let down three times. The whole world as a Church is 
purified and cleansed by God; and this cleansing is effected by 
immersion in the waters of Baptism in the Name of the Holy 
Trinity. ‘In Nomine Patris, et Filii, et Spiritis Sancti, cre- 
dentes innovantur, ut pertineant ad communionem sanctorum.”’ 

‘So also Gicumen. 

The four corners intimate the extension of the Church to 
the Four Winds of heaven; and the multiplication of the number 
Four into the other number here specified, Three, produces the 
number Twelve, which is specially characteristic of the Church of 
Christ, extended to the Four Quarters of the Globe, and baptized 
in the Name of the Trinity by the ministry of the Twelve Apos- 
tles and their successors, and militant here on earth, and glorified 
hereafter in heaven. See above on Matt. x. 2, and Augustine, 
quoted there, and cp. Rev. vii. 5—8; xii. 1; xxi. 12. 14. 16. 21; 
xxii. 2. 

15. 85 ©eds exabdpice] what God did cleanse. Observe the 
aorist éxa0dpice. God cleansed all Nations by one single act. 
He cleansed the Gentiles who were unclean according to the Law, 
by the Blood of His dear Son, shed once for all on the cross. 
S. Ireneus in Caten. Cp. Eph. ii. 13. 16. Acts xv. 9. 

— mh xolvov] do not call common, do not deem unclean,—u}) 
axdbaproy vouce. (Hesych.) 

On ko1vds, common, profane, unclean, see Mark vii. 21. This 
usage of language, when a person is said to make what he treats 
as made, is very common, especially in prophecy—‘“ ubi res dici- 
tur fieri, quando facienda prenuntiatur.” Isa. vi. 10. Jer. i. 10. 


“seem difficult. 


Ezek. xliii. 3. Zech. xi. 13. See Glass. Phil. p. 364—6, and 
Vaick. here, who refers to Thom. Mag., yevvd 6 TlAdtwy roy 
ovpavoy, i. e. yevyntoy A€yer. So in Levit. xiii, 3. 13.17, the 
Priest, who declares the Leper unclean or the contrary, is said 
puatve and KaGapiCey. 

19. eire 7d Tlvedua] the Spirit said, a proof of the personality 
of the Holy Ghost. Cp. xiii. 2. 4, for another proof of the Divi- 
nity and Personality of the Holy Ghost, and see Gicumen. 

20. ey anréotadka abtots|] I have sent them. What God 
does, that the Spirit is said to do. (Chrys.) The Spirit is God. 

21. ro’s tydpas] Liz. adds tovs amectaduévous amd Tov 
KopynAlou mpds avrdéy.. But this is not in A, B, C, D, and other 
MSS., nor in Vudg. and other Versions. 

22. éxpnuatic6] was commanded as by an oracle (xpnornpiov). 
See Matt. ii. 12. Cornelius had therefore related the Vision to 
others, before he knew of any result from it. An answer to the 
objections of those who suppose that the Vision was a delusion, 
or contrived after the event; a remark which will not be deemed 
unnecessary by those, who are, in any degree, familiar with the 
cavils of scepticism against the historic veracity of the superna- 
tural agency revealed in this divine book. 

23. Ti ératpiov] on the morrow. He waits from soon after 
noon (v. 9) till the next day. There are no marks of a heated 
imagination here. St. Peter had seen a Vision; and he hears of 
another Vision of an Angel desiring that he should be sent for to 
Cesarea. But he waits till the morrow. Though by natural 
temperament he was eager and forward, the Holy Spirit in him 
was a Spirit of caution and circumspection, prudence and wisdom ; 
not of rashness and haste. 

25. as eyévero Tov cicedOcivy] Elz. omits rod, but it is found 
in A, B, C, EH, and other MSS., and has been received by recent 
Editors. 

It has been alleged by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 203) that such 
an use of Tov before an infinitive is unauthorized, and is a gram- 
matical error, incapable of analysis, and is to be ascribed to an 
oversight of the writer, either in composition or transcription. 
But it is not without example. See Luke xvii. 1, dvévdexrdv éorr 
TOD my eAOE oKdYdaAra, 

And these two remarkable instances of this construction 
connect the Author of the third Gospel with the Writer of the 
Acts. And thus the rarity of the combination has its use in 
supplying evidence to the student of Scripture. 

One or two other instances of the use may be seen in 
Winer, § 44, p. 293. The analysis of the expression does not 
The phrase means, ‘‘ When the hour arrived, so 
long expected, gf Peter’s arrival.”” In like manner, the other 
kindred expression in St. Luke’s Gospel may be explained (xvii. 1), 
avévdextdy éott ToD wh eAdeiv Ta oKdvdadra, i.e. the time of the 
non-existence of offences is not admissible in this world, it is to 
be looked for only.in the world to come. 
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— mpocekivncev] he worshipped. Such homage, not un- 
common among Orientals, was unknown to the countrymen of 
Cornelius, Romans, except in divine worship, and was therefore 
forbidden by St. Peter in the words ‘‘ Stand up; I also am a 
man,” not a superior spirit. 

St. Peter, great as he was, would not permit any one, even 
a heathen, to do this. What then shall we say of other men who 
allow it? asks Ammonius here. And what shall we say of him 
who calls himself St. Peter’s successor, and yet seats himself on 
the high Altar of St. Peter’s Church, in order that his feet may 
be kissed by Bishops and others, bowing and kneeling before 
him? See the Ceremoniale Romanum, iii. 1. 1, and other Ro- 
man authorities quoted in the Editor’s Lectures on the Apo- 
calypse, pp. 339. 340, 2nd ed. Appendix, pp. 163, 164, and 
below, notes on the Apocalypse, chap. xiii. 

27. kal ovvoutAGy] Peter not only declined the rpockivycis, 
or adoration, but entered in with Cornelius, and conversed with 
him side by side, thus showing his humility, and also his com- 
pliance with the divine revelation, that he should consider no man 
common or unclean, On éuiAciv, to speak, used only by St. Luke 
in this sense, see Luke xxiv. 14, 15. Acts xx. 11; xxiv. 26. 

30. ard tetdptns nuépas] four days ago. So 2 Cor. viii. 10; 
ix. 2, dard wépuol, a yeor ago. Cp. John xi. 18; xxi. 8. 

— péxpt tavrns Tis Spas] i.e. to three o’clock. See chap. x. 3. 

— épay] Omitted by A, B,C, D. And it is probable that (as 
Bornemann observes) évvdrny is a gloss upon ta’tns; and that 
the true reading is yyorevwy Ka) mpocevxydmevos. 

— ayhp| aman. So modest is Cornelius, he does not call him 
an angel who had praised him so highly, and yet by the purport 
of his words he represents him as coming from év@mioy Tod 
@cov. (Chrys.) Cp. i. 10. 

31. 7 Tporevx7 | See the power of Prayer. (Chr ys.) 

83. Kad@s émoinoas] An observable phrase. It is not the 
language of approval, on the Centurion’s part, of St. Peter’s con- 
duct. This would ill have accorded with his humility. But it is 
an idiomatic and elegant expression of courtesy and gratitude—a 
“welcome.” ‘Bene est quod venisti—multtm amo te.” As 
Casaubon on Cicero, ad Att. i. 1, observes, it has been often 
rendered erroneously. Cp. St. Paul’s words, Phil. iv. 14. 2 Pet. 
i. 19. 3John6. See Vaick. here. 

35. Sextds] = Tz, from yiz3, voluntas (cp. apéoke, dpeords), 
to be translated acceptable, capable of being accepted, rather 
than actually accepted. (Severian, Caten. p. 173.) No one is 
accepted, except év T@ ryannweve, Eph. 1,6), (See Chrys. and 
others here.) Cp. Luke iv. 24. Phil. iv. 18. 2 Cor. vi. 2. 

In Him, and Him alone, all Nations are blessed. As Bengel 
says well, ‘‘ Non indifferentismus Religionum, sed indifferentia 
Nationum, hic asseritur.”’ Cp. Art. XVIII. of the Church of 
England. 


36. roy Adyov k.T.A.] As Meyer and Winer observe, the three 
clauses, Thy Adyov v. 36, 7d yevducvor piua v. 37, “Inoovy Ty 
Na(wpatov, seem to be put in apposition, and to depend on speis 
oidare, and ovrds éott mdyTwy Kupios is introduced parentheti- 
cally. So the Authorized Version. 
Adyos is the Word; but fia is the Matter or thing declared by 
the Word (see Luke i. 37; ii. 15); and 7d pia yevdpevoy x. 
6. 7.1. is the matter published which came or was proclaimed 
through all Jewry. 

Vaick. compares the similar structure in another speech of 
the same Apostle, Acts ii. 22—36. 

We may also compare a similar remarkable transition from 
Adyos to Sjua in an Epistle of this same Apostle, St. Peter, 
speaking of Christ preached. See 1 Peter i. 23—25. 

It has indeed been said by some, that Cornelius could not have 
known the facts here mentioned. But let it be remembered, that 
he was quartered at Cesarea,—a centurion of the Italian band, — 
and probably had often attended the Roman Procurator, who 
resided at Ceesarea, in the periodical visits which he made to 
Jerusalem, to be present at the annual Jewish festivals for the 
purpose of maintaining order there. 

He might have conversed with other soldiers who had been 
there on those occasions. He might have conversed with the 
faithful Centurion of Capernaum (Luke vii. 2—9), perhaps with 
the Centurion who stood at the Cross (Matt. xxvii. 54. Luke 
xxiii. 47), perhaps with the soldiers who had watched the se- 
pulchre, and had been affrighted by the earthquake, and thus 
have heard of the Resurrection. 

Besides (as Chrys. suggests), this speech was not only in- 
tended for Cornelius and his friends, but also for the Jews who 
were with Peter, and to whom he appeals as witnesses of what he 
says, and it was designed to justify his own communion-with the 
Gentiles. 

Accordingly, it is observable that St. Peter is careful to 
represent the Jews as receiving, by virtue of their prerogative, 
the first offer of the Gospel from Christ. The word, he says, 
was sent to the children of Israel; tnpet Thy evyéveiay Tots "Iov- 
datos. 

“In this speech (says Bede) St. Peter briefly sums up all 
the articles of the Creed, viz. that Jesus is the Christ, the Lord 
of all; sent to reconcile the world to God; preached by the 
Baptist ; anointed by the Spirit; manifested in miracles by God 
dwelling in Him; crucified; raised from the dead; seen alive 
after His Resurrection; and the Future Judge of all at the end 
of the world; and that He will extend His Church by Faith 
throughout the World.” See also p. 114 of the Rev. F. C. Cook’s 
edition of the Acts; containing many excellent practical and 
devotional suggestions. 
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‘Pjua means more than Adyos.° 
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87. aptduevoy] A, C, D, H; H have dpiduevos, but compare 
Luke xxiv. 47. 

38. éxpicev] a preparation for the word Xpiortavo}, xi. 26. 

41. ofrwes cuveddyouey] us who ate with them. See S. Ig- 
natius ad Smyrn. 3 (who seems to refer to these words of 
St. Peter)—erd thy dvdotraciy cuvédayey avrtois Kal oby- 
ETLEYV. 

See also the note of Severus, Archbishop of Antioch, here (in 
CatenA, p. 188), who calls this eating of our Lord, after His Resur- 
rection, rawiyv BpSowv, because od Kata xpelav epaye Ka) Emev, 
GAAG TiocTovperos Kal eridevi@v Tors oikelors wabnrats, Kad Tots 
pets TavtTa Set Kelvwy (read did Kelvwy) muorevew wéAAovoL THY 
GAnO} piow Tov chuatos, 0 Kad TémovOev Exdv, Kal avéoTn Oeo- 
menos, mavtaxdbey amedabywy Thy THs emapdtou SoKnoews 
(the heresy of the Docete) kal pavractas irdvotay. 

42. kpiths] Judge. On the certainty of a Future Judgment, 
see Barrow’s Sermon on this text, vol. v. 129—160. 

44, %1 Nadodvyros] while he was yet speaking. See the dis- 
pensation of God. He did not allow Peter to finish his speech, 
and to command them to be baptized. But God anticipated him, 
and showed that He knew their hearts; and the Holy Spirit 
came, and so provided an answer and defence for St. Peter against 
those who would charge him with surrendering the privileges of 
the Jews, and with a breach of the Law of God by communion 
with the Gentiles. (Chrys.) 

44 46. émémece Td Ivetpuo, 7d &ytov—Aadobvytwy yAdooats] 
the Holy Spirit fell on them, as the Holy Spirit fell at the day 
of Pentecost on the Apostles. See xi. 15,16. He fell on them 
while Peter was preaching the Word; and thus the Word was 
confirmed; and He fell on them while hearing the Word. And 
they who were present heard them speak with tongues— 


“ Spiritus almus 
Indulgens varias opulento munere linguas 
Implevit sine more domum,” (Arator,) 


—showing by the same sign that the same gift was bestowed on 
them who were Gentiles at Czsarea, as had been vouchsafed to 
the first believers at Jerusalem; and that therefore the Holy 
Spirit is not limited to place, time, or person, but is offered to all 
persons, in all places, at all times. 

It is, indeed, affirmed by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 210), that 
this manifestation at Cesarea was altogether different from that 
at Jerusalem, on the day of Pentecost: and, that the expression 
yAdoous Aadetv, as used here and in xix. 6, and 1 Cor. xiv. 18, 
does not mean ‘to speak in foreign languages,” as it does in 
Acts ii. 4, but it means only to speak with tongues not guided or 
controlled by the vots, or reason of the speakers, but moved by 
the Holy Ghost. 

But this theory destroys the force of St. Peter’s subsequent 
argument and comment on this manifestation, See Acts xi. 15. 
17, where he states that as he began to speak, the Holy Ghost 
ell on them (i. e. on the Gentile Cornelius and on his companions) 
as on us at the beginning. Then remembered J the Word of the 
Lord, how that He said, ‘‘ John indeed baptized with water, but 


ye shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost.’’ Here St. Peter com- 
prehends Cornelius in the same promise with the Apostles ; and 
he adds, ‘‘ Forasmuch then as God gave them the like gift as He 
did unto us, what was I that I could withstand God?” 

Since, then, the disciples at Jerusalem, at Pentecost, had the 
power of speaking in foreign tongues, Cornelius and the Gentiles 
with him at Czesarea had the same power also. 

It is indeed probable, that this power of speaking foreign 
languages was not long continued to those who had not, like the 
Apostles, occasion to use them in preaching to foreign nations. 

But if Cornelius and his Gentile companions had not received 
the same spiritual gift as the Apostles received at first, it never 
would have been inferred by St. Peter, or have been-acknowledged 
by the Jewish Christians, as it was, that the Geniiles were to be 
admitted to the same spiritual privileges as those of the Circum- 
cision, who believed in Christ. See xi. 18. 

Besides, as Aug. observes (Serm. 99), there was another 
reason for this gift to the Gentiles, as well as to the Jews and 
Proselytes, in the first age of the Church: ‘Tune (i.e. in the 
first age of the Church) sic dabatur Spiritus Sanctus, ut etiam 
appareret datus. Qui enim Eum accipiebant linguis omnium 
gentium loquebantur, ut significarent Hcclesiam, in gentibus, 
linguis omnium locuturam.” 

46. ijxovoy] they were hearing them speak with tongues; the 
imperfect tense marks continuance. Cp. what is said of the 
miracle at Pentecost itself, ii. 6. 

47. wire 7d BSwp kwrAtoa 8. 7.] Now that they have received 
the Spirit, can any man forbid the water of Baptism (7d bdwp), 
which is necessary for their reception into the Church; according 
to Christ’s saying, ‘‘ Except a man be born of water and of the 
Spirit, he cannot enter into the kingdom of God?”’ (John iii. 5.) 
A reply, by anticipation, to those Jewish Christians who would 
have forbidden baptism to the Gentiles. (Chrys.) 

“Non dicit, habent Spiritum, ergo aqud carere possunt”’ 
(Bengel): but he commands them to be baptized; a warning to 
Quakers and others, who profess that they have the Spirit, and 
donot therefore need the outward means of grace. St. Peter 
teaches them to invert the argument. If men have the Spirit, 
they ought also to have the water; and if men refuse the water, 
it may be presumed that they have not the Spirit. 

Two important questions arise here :— 

(1) Why were these converts not baptized first, before the 
Holy Spirit was given? 

(2) If the Holy Spirit was given, as we have seen it was, 
before Baptism,—is Baptism necessary,—and is Confirmation 
necessary,—for the reception of the Holy Ghost ? 

These questions have been considered and answered by the 
Ancient Fathers as follows :— 

(1) Probably St. Peter would not have readily admitted 
them to Baptism, unless he had heard them prophesying, and 
had seen the Holy Ghost resting upon them. Therefore he 
asked, ‘Can any one forbid them the water, now that they have 
received the Holy Ghost as well as we?’ thus persuading the 
Jews, who were with him, and intimating that unless the Holy 
Spirit had rested upon them, there would have been some who 
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would have forbidden them Baptism. 8S. Ireneus (Caten. p. 183, 
ce. Heres. tii. 12.) 

If any one inquires, How it was that Cornelius, and they 
that were with him, were allowed to receive the Holy Ghost before 
Baptism, let him know that this was with a view to the debate 
that afterwards arose, between St. Peter and those of the Circum- 
cision. S. Cyril (in Caten. p. 190.) 

This is evident from what follows in ch. xi. 2, where St. 
Peter shows that cwrAdca: Td USwp would have been kwdAdvoat 
tov @edy (see xi. 17). 

It appears from xi. 18, that the debate was appeased by 
reference to the fact here stated ; and it is clear, that there would 
have been a schism in the Church, unless such a divine manifesta- 
tion as the descent of the Holy Spirit, enabling them to speak 
with tongues, had been made, to authorize the act of St. Peter in 
admitting Cornelius, and other Gentiles with him, into the Church 
by Baptism. 

Hence S. Augustine says (Serm. 99), “ Cum dubitarent qui 


erant cum Petro, utrim incircumcisi baptizandi essent, . . . ut j 


hanc Deus tolleret questionem, cum loquitur Petrus, venit Spi- 
ritus Sanctus; implevit Cornelium, implevit illos qui cum illo 
erant; et ipsa attestatione rei magne quasi clamatum est (a 
Spiritu ad Petrum) Quid de agud dubitas? jam Eeo hic sum.” 

So again (Serm. 266), “‘ Ante Baptismum venit Spiritus 
Sanctus; de potestate, non de necessitate. Venit ante Baptismum 
ablutionis, ut auferret controversiam circumcisionis.”’ See also 
Aug. in Ps. xcvi. 

(2) Another reason why the Holy Ghost was given before 
Baptism, was, that it might be understood by all, that though 
men are tied to the use of the means which God has been pleased 
to appoint for the reception of divine grace, yet God’s power is not 
tied to means. As Hugo says (de Sacram. i. 5), ‘“‘ In potestate 
Dei est preter Sacramenta hominem salvare: sed in potestate ho- 
minis non est sine istis ad salutem pervenire.’”’ 

Hence it is evident, that the grace which He has given us by 
means-—such as the Sacraments, and by Confirmation,—does not 
reside in, or proceed from the means, but from Him who has 
appointed the means; and that the means are only channels, and 
He is the sole source of Grace and Salvation to man. The mi- 
nister is one thing, the Ministry is another; the Author and 
Giver of all is God. 

As Chrys. says (p. 191), ‘‘ No one can forbid the Holy Spirit 
from descending, even before Baptism.’’ And Aug. (Serm. 276), 
“Behold now the fulfilment of what our Lord says, ‘the wind 
bloweth where it listeth’’’ (John iii. 8). And to use the words of 
Hooker (V. lvii. 4), “It is not ordinarily God’s will to bestow 
the grace of Sacraments on any but dy the Sacraments, which 
grace they that receive by Sacraments receive from Him, and not 
from them ”’ (see also VII. vi. 10). And therefore we may add 
with him (V. lx. 4), ‘If Christ Himself, who gives us salvation, 
do require Baptism, it is not for us that look for salvation, to 
examine Him whether unbaptized men may be saved; but se- 
riously to do what is required, and religiously to fear the danger 
which may grow from the want thereof.’’ 

(3) Indeed, it may be added, “ Exceptio probat regulam ;” 
and “ Privilegium probat Legem.”’ 

We have seen the reason of the extraordinary effusion of the 
Holy Ghost, in this special case of the first Gentile converts before 
Baptism. We find that it is a solitary case. We find also, that 
to the Jewish Converts the full effusion had not been vouchsafed 
before Baptism, nor till they were confirmed by the laying on of 
the Apostles’ hands (see above on vill. 14—17). And we find 
that other succeeding converts were baptized; and that they 
received the imposition of hands before they received the full 
effusion, visibly and audibly, of the Holy Ghost (Acts xix. 5, 6). 
And it is evident, that the Apostle St, Peter judged Baptism to be 


the Sacrament of admission into Christ’s Church ; for otherwise 
he would not have commanded these to be baptized, who had 
received visibly and audibly the gift of the Holy Ghost. See 
this point well argued by S. Cyril. Hierosolym., Cateches. iii. 
p. 41, KopyfAtos iv avhp Sixaos x.7.A. We do not indeed 
read, that Peter /aid his hands on Cornelius and the other Gen- 
tile Converts; with reverence therefore it may be said, that the 
full gift of the Spirit—the Baptism of the Holy Ghost Himself— 
is specially represented by the laying on of hands, or Confirma- 
tion. This xpio1s teAetwTix) had been administered in this case 
directly and immediately by the Holy Ghost, as at Pentecost; see 
Euseb. Emisen., quoted on viii. 14. But the Sacrament of Bap- 
tism which Christ had instituted, in the name of the Holy Trinity, 
had not been administered, and therefore they were baptized. 

(4) Lastly, it may be added that the reason of visible signs 
and audible sounds on hearing the Gospel and on reception of the 
Holy Ghost, in the first ages of Christianity, is to be seen in the 
need of a proof, that God gives grace, and gives it by the Word 
and Sacraments in HisChurch. That proof was given visibly and 
audibly in the earliest ages; and it is the duty of those who live 
now, to build on the faith and practice of the past, and to believe 
stedfastly, and receive thankfully, the grace given by the same 
Holy Spirit, in the ordinary means of grace, without the evidence 
of the same visible signs and audible sounds. For “ blessed are 
they that have not seen, and yet have believed.’”’ (John xx..29.) 

48. mpocérate—arovs BorticOjva| he commanded them to 
be baptized. Christ preached; but He administered Baptism by 
His Apostles. For the reason of which see John iv. 2. And 
after the Ascension the Apostles preached ; but they administered 
Baptism, for the most part, by the hands of inferior ministers ; 
see 1 Cor. i. 17; a passage which suggests one reason of their 
conduct in this respect,—i.e. lest they should be supposed to 
be desirous of forming sects of those whom they baptized, and 
lest they who had been baptized by them respectively should say, 
“Tam of Paul, I am of Cephas.” (1 Cor. i. 12—18.) 

Again; if the Apostles, who had special gifts of working 
miracles, and of giving the Holy Ghost, had baptized with their 
own hands, it might have been thought by some that the grace of 
Baptism came from them, who administered it, and not from Him 
Whose Baptism it is, and so an error with regard to Baptism be 
propagated. 

Besides ; after their death it might have been imagined, that 
Baptism had lost some of its efficacy, being no longer admi- 
nistered by those who were called by Christ, and bad received ex- 
traordinary graces of the Holy Ghost; and so the Sacrament of 
Baptism, which God has instituted for the remission of sins, and 
for reception into the Church im all ages and eountries of the 
world, might fall into discredit and disuse. 

Therefore the Apostles did not usually baptize with their 
own hands; but it would be a great mistake thence to infer, with 
some persons, that Baptism is of minor account. On the con- 
trary, these considerations show the importance of that Sacra- 
ment. 


Cu. XI. 2. Svexpivovro] they were disputing. See on x. 47. 
412. dpiducvos—diaxpwduevov] See the same narrative, 
almost in the same words, above, x. 9—16. 

A remarkable instance of Repetition; showing the import- 
ance of the subject; and that the Holy Spirit does not disdain to 
use the same or similar words in relating the same events. Com- 
pare the Repetitions of the account of St. Paul’s conversion in 
this book, ix. 1; xxli. 6; xxvi. 12. 

These Repetitions occur in one and the same Book. There 
is therefore no reason for surprise that the Holy Spirit should 
repeat in one Gospel what He had said in another. See Intro- 
duction to the Gospels, pp. xlv, xlvi. 
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13. roy &yyedov] The Angel, of which you have already heard 
from others. The circumstances of the vision of Cornelius, which 
were recounted by him in the presence of many (x. 24. 30. 45), 
must have been notorious at Jerusalem. 

16. Shuaros tod Kuplou—Banticbjcecbe ev Ty. &.] See on 
ti 

17. eyo de rls Hunv, dSvvards| Two questions in one. Cp. 
Luke xix. 15, tls tl émparyyuarevoaro; xvi. 2, tl TodTO akotw; 
Winer, G. G. § 66, p. 553. The 8¢ after eyd is omitted by A, 
D. But it was not likely to be interpolated, and it gives force to 
the question,—‘‘ You may doubt, and debate, and censure me; 
but who was I, to resist God ?” 

— Kwdrdoat Tov Ocdy] See on x. 47. 

19. of uév ody Siacomapévtes] A recapitulation. See viii. 1. 

— én) Srepdvw]| upon Stephen. So G, H, and probably B, 
and the great majority of cursive MSS. A, E have ém) Srepavou, 
‘in the time of Stephen,’ and Vulg. ‘sub Stephano.’ Cp. ém) 
KaAavdlov, v. 28. But ém) Srepdyw appears to be the true read- 
ing. éml = super, upon Stephen, i.e. the persecution against 
him while living, and over him when dead; that persecution to 
which he gave occasion by his boldness (vi. 11), and in which he 
was killed, and which was stimulated by his preaching and death. 
His persecutors and murderers were not convinced by his miracles 
and teaching, or satisfied with his death; but having once tasted 
blood, they thirsted for other victims (see ix. 1); and yet by 
Persecution the cause of the Gospel which they persecuted was 
advanced. See viii. 1. 

— ’Avtioxelas| Antioch. On the Orontes, 120 stadia from its 
port Seleucia; founded by Seleucus Nicator, who called it from 
his father Antiochus; the residence of the Seleucid Dynasty of 
Syria; and afterwards, when under Roman rule, the residence of 
the Preses of Syria. ‘‘ Syrize metropolis, tertium inter omnes 
Romani orbis locum obtinens, hoc est post Romam et Alea- 
andriam.”” §. Jerome ad Amos. vi. quoted by A Lap.; cp. Winer, 
R. W. B. i. 60. Howson, i. 150. Lewin, p. 107. 

20. edddouy] they were speaking : i. e. preaching. 

— ‘EAAnviotds| Hellenists. The determination of the true 
reading here concerns an important point in the history of the 
Church. 

B, D**, E, G, H, and the Cursive MSS. almost without 


exception, have “EAAnviords, the reading of the received text. 
And so the teat of Chrys., Gicum., and Theophylact, and both 
the commentaries of Theophyl. p. 98 and p. 251, 5:0 7d wh eidévan 
‘EBpaior), “EAAnvioTas exddovy. 

But A has “’EAAnvas. 

This authority however is of less weight, because A has 
“EAAnvas also in ix. 29, where ‘EAAnvioras is confessedly the true 
reading. 

D* has “EAAnvas, but its reading was afterwards altered to 
‘EAAnMoTas. : 

The authority of several Versions (e. g. Vulg., Syriac, Coptic, 
Arabic) in this question, is not of any value; because (as 
Whitby observes, p. 463) they use the same word for “EAAnves 
and “EAAynviorat. 

Eusebius (ii. 3) is in favour of “EAAhvwy, and so is Chrys. in 
his exposition, 8pa “EAAnoLy edayyeAlCovrat, but he supposes 
the events here mentioned to be posterior to the reception of Cor- 
nelius into the Church. And so Lyranus, Caietanus, Lorinus, 
and others. 

Many recent editors, Griesbach, Lachmann, Scholz, Tisch- 
endorf, Bornemann, Alford, have introduced “EAAnvas into the 
text. But they (with the exception of Alford) give no inter- 
pretation of the meaning which they would affix to the word. 
They may have supposed it to comprise Jewish proselytes, as 
Meyer does (p. 215 and p. 259, on chap. xiv. 1); and he ob- 
serves that the vn, Gentiles, are distinguished from the “EAAnves. 
Cp. xiii. 42; xviii. 4, 6. 

Dean Alford, in his note here, understands it as not sig- 
nifying Hellenists, but “ Gentiles uncircumcised,” and them 
only ; and he says that ‘the advocacy of the reading ‘EAAnviorads 
has mainly arisen from a mistaken view that the baptism of 
Cornelius must necessarily have preceded the conversion of all 
other Gentiles.” 

Two questions arise here— 

1. Which is the true reading, ‘EAAnviords or “EAAnvas ? 

2. In what sense is the true reading to be understood ? 

1. The authority of the MSS. is in favour of ‘EAAnuortds, 
and it is mainly on supposed internal evidence that preference has 
recently been given to “EAAnvas. 

2. It is said that the word here used, whether “EAAnves or 
*EAAyVioTAal, is opposed to the word *Iovdatois, Jews, in v. 19, and 
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that therefore the only word that the passage admits is “EAAnvas, 
and that this word must be understood to mean Gentiles. 

But this is not certain ; 

It is true that some MSS. (A, B, and some Cursives) insert 
xod after €Addouv, but they are more than counterbalanced by 
the great preponderance of MSS.; and xa) is not admitted by 
Griesbach or Tischendorf. 

If ‘EAAnvictds is the true reading, then the word "Iovdalos 
in v. 19 includes ‘EAAnvioTas in v. 20; and the men of Cyprus, 
probably Hellenistic Jews, who had embraced the Gospel, spoke 
the Word to other Hellenistic Jews, in order that they also might 
embrace it. 

Nor would the reading “EAAnvas eaclude this meaning. 

The word*EAAnves does not always mean unbelieving heathens. 
See particularly John xii. 20, where “EAAnves came up to worship 
at Jerusalem, and Acts xiv. 1, where “EAAnves are among the 
attendants at the Jewish Synagogue. Cp. xviii. 4, and Howson, 
i, 144. 218. 252. 312. See also on xvii. 4, oeBouévwy ‘EAAhvor, 
where A, D introduce ka before ‘EAAjywy, showing that copyists 
did not always rightly understand the word, which is there used 
for proselytes. And yet Vulg. there renders it Gentiles, the word 
which Cassiodor. has here (p. 175). 

Still further : 

Even if “EAAnvas were the true reading, it does not seem 
probable, from internal evidence, that it can here mean the 
heathen. 

The events here described, as Alford supposes (and see his 
note on x. 1, p. 99), may have been prior to the baptism of 
Cornelius. See v.19. Cp. viii. 1. 

If so, the words rovs “EAAnvas cannot mean the Gentiles. 
For St. Peter, as Christ had prophesied (Matt. xvi. 18), and as 
St. Peter himself affirms, was chosen by God to be the first to 
open the door to the Gentiles (cp. Acts xv. 7). And Cornelius 
was the first-fruits of the Gentile world (xi. 1.18). And if 
these “EAAnves had been Gentiles, and if they had been the first 
Gentiles who were admitted into the Church, it is probable that 
their reception into the Church would have beep authorized and 
signalized by Visions from heaven, and by other miraculous inter- 
ventions, similar to those of which we read in the history of 
Cornelius ; and those visions and interventions would not have 
been necessary in the case of Cornelius (x. 11). And the grava- 
men of the charge of receiving uncircumcised Gentiles into the 
Church would have been directed against these men of Cyprus, 
and not, as it was, against S¢. Peter (xi. 2). 

If then we receive the word “EAAnvas, and translate it 
Gentiles, we must place this incident after the baptism of Cor- 
nelius. 

And this seems to have been Bp. Pearson’s opinion; see his 
Ann. Paulin. ad a.p. X11. 

But suppose now that ¢his reception into the Church at 
Antioch was after that of Cornelius ; 

Still it would not be certain that the word “EAAnvas means 
Gentiles here. For we read afterwards, in xiv. 27, that Paul and 
Barnabas announced in this same city, Antioch, that God had 
opened the door of faith to the Gendiles ; 

But this would not have been news to them, if they, who 
had been converted in large numbers at Antioch (v. 24), had been 
Gentiles. 

Nor does it seem that Barnabas had as yet received a mis- 
sion to the Gentiles (see on xiii. 2). 

And if the reception of a single Gentile, Cornelius, and of a 
few with him at Czsarea, made such a commotion as it did in the 
Church, it is probable that the reception of such large multitudes 
as are here mentioned at Antioch, would have made more noise, 
if they had been Gentiles. 

On the whole it seems, 

1. That there is not sufficient evidence to justify the inser- 
tion of “EAA nvas in the text. 

2. That ‘EAAnviords is probably the true reading. 


3. That even if “EAAnvas was written by St. Luke, it would 
not be certain that he meant by that term Gentiles only. 

4. That, if he had meant Gentiles only, he would probably 
have written 7a @yn (as x. 45; xi. 18; xiii. 46. 48; xiv. 2. 5. 
27; xv. 3. 7.14), and not rods “EAAnvas. Indeed it is doubtful 
whether “EAAnves, with the definitive article, is ever used in the 
N. T. for the Heathen—as opposed to the Jews. 

When then (it may be asked) was the advance here made in 
the progress of the Church ? 

It was the conversion of a large body of Hellenists or Greek- 
speaking Jews and Proselytes ; i. e. of that same class which had 
been most hostile to St. Stephen, and caused his death (see vi. 
9—14, and on ix. 29). 

Hence we may see why St, Luke mentions, that they who 
converted them had been dispersed by the persecution upon 
Stephen (xi. 19). 

St. Stephen had been killed at Jerusalem by Hedlenists ; and 
Hellenists had attempted to kill Paul, Stephen’s persecutor, when, 
soon after his conversion, he preached Christ there (ix. 29). 
But now Hellenists are rescued from the death of sin, and brought 
to the saving knowledge of the gospel of eternal life, by some of 
those very persons who had been driven from Jerusalem by the 
persecution which Hellenists had excited, and who had come 
from Jerusalem to seek and to save them in their own homes. 

Hence also we see why Barnabas now goes to Tarsus to seek 
Saul (v. 25); how happy must have been the reconciliation 
effected between the Hellenists and him whom they had attempted 
to destroy when he preached Christ ! (ix. 29.) 

So God overruled evil for good. Here then was a great step 
forward. A victory achieved over a large number of the bitterest 
enemies of the Church; a conquest gained beyond the region of 
Palestine, and therefore in this respect also different from the 
successes at Jerusalem and Cesarea ; achieved in the third great 
City of the world, Antioch ; and introductory to the triumphs of 
which we are about to read in the sequel, and which were mainly 
won by the agency of the great Apostle to the Gentiles, who is 
now presented to us at Antioch, St. Paul, and who is soon to be 
ordained an Apostle at Antioch, and will thenceforth proceed on his 
triumphal march till he arrives at the Capital of the world—Rome. 

In examining the important question considered in this note, 
some use has been made of an able paper by the learned Principal 
of Bishop’s College, Calcutta, the Rev. W. Kay, D.D. Calcutta, 
1856. There is also an excellent note here of Valckenaer (in his 
Schole, p. 481), and see Whitby here, and on vi. 1. 

22. BapyaBay] Barnabas of Cyprus, iv. 36, and therefore 
sent to confer with the Cypriots mentioned in v. 20. 
23. mapexdAe] For he was vibs mapaxAnoews. 

and ix. 27. 

— ndytas—mpoopeve] and he was exhorting all to cleave to 
the Lord with the (requisite) purpose of the heart. A strong 
evidence of the necessity of the concurrence of the human will 
with divine grace, for the salvation of men. Cp. below, xiii. 43, 
and xiv. 22. Phil. ii. 12, 13. 2 Pet. i. 10; iii. 14. 

24. avhp dyads] a good man. Something more than Siauos. 
See St. Paul’s distinction, Rom. v. 7. (Ford.) 

This praise of Barnabas is remarkable. It is not usual for 
Evangelists and Apostles to praise one another. There must be 
some special reason for this exception ; as for that in xv. 26, and 
2 Pet. iii. 15. 

The reason probably was this,—St. Luke, the author of the 
Acts, was the friend and companion of St. Paul; and he has related 
the circumstances of the mapogvouds and consequent separation 
of Paul and Barnabas: see below, xv. 37—40. It might per- 
haps be supposed that St. Luke,—the friend of St. Paul,—was 
prepossessed in his favour ; and was prejudiced against Barnabas. 
There is something, therefore, very appropriate and interest- 
ing in this graceful tribute to Barnabas from St. Luke, “‘ He 
was a good man and full of the Holy Ghost and of faith.” 

25. Topodv] Tarsus. His native city (xxii. 3), where he had 


See on iv. 36, 
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been sent by the Apostles (ix. 30),—another proof of the sincerity 
of St. Paul’s conversion, and of his courage and affection for his 
own countrymen. 

— avalntioa Sadrov] to seek out Saul. A similar act of 
kindness to that rendered by him to St. Paul at Jerusalem, ix. 27. 
Why Saul was now specially sought for, see on v. 20. 

26. xpnuatioa] “ (1) negotiari. (2) ita ut nomen inde adipis- 
caris. (3) denominari. Vide Rom. vii. 3, worxadrls xpnuatioes.” 

— Xpiotiavobs] Christians. This name was not given till 
about twelve years after the Ascension of Christ; in the reign of 
Claudius. Cp. Suidas, v. Xpiotiavot. Joh. Malel., who says 
that én) Evodiov Xprotiavo) avoudcbycay, p. 318, ed. Mill. 

Another remarkable instance of the priority of facts to 
names, in the history of the Church. See above, on the word 
-Excanosta v. 11, didtovor vi. 3, and mperBurepar xi. 30. 

The disciples did not make haste to adopt a name which 
might repel the Jews. But when time had been given to the 
Jews to examine the evidence of the case, they proclaimed the 
doctrine that ‘* Jesus is the Christ’? as the very essence of their 
religious profession, in their name. 

The word ‘ Christian’ occurs only three times in the New 
Testament,—here, Acts xxvi. 28, and | Pet. iv. 16. It is used 
frequently by S. Ignatius, Bishop of Antioch and Martyr, ad 
Ephes. ii. 14, ad Magnes. 4. Trall. 6. Rom. 3. Polyc. 7. Cp. 
Mart. Polycarp 3, Xprotiavds eiput. 

Eusebius appears to ascribe its imposition to the Church 
herself, and not. as some have done, to her enemies. And this 
opinion seems most probable ; g 

The Jews would never have conceded such a title to the 
Nazarene,—a title which involved the acknowledgment that Jesus 
of Nazareth is the Messiah or Christ. 

The termination -anus is no proof of a Roman extraction. 
We have ‘Hpwd:avol in the Gospels (Matt. xxii. 16. Mark iii. 6; 
xii. 13). Many Roman names and modes of expression had found 
their way with the Roman arms into Palestine, as may be readily 
seen by an inspection of Busxtorf’s Lexicon Talmudicum. Be- 
sides, many other names with the same termination were given 
by Greeks and other Orientals; viz. "Apeiavol, Neoropiavol. See 
Ammonius, in Caten. p. 339. 

The Romans did not understand the name when imposed. 
‘‘Perperam Chrestianus appellatur a vobis.”’ (Tertullian.) ‘1g- 
nari rerum nostrarum Christum Chrestum, et Christianos Chres- 
tianos vocant.”’ (Lactant.) 

The word is not from Hebrew, but of Greek origin ; although, 
happily, by its termination it accommodated itself alike to Greek 
and Roman use, and was well fitted to circulate throughout the 
world; and being first given in a Gentile city, it was an earnest 
of the future extension of the Church. 

Derived from the threefold office of Christ, the Anointed 
One of God, to be the Prophet, Priest, and King of the world, the 
“name intimates the obligation of those who bear it, to faith in 
Him, to worship through Him, and to obedience to Him, as the 
Christ; and it also declares their participation in His Unction. 
(S. Aug. Ps. xxvi.) As Ignatius says, Magn. 10, ‘‘ Whoever is 
called by any other name than this of Christian is not of God, 
and (ad Rom. 3) it is our duty not only to be so called, but to be.” 
Since also Christ is the Son of the living God (Matt. xvi. 16), 
these duties are elevated proportionably to His Divine Majesty. 
S. Ignatius, who wrote what has just been cited, was immediate 
successor to Hucdius, Bishop of Antioch (Hused. iii. 22), in 
which city, and, perhaps, in whose time, this name was given. 

The name Christian was not given at Jerusalem, the capital 
of the Jewish world, where 3000 had been converted at once, but 
at Antioch, a Gentile city, the residence of the President of Syria, 
who had the supreme command of Judea. An intimation of the 
future diffusion of Christianity throughout the Heathen world. 

Antioch thenceforth became a centre of Gentile Christianity. 
See on xiii. 4. 

It is worthy of remark, that the name Christzan was given, 
for all time, to the followers of Christ in that great Syrian capital 
Antioch, in which the Persecutor of God’s people, Antiochus 
Epiphanes, had reigned, whose own name was connected by origin 
with that city, and who was a type of Antichrist. 


| wait for the Dearth, but anticipated it in faith and love. 


Bp. Pearson has expressed an opinion, that, as the word 
Xpicriavds was first used at Antioch, so also the word Xpiotia- 
viggds, as opposed to *lovdaicuds, was first used by 8. Ignatius, 
Bishop of Antioch. See on Ignat. ad Philad. 6. 

“A title so honourable and of such concernment,” says 
Bp. Pearson on the Creed (Art. ii. p. 194), “that St. Luke has 
thought fit to mention the city in which that name was first 
heard, and given by Euodius, the Bishop of that place, as Eccle- 
siastical History informs us (Suidas,v. Xpiotiavol. Johann. An- 
liuch. p. 318: cp. Bingham, ii. 1. 4); in which the primitive 
Christians so much delighted, that before the face of their enemies 
they would acknowledge no other than that, though hated, re- 
viled, tormented, martyred for it.” See Hused. v. J, and cp. 
Bingham i. chapp. 1 and 2, where the learned author enume- 
rates the various names given to the Christians. 

The name Christian is also a protest against all religious 
titles derived from human leaders: cfs yap tay Kkabnyntis 6 
Xpiordés (Matt. xxiii. 8. 10). ‘Christianus est cui Christus 
semper in corde, ore, et opere.”’ (A Lap.) 

Hence Greg. Nazian. says (p. 656), ‘‘I honour Peter, but 
am not called Petrianus; I honour Paul, but am not called 
Paulianus ; I will not consent to be named of men, having been 
born of God. If 1 worshipped a Creature I should not bea 
Christian. For why is the name of Christian precious? Because 
Christ is God.”’ Similar language is used by S. Augustine. What 
would they have said of the names Arminian, Wesleyan, &c. ? 

The writer of the Acts of the Apostles, probably a native of 
Antioch (Hused. iii. 4), might well rejoice in the appellation ; as 
8. Chrysostom, the Homilist on the Acts, did, from his own 
connexion with that city. 

27. mpopjta] prophets. Another proof of the gift of the 
Holy Ghost to the Church, and of the truth of Christ. See John 
xvi. 13. Cp. Acts xx. 23; xxi. Jl. Ephiiv. HL. 1 Time ivi: 
For Prophecy had ceased with Malachi,—thence called by the 
Jews themselves ‘‘thé seal of the Prophets.” See Hottinger, 
Thes. Phil. p. 483. 

28. Ayudy weydaAnv—ijtis] So the best MSS. On Aids, femi- 
nine, see Valck., who observes that the feminine is the Doric 
form, and that many forms passed from that dialect into Hel- 
lenistic Greek. See also Lobeck, Phryn. p. 188, and Bornemann 
and Meyer here. 

In order that it might not be alleged (as it was by Heathens) 
that Famines and Troubles were due to Christianity, the Holy 
Spirit predicts them, and prepares the Christians for them, and 
makes them to be occasions of Christian Benevolence. So all 
things work for good to those who love God. See Chrys. here. 

— bany thy oixoupevny] all the world. The Roman Empire. 
See Luke ii. 1. On this famine, see Hused. ii. 8. 11. 

— fyris wal eyéveto] which also came to pass; therefore there 
is an interval of some time to be supplied here. Cp. the similar 
use of éyévero in the important passage Luke ii. 2. 

It is to be understood from the context that St. Luke is 
speaking of its coming to pass in Judea. 

— én) KAavidtov] in the time of Claudius. It was not pro- 
phesied that it would prevail in all parts of the Empire at once, 
and this seems to be the reason why St. Luke says in the time of 
Claudius, without specifying the year; and hence it is easily intel- 
ligible that the Christians of Antioch, a great commercial city, 
having traffic with all countries, might be comparatively at ease, 
while their brethren in the heart of Judea might be in distress. 

The introduction of the words ém) KAavdlov seems to inti- 
mate that the prophecy itself was delivered before he was 
Emperor. 

There were numerous famines in the reign of Claudius. See 
Dio Cass. \x. Sueton. Claud. 28. Tacit. Ann. xii. 43. Joseph. 
Ant. xx. 5, A.D. 45, under Cuspius Fadus, appointed Procurator 
of Judea by Claudius after the death of Kang Herod Agrippa. 
“Quam famem respexisse Agabum testatur Hused. ii. 8.’ Pear- 
son, p. 376. See also Biscoe, pp. 60. 66. Lardner, Credib.i. 11. 2. 

After KAavdiov Elz, adds Kalcapos, which is’ not in the 
best MSS. ‘ 

29. dpurav—méuipai] they determined to send. They did not 
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no sooner believe but they bear fruit. Such was the good effect 
of the Famine (Chrys.); it is an occasion of spiritual plenty— 
another example of good elicited from evil. 

50. 6 Kal emoincav—ZavaAov] It appears from xii. 25, that 
Barnabas and Saul arriyed at Jerusalem and fulfilled their mission 
of relief to the brethren there, and returned to Antioch soon after 
the death of Herod, which took place after Easter, in a.p. 44. 
Cp. Eused. ii. 3. 

— pbs Tovs mpecBurépouvs] to the Presbyters; already well 
known, but now first mentioned as such. See above on vi. 3. 
Luke x. 1. 

Hitherto St. Luke had applied the word mpeoBvrepor to ‘the 
elders of the Jews (iv. 5. 8. 23; vi. 12); henceforth the mpecBv- 
Tepo. are officers recognized in the Church, xiv. 23; xv. 2. 4. 6. 
22; xxi. 18. 

Thus the Church almost insensibly succeeds to the Syna- 
gogue, and occupies its place. 

The contributors did not send the money to the Deacons, 
though it is probable that the alms were to be dispensed by their 
instrumentality (vi. 5). 

While the Aposties were at Jerusalem, the sums of money 
arising from the sale of the lands were laid at their feet (iv. 35. 
37 3-Vv. 2). 

It would seem therefore from the circumstance here men- 
tioned, that the Apostles were not now at Jerusalem. St. James, 
the Bishop of that See, was probably there; and in the word 
presbyters his presidency may be supposed (see xii. 17), as St. 
Paul’s is in 1 Tim. iv. 14 compared with 2 Tim. i. 6. 


Cu. XII. 1. nat’ éxeivov roy naipdv] At that season. St. 
Luke here returns to an earlier date than the famine in xi. 28, 
which took place soon after the death of Herod Agrippa I., which 
is described xii. 21—24, and occurred soon after the Passover of 
A.D. 44. 

— ‘Hpdédns 6 Bacikcds| Herod the King. The word Bactrebs, 
King here, is a proof of St. Luke’s accuracy. This Herod is 
Agrippa, son of Aristobulus and Bernice, and grandson of Herod 
called the Great, by whom, after his father’s death, he was sent 
to the court of Tiberius, at Rome, who, after the death of Drusus, 
put him in custody, in which he remained till the death of Ti- 
berius. Caligula gave him the tetrarchy of Philip (Joseph. Ant. 
xviii. 6. 10; xix. 8. 2) and the tetrarchy of Herod his brother, 
who was banished to Lyons, and the title of King. The Emperor 
Claudius added to his kingdom whatever else had belonged to his 
grandfather, Herod the King (Joseph. Ant. xix. 5. 1; 8. 2). 

Coins of Herod Agrippa have been preserved with the in- 
scriptions BASIAEYS METAS AIPINMAS PIAOKAISAP, and on 
the reverse, KAISAPIA (sic) ‘H IPOS TQ: SEBASTQ: AIMENI 
(Akermann, p. 38), and HPQAHS SIAOKAAYTAIOS (Wetst. p. 
525; see below on vv. 21—23),—remarkable mementos of his 
attachment to Rome, and of his connexion with this Cesarea, 
where he was smitten by the Angel when doing homage to Clau- 
dius Cesar. 

2. dveire “IdewBoy 7. adeApdy “Iwdvvov] he killed James the 
brother of John; and so fulfilled the prophecy of Christ (Matt. 
xx. 23). James tasted the first draught of Christ’s cup of suffer- 
ing, and his brother John had the dongest draught of it. See also 
on v. 3, and on John xxi. 23. 

The Lord sometimes surrenders the life of His most faithful 
servants; and so the measure of guilt of those who persecute 
them is filled up, and their punishment hastened, and the victory 
of Christ consummated, 

It is related by Clemens Alex. in Euseb. ii. 9, “ that the 
person who accused James, having been present at his testimony 
to Christ, was so moved by it as to profess himself a Christian ; 
and that he and the Apostle were led together to execution, and 
on the way thither he craved pardon of James for the wrong he 
had done him; and that the Apostle, having looked at him for a 
short time, said, ‘ Peace be with you,’ and kissed him. And so 
oth were beheaded together.” As to the time of his martyrdom, 
see on v. 3. 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


Surprise has been expressed by some (see Meyer, p. 221) 
that the writer of the Acts does not dilate on the circumstances of 
the Martyrdom of the First of the Apostles who shed his blood 
for Christ. 

But it was no part of St. Luke’s plan to write a Martyrology. 
His work is the book of their ‘‘ Acts”’ in life, and not of their 
sufferings by death. He does not describe death-beds. The 
martyrdom of life is what he teaches. He fixes the reader’s 
attention on ¢hat; and thus leads us to conclude that they who 
live as Martyrs will die as Martyrs, and that the true way to die 
well is to live well. 

He thus guards us against the common error of dwelling too 
much on the circumstances of death-beds; and draws us off from 
them, to the practical duties of daily life. 

Having described one Martyrdom in such a manner as none 
but an inspired writer could have done—the Martyrdom of 
St. Stephen the Deacon (vi. vii.)—he leaves his readers to infer 
that the same Spirit Who encouraged and animated the Proto- 
martyr in his death, was with the whole of the Noble Army of 
Martyrs who followed him on the road of suffering to glory; and 
he therefore will not describe the martyrdom of the first Apostle, 
St. James, nor even of him whose friend and historian he is, the 
Apostle St. Paul. 

Another reason may perhaps have weighed with him here. 
He and his brother Evangelists are very full and circumstantial in 
their history of the first and greatest of Martyrdoms—that blessed 
Martyrdom which is the source of all the Grace and of all the 
Glory of all Martyrdoms, both in life and death, even to the end 
of time, the Martyrdom of “the true and faithful Marryr or 
Witness,” Jesus Curist. (Rev. i. 5; iii. 14.) 

Perhaps he was unwilling to disturb the unapproachable 
dignity and holiness of that astonishing act of love, and of that 
unique source of life; or to draw off the attention of his readers 
by details of the subordinate and derivative martyrdoms of his 
followers, even of a St. James, and a St. Paul, from contem- 
plating with unwavering faith and undivided love the Martyrdom 
of Christ. 

— paxalpa] with the sword, not by the sentence of the San- 
hedrim, according to which he would have been stoned, but by 
the civil sword. On pdxaipa, as the ensign of civil power, see 
Rom. xiii. 4. Rev. vi. 4. 

James suffered by one Herod the same kind of death as the 
Baptist had suffered from another Herod. The Herods were imi- 
tators of Rome even in their executions of punishment. Death 
by decapitation was abominable in the eyes of the Jews. 
(Lightfoot.) 

3. dpeorby—ovdalors] pleasing to the Jews. It was a ruling 
principle of the Herodian policy, to please the people. ‘‘ Herodis 
posteri, Herodis Magni exemplo, id tanttm satagebant, ut Czsa- 
ribus partim, partim Judeis placerent.” (Grotius.) 

— mpocéGero svddaBety] he added to apprehend; a He- 


braism. See Luke xx. 12, mpocé0ero méupou. Cp. Gen. iv. 2; 
viii. 10; xxxvili. 26. 1 Sam. xix. 21. See Vorst. de Hebr. - 
p. 592. 


— tov aCiuwv)] of the unleavened bread. S. Jerome (in 
Ezek. xliii.) appears to say (though cp. Tillemont, p. 270) that 
St. James was martyred on the Second day of the Passover, i. e. 
on the XVth Nisan, the same day as the Crucifixion of Christ; if 
so, there was in this coincidence also an appropriateness in the 
prophecy of his participation in Christ’s cup of suffering. See v. 2. 

4. récoupo: tetpadlos] four guaternions ; a quaternion for 
each of the four watches of the night, he being chained (v. 6) to 
two of each of the quaternions in succession; and the other two 
being posted at the door. 

Agrippa, who had been himself kept a prisoner at Rome by 
Tiberius, had not learnt mercy by adversity. He who had been 
bound, binds Peter; but Peter is loosed from his chains by an 
Angel of life, and Agrippa is smitten by an Angel of death. 

— peta 70 tacxa] after the Passover. As if in reverence 
for the sanctity of the season (“ non judicant die festo,” says the 
Talmud, Moed Katon)—when he was.intent on murder! Uom- 
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pare the hypocrisy of the Jews, when thirsting for the blood of 
Christ, John xviii. 28. 

5. extrevhs| continuous. See | Pet. iv. 8. 

6. dre 5¢ Euedrev mpodyew] but when he was about to bring 
him forth. On the remarkable timeliness of divine interferences, 
see above, ix. 3, and below, v. 23. 

— Koiummevos| sleeping. Peter sleeps calmly in body, because 
he watches in his heart to God; Who “neither slumbers nor 
sleeps.” Chrys. (Hom. 8, ad Ephes.) 

He casts all his care on God. Hewho is bound sleeps; they 
who are at large pray. (Chrys.) Compare Paul in prison, xvi. 26. 

7. &yyedos Kuptov] an Angel of the Lord. See also v. 23. 

This Chapter presents a Prophetical Epitome of the History 
of the Persecutions of the Church. 

Herod, the Edomite, favoured by the Roman Empire, ad- 
mired and applauded by the world, acting with a view to popu- 
larity (xii. 3), and administering his kingdom on principles of 
political expediency, with an eye mainly to material and mer- 
cantile interests (v. 20), and by the arts of diplomacy, and with 
the pomp and display of human eloquence and glory (v. 21), is a 
striking personification of the Power of the World as arrayed 
against the Church. 

He stretches forth his hands to vex certain of the Church. 
He is at first successful. The Apostle St. James is killed by the 
Sword; as the Baptist was by Herod’s uncle. This act pleases 
the people. Herod is elated by success. He proceeds to seize 
another Apostle, St. Peter, the foremost of the Twelve, and thus 
he is hurried on to his own destruction. 

The Church resorts to her proper weapon of defence— 
Prayer (vv. 5. 12), united and unremitting Prayer. In answer to 
her supplications, one Angel of the Lord is sent to deliver Peter 
from prison; and another’ Angel is sent from God to smite 
Herod, in the height of his pride and glory. The princely Per- 
secutor is summoned from the 87a, on which he sate in royal 
state (v. 21), to the Bjua of Christ, the King of kings. He dies 
miserably. But the word of the Lord grows, and is mul- 
tiplied. 

This narrative forms a striking sequel to another divine 
History of Persecution in the Annals of the Ancient Church of 
God—in the Old Testament. There, another king, the victorious 
King of Assyria, Sennacherib, rages against Jerusalem and blas- 
phemes God. The Church of God, in the person of her king 
Hezekiah, resorts to her armour against Persecution and Impiety— 
Prayer in God’s House (see 2 Kings xix. J. 14. Isa. xxxvii. 1). 

The word of God, delivered by the prophet Isaiah, comforts 
Hezekiah. An Angel of the Lord is sent to smite the army of 
Sennacherib, in the hour of his impious exultation and triumph. 
Hezekiah, who had gone up to the Lord’s house to pray, is mira- 
culously rescued by God. And he who had blasphemed God, 
falls basely by the hands of his own children, while worshipping 
in the house of Nisroch his god (2 Kings xix. 37. Isa. xxxvii. 
38). 

; These two Chapters (Acts xii. and Isa. xxxvii.) beautifully 
illustrate each other, by displaying the rage of the World and its 
furious passions against God and His Church, and the impotent 
futility and shameful discomfiture of all its pride and power when 
warring against Him; and the duty of the Church to trust in 


God and to pray, in the hour of her trial. They are dictated by 
the Holy Spirit for the encouragement of the Church in every 
age, and in order to cheer her with the prophetic assurance, that 
although all help of man should fail, the rage of the Kingdom of 
Darkness against her will not prevail, but be made conducive in 
the end to the more glorious Victory of the Word of God. 

It is not unworthy of remark, as a happy coincidence, that 
these two Chapters are appointed to be read on the same day in 
the Calendar of Daily Lessons in the English Church (viz.) on 
December 12. 

May the same Divine Power which watched over the Church 
of Sion under both dispensations, watch over our Jerusalem; may 
she have grace to imitate that Church in faith and trust and 
prayer; and may she be ever blessed with Princes and Pastors, 
mindful of the example and animated with the spirit of Hezekiah 
the King, Isaiah the Prophet, and Peter the Apostle ! 

— Hs «.7.A.] light; that he might not suppose it to be a 
dream. (Chrys.) 

— oikfyatt] an euphemism for prison (decuwrnplw). Cp. 
amayxOjvot, v. 19, an expression for dovevOjjva, also said of 
Herod, the enemy and persecutor of the Church. Cp. els roy 
témoyv Toy t.oy, said of Judas, i. 25. 

These examples of Aitérys, or charitable extenuation, are 
deserving of notice, as showing that the inspired Writers and 
Speakers, in the Apostolic age, were not actuated by passion, when 
relating the worst actions of their Enemies, but were enabled to 
cherish a spirit of gentleness and moderation, even under circum- 
pas of severe provocation.—A genuine fruit of the Spirit of 

race. 

8. cavSdd1a] sandals. See on Matt. x. 10, and Mark yi. 9, 
whence it appears that the Apostles did not wear the heavier é7o- 
djuata, but the lighter cavddAia, more suitable for missionary 
activity. SavddAca are the Latin solee, and are interpreted BAautia 
by Hesych. 

The words Arise quickly, are not designed to show that there 
was any need of haste, but to prove the celerity with which the 
deliverance of Peter from his chains was executed. 

Indeed (as has been observed by Vaick.), all these commands 
of the Angel concerning St. Peter’s attire, are recited to show 
that there was no hurry in the transaction. ‘Do not stay to 
bind on your sandals,’’ was a common phrase among the Greeks, 
when they would excite a person to make haste. See Theocyit. 
xxiv. 35, “Avora, unde médecor Teots bmd odvdadra Oelns. 

And so Hesiod, to contrast speed with delay, uses a meta- 
phor from the girding of the tunic, yelroves &Cwaror ior, 
(ecavTo Se mnot. Cp. Juvenal, v. 20, rumpere somnum De- 
beat et ligulas demittere,” and Ruperti’s note. 


— mepiBarod 7d iuaridy cov] cast thy pallium about thee; he 
had already girded his tunic. 


10. deAOdvres—riy réAw] See Lightfoot, who shows reason 
for believing that this prison was without the City’s inner wall, 
and between its two walls. 

— anéorn] he departed. The Angel’s actions show that God’s 
extraordinary grace is not wanting in what is needful, nor exerted 
where not necessary ; but where human care and labour can act, 
there divine grace does not supersede, but quicken them. (Chrys.) 
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12. Mdpov] See xii. 25; xv. 37. 39. Probably Mark the 
Evangelist (Ammonius, Origen, Euthym., Gicumen.), whom St. 
Peter calls his son (1 Pet. v. 13). This opinion, though contro- 
verted by some, seems to be correct, for the following reasons :— 

(1) We find S¢. Peter here connected with John, whose 
surname, or additional name, was Mark. 

(2) This John Mark was the companion and dveuds of 
Barnabas (Acts xii. 25; xv. 37.39. Col. iv. 10). 

(3) Barnabas was under the influence of Peter. ‘‘ Barnabas, 
Petro familiarissimus” (Bp. Pearson), was led away by Peter’s 
example at Antioch (Gal. ii. 13). 

(4) This swerving of Barnabas under St. Pefer’s influence, 
appears to have prepared the way for the mwapotvouds between 
Paul and Barnabas (Acts xv. 36—39). See By. Pearson, A. P. 
ad a.D. 50. 

(5) St. Mark was mixed up with this dispute, and after it 
went away with Barnabas. 

(6) St. Peter calls Mark his son (1 Pet. v. 13). 

(7) This Mark is identified with the Evangelist by the Harly 
Church, which records that the Gospel of St. Mark was written 


under the eye of St. Peter (Eused. ii. 15; iii. 39). See also 
above, Introduction to the Gospel of St. Mark, p. 111. 
—- mpocevxduevo] praying by night. Cp. ». 5. Angelus 


orationis (see Malachi ii. 7, and cp. Bp. Andrewes, Serm. v. 355) 
ascendebat in Ecclesia, ad invocandum Deum ; Angelus Potestatis 
descendebat a Deo ad liberandum Petrum. 

Herod’s soldiers were watching under arms at the door of 
the prison. Christ’s soldiers were watching unto prayer in the 
house of Mary. Christ’s soldiers are more powerful with their 
arms, than Herod’s soldiers with theirs. They unlock the prison 
door, and bring Peter to the door of Mary’s house. See the beau- 
tiful Homily of Chrysostom, on this history, pp. 761—764. 

13. thy Obpay tod muvA@vos|] The door or wicket of the gate. 
Cp. iii. 2; xiv. 13. 

— moaidicxn] a damsel. We hear of a damsel as a porter in 
the High Priest’s house John xviii. 16, 17. 

— trakovoo] to hearken, to answer and announce. Xenophon, 
Sympos. i. 11. 

14, and rijs xapas| from joy. A touching incident, full of 
truth and beauty,—showing the love with which the Apostle was 
regarded by a servant, perhaps a slave. 9S. Chrys. here observes, 
oKdre: TOs al madicxat aditav dudtiwor adtats joav. A lesson 
for modern times. Remark also that St. Luke’s knowledge of facts 
extends even to the name of the servant-maid at Mary’s door. 

15. 6 &yyeAos abtov éeorw] it is his Angel. This was said by 
holy persons who had been engaged in earnest prayer, and at a 
time when the graces of the Holy Spirit in the knowledge of 
divine things were bestowed in extraordinary abundance on the 
Church. And the Holy Spirit has vouchsafed to place this speech 
here upon record in Scripture. There is doubtless therefore some- 
thing significant in it. Some of the Fathers did not hesitate to 
say, that it appears from this and other passages of Holy Writ, 
especially Matt. xviii. 10, that every believer has a guardian 
Angel, é71 Exacros nuay Byyedov exer (Chrys.), and mavt) 
memioTevkdTt eis Kupiov &yyedos mapedpever (Basil, in Ps. xxxiii.), 
Exaotos exer ddnyov (Ammon.), “unless we drive him from us by 
our sins” (Basil, in Caten. Theophyl. S. Hieron. in Esai. c. 66), 
and see the passages in Petavit Dogm. Theol. iii. de Angelis, ii. 6, 
and By. Bull’s two Sermons, xi. and xii. “On the existence of 
Angels,”’ and ‘‘ the Office of the Holy Angels towards the Faithful,” 
vol. i. pp. 261—325. 

It was also a received opinion among the devout Jews of our 
Lord’s age, that every one of the faithful has a tutelary Angel, 
and that the Angel sometimes appeared in the likeness of the 
person whose Angel he was. See Lightfoot here, ii. p. 683. 

It may be observed also, that this speech had a singular fit- 
ness on the present occasion. For St. Peter had just said (v. 11), 


“‘ Now I know that God hath sent His Angel and hath delivered 
me ;’’ and the very fact that he was now at Mary’s door was due 
to God’s interposition by an Angel. 

It was God’s power exerted by the ministry of an Angel 
which had brought Peter out of the prison and enabled him to 
stand there. The speech therefore seems to have been uttered 
not without some intimation from above. 

Thus far at least we may venture to say concerning it,— 

(1) That it affords a remarkable illustration of the truth of 
the assertion, that the Angels of God ‘are sent forth to minister 
for them that shall be heirs of salvation’? (Heb. i. 14), especially 
when labouring in the cause of Christ and His Church, and in 
peril of death, as Peter was. Cp. Ps. xxxiv. 7; xci. Y—12. 

(2) That this speech, coming forth so naturally as it did 
from the mouth of this Christian assembly in the house of Mary, 
affords a cogent proof of the reality of the angelic appearances 
described in the New Testament, which some rationalizing Expo- 
sitors would endeavour to explain away into figures of speech. 
Here is a person described, knocking at a door, speaking with a 
human voice. It cannot, they think, be Peter; for he is in 
prison ; who, then, is it? J¢ is his Angel. 

(3) The frequency with which Angels appear, or are men- 
tioned in the History of the Acts of the Apostles (in which the 
word Angel occurs twenty times), is remarkable. See v. 19; 
viii. 26; x. 3; xii. 7. 23; xxvii. 23. And in this same book the 
Sadducees appear prominently as persecutors of the Church; and 
they believed ‘neither Angel nor Spirit,” xxiii. 8; 

Thus Almighty God affords the most appropriate and season- 
able corrections of error, in perilous times, to His Church. The 
angelic appearances in the Apostolic age comforted the hearts of 
persecuted Churches, and refuted the errors of persecuting Sad- 
ducees. 

On the Angelic Appearances in the Acts, see further below, 
note, vy. 21, 22. 

17. Karaceloas—Th xepi] having beckoned to them to be 
silent, with a downward motion of his hand. See on xxi. 40. 

This description of the motions of the hand and other bodily 
gestures, which are frequently noticed in the Acts, bespeak the 
accuracy of an eye-witness. See ili. 7; ix. 41; xili. 16; xix. 33; 
xxi. 40; xxiii. 19; xxvi. 1; xxviii. 8. 

— "IaxéB@]| to James, ‘the brother of our Lord,” and first 
Bishop of Jerusalem (Eused. ii. 1). See on Matt. x. 3. He 
was martyred, A.D. 62, by the Jews, who, being disappointed by 
the escape of St. Paul, wreaked their vengeance on him. Eused. 
ii, 23. 

This message to St. James appears to intimate that he held 
a special position in the Church at Jerusalem. And this is con- 
firmed by other passages in the Acts, particularly xxi. 18, where 
St. Paul makes a special report to James ; and by Gal. ii. 12, where 
persons coming from Jerusalem are said to come ‘ from James.” 

This office is affirmed by ancient Church History to have 
been that of Bishop of Jerusalem. See Hused. ii. 1, where he 
says that James, “the Lord’s brother, commonly called James 
the Just, was ordained the first Bishop of Jerusalem.” 

It has been questioned by some whether ‘‘ James the Lord’s 
brother ’’ was one of the twelve Apostles. (Vales. Euseb. i. 12. 
Burton, p. 105. Baumgarten, i. p. 326. Gieseler, § 25, 26, 
and others.) But this question seems to be decided by St. Paul, 
who says (Gal. i. 19), “ Other of the Apostles saw I none, save 
James the Lord’s brother.’ Compare this with Acts ix. 27, 
‘“* Barnabas brought him (Paul) to the Apostles,” i.e. Peter and 
James. 

There are only two Apostles named James; and if James the 
Lord’s brother had been the same as James the son of Zebedee, 
then St. John the Evangelist would have been the Lord’s brother, 
which is never said by any writer of Scripture. 

Among the women at the ee according to St. Mark 
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(xv. 40), were Mary Magdalene, and Mary the mother of James 
the Less; according to St. John (xix. 25), Mary Magdalene and 
Mary 4 To KAw7a, probably, wife of Cleopas or Clopas. There- 
fore James the Less was, it would seem, son of Cleopas. And 
this is confirmed by Epiphan., Chrys., Lardner, iii. 331, and 
others, particularly (as it seems) by Papias, the scholar of St. 
John. See on Matt. xii. 46. And according to St. Matthew (x. 
3), one of the two Apostles who was called James, was the son 
ot Alpheus, which is probably the same name as Cleopas. See 
on Matt. x. 3; xii. 46. Therefore James the Lord’s brother was 
the same as James the Apostle. 

Probably his relationship to our Lord conduced to his ap- 
pointment as first Bishop of Jerusalem ; and several of that family 
are said to have been chosen to preside over Churches on this 
ground. Hegesipp. in Eused. iii. 20. Cp. the article on St. James 
the Less in Tillemont, Mémoires, i. pp. 163 281, where he dis- 
cusses the question; and Lardner, iii. 384, and particularly 
Dr. Mili’s Essays, ii. p. 239, and Blunt on the Harly Church, 
p- 71; and below, Introduction to the Epistle of St. James, p. 6. 

— €repov téroy] another place, of a different kind. Some 
Roman Divines say Rome (Baronius), but this is uncertain, as 
Lorinus acknowledges; and see Pearson, Ann. Paul. a.p. xliv. 
Others (Lightfoot, Heinrichs, Kuinoel) say Antioch. We find 
Peter again at Jerusalem at the Council, Acts xv. 7, the last time 
he is mentioned in this book ; 

The fact of his departure is perhaps mentioned to show that 
he would not expose himself needlessly to danger, or tempt 
Herod to the sin of persecution: od yap émelpate Toy Oedv, says 
Chrys. 

More than twelve years had now elapsed from the Ascension 
(see oni. 4), and he had discharged his duty of witnessing Christ’s 
Resurrection to the Jews at Jerusalem. He would now go and 
preach elsewhere, in some other place, where the Gospel which 
he preached would be received more favourably than it had been 
by the Rulers of Jerusalem. 

Perhaps in the word here used,—not &Ados, but €repos, 
other of two, contrasted with each other—there is reference to 
our Lord’s own command (Matt. x. 23), If they persecute you in 
one city, fly eis thy €répay—and to His own practice when re- 
jected by the Samaritan Village (Luke ix. 56), émopev@n eis Er é- 
pay Kéuny. = 

The time of the probation of Jerusalem and her Rulers was 
now nearly over, as far as the preaching of the Twelve was 
concerned. Her cup of iniquity had been almost filled to the 
brim by the murder of James the Apostle, and by the attempt 
made by her King to murder St. Peter—because that other 
murder had pleased the Jews ; 

Now, therefore, the Witness of Apostolical Preaching with- 
draws from Jerusalem, and migrates to another place ; 

Probably it is for this reason that the place to which Peter 
went is not specified. The non-specification of its name brings 
out more clearly its contrast as another place than Jerusalem. 
If its name had been mentioned, it might have been supposed 
that he went from Jerusalem, merely because he was attracted fo 
that other, different, place by some recommendations of its own. 

On St. Peter’s subsequent history, until his martyrdom at 
Rome, see below, Introduction to his First Epistle, pp. 36—40. 

19. GraxOjva] to be led away, i.e. to execution. dmax9jvat 
is an euphemism for ‘‘ to be put to death,” eis Odvarov EAxeoOar. 
(Hesych.) An instance of St. Luke’s lenity of language—es- 
pecially concerning Kings. See on v. 7. 

20. Gupouaxdy] properly fighting in his @vuds, the seat of pas- 
sion, against—enraged with—not actually at war. So Polybius, 
Plutarch, and Dion. Halic. use Q@vuopaxeiy (see Valek. and 
Kuin.). 


— Tuplois kal SiSwvios] Tyrians and Sidonians. Tyre and 


Sidon were now subject to Rome, “cum umbra quadam liber- 
tatis.”’ (Grot.) 
— 8: 7d tTpépecbar] Cp. 1 Kings v.11. Ezek. xxvii. 17. 
21—23. raxri ijmuepg] on a set day. With the simple nar- 
rative of these three verses compare the ornate description in 
Josephus, Ant. xix. 8. 2; 

The events here described took place in the Theatre at 
Czsarea, when Herod was celebrating festive and votive games 
in honour of his Imperial patron Claudius; perhaps on the occa- 
sion of his return from Britain (Joseph. xix. 8. 2). Wetstein 
(p. 525) refers to coins of Herod Agrippa inscribed KAATAIA 
KATSAPEIA, and BASIAETS HPQAHS, PIAOKAATAIO®R AT- 
PIMNMA BASIAEY, and BAZIAEQNS HPQAOY KAATAIO: KAI- 
SAPI SEBASTQ: ET. ©. See above ony 1. 

The passage of Josephus deserves to be transcribed, as illus- 
trating and confirming the narrative of St. Luke, and in order 
that it may be seen from the comparison of it with St. Luke’s 
relation, how little the Sacred Writers are disposed to overstate 
things, or to adopt what is legendary and apocryphal. ‘Hp#dns 
deutépa TaY Oewpiay jucpa TTOAHY evdvoducvos, e& apyvpov 
TeTolnuevny macav, ws Oavudoioy Spy civar, mapnrAGey els 7d 
Oéarpov, apxouevns jucpas. “Eva tals mpoétais Tay NAtaK@v 
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evOds 5€ of KéAaKes Tas Ode exely Tpos ayabod Aras 
&AAoVev guavas aveBdwy, Ocdy mpooayopevoytes, Edmevhs TE 
eins, emaAéyovtes .. . Oix emwémAnie rovtois 5 BaciAeds, 
ovdé Thy KoAakelay aoeBotoay ametpivato. ~Avaxtwas de 
ody per bAlyov toy BovBava Tihs EavTovd Kepadts smep- 
KabeCduevov (cf. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 8) eidev em) cxXouwlov tivds, 
deyyerdy Te TodTov edOds evdnoey KakOv elvat, Ty Kal ToTE TOY 
dyabay yevduevov, Kal Siaxdpdioyv eoxev oddyny’ KPpoov St alta 
THS KOLAlas mporepuoey UAyNUa META THodpsTHTOS Apédwevoy.. . 
guvexGs bE ep Hjucpas wévTE TO TIS yaoTpds GArAyhwatt Srepyac- 
els roy Bloy natéorpeer. 2 

*Aypinmas ev oby 6 BagtAeds Tpbry TootTw KaTéoTpele 
tov Blov. 

If such a narrative as this had been found in the pages of the 
New Testament, how much censure would it have elicited ! 
Many will allow Josephus to have his owl, who deny St. Luke 
his angel. See also above on v. 15. 

On the citation of this passage of Josephus by Eusebius 
(ii. 10), compare Whiston’s note on Josephus with Heinichen’s 
Excursus ii. p. 893, ed. Oxon, 1842. 

The a@yyeAos in Eusebius is to be explained from Josephus 
xviii. 8, compared with xix. 6. 

The comparison of St. Luke’s narrative in this chapter with 
that of the historian Josephus, presents for thankful considera- 
tion the benefits derived from the study of Sacred History. It 
removes the veil which hangs between us and the past, and dis- 
closes to us the secret springs and invisible agency by which its 
great events were produced. This is a work which no uninspired 
writer could perform. It could only be done by the Spirit of 
God. And a writer who (as St. Luke does in this chapter) pro- 
Jesses to reveal the unseen ministry of Angels in the working out 
of the facts which he describes, Jays claim to Inspiration. He 
asserts his own superiority to all ordinary Historians; and he 
gives cheering assurance of God’s mercy to His people, and encou- 
rages them to rely on His superintending Providence and retri- 
butive Justice in the Government of the World. 

Yet some would reject these claims as presumptuous, and 
would refuse all the benefits thus proffered to their use by God; 

For example, one recent Expositor of note thus comments 
on v. 23— 

“éraratey abtoy &yyedos Kuplov] Schlug ihn ein Engel 
des Herrn ist nichts als subjective an alttest. Sagen (2 Konig. 
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xix. 35) erinnernde Bezeichnung der héhern Ursache der den 
Konig schnell befallenden Krankheit, und dndert an Factum 
nichis.”” De Wette, Apostelgeschichte, p. 106, 3rd ed. 1848, 
and again, p. 107, “Die Krankheit (of Herod) bei Luk nach 
christlicher Ansicht modificirt ist.” 

It is refreshing to pass from this to Bengel’s note on &yyeAos 


Kuplov. ‘De gravi hac circumstantid nil habet Josephus. qui 
multa minora persequitur. Adeo differt Historia divina et hu- 
mana. Angelus Domini eduxit Petrum. Angelus Domini per- 


cussit Heroden. Utrumque ab Angelis factum esse non viderunt 
mortales; sanctis duntaxat innotuit.’’ 

It has been sometimes said that persons conversant with 
material causes, and physical phenomena, and animal organization, 
are slow to recognize the workings of supernatural agents. But 
St. Luke, the beloved Physician (Col. iv. 14), whose praise is in 
the Gospel (2 Cor. viii. 18), furnishes a happy exception to this 
assertion. By the discipline of his medical training, he was re- 
quired and qualified to scrutinize natural causes. And perhaps 
we may see a divine dispensation in the fact, that he among the 
Evangelists who was least likely to be carried away by a supersti- 
tious belief in supernatural agency, has been employed more than 
any other Sacred Writer to reveal the operations of Invisible 
Beings in the History of the Church. 

23. ovx eOwKe Thy Sdtay tT. ©.] he did not give the glory to 
God. As Peter did, x. 26, and Paul, xiv. 14, 15. 

— oxwrnkdBpwros ekeyvtey] being eaten up of worms he ex- 
pired. On the acts and miserable deaths of Persecutors, see 
2 Macc. ix 12 (Antiochus); Joseph. Antiq. xvii. 8. Bell. Jud. 
i. 33 (Herod the Great) ; used. viii. 16 (Maximian); ix. 10, 11 
(Maximinus) ; Zactant. de mortibus Persecutorum, c. 16, and 
Tertullian ad Scapulam, 3, and Weistein here. And on the sig- 
nal interferences of God’s providence in behalf of His Church in 
times of peril, see above, ix. 3. 

Herod Agrippa died August 6, a.p. 44, in the fifty-third year 
of his age, and in the seventh of his reign; having reigned four 
years under Caligula, and nearly three under Claudius Cesar, who 
added Judea and Samaria to his dominions (Joseph. xix. 8. 2). 
See above on ». ]. 

The following historical recapitulation from Kuin. may be 
added here: ‘‘ Herodes, qui apud auctores Agrippa et quidem 
major dicitur, fuit nepos Herodis magni, filius Aristobuli, cujus 
gulam pater laqueo fregerat, v. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 5. 

“ erodes Magnus tres reliquerat filios, Archelaum, Phi- 
lippum et Antipam, in quos regnum paternum divisit Augustus, 
ita, ut Philippo et Antipz, unicuique quartam, Archelao autem 
dimidiam regni partem assignaret. Philippus accepit Batanzam, 
Auranitidem, quam utramque regionem Lue. iii. 1. Iturez no- 
mine complexus est, et Trachonitidem; Archelaus Judzeam, 
Idumzam et Samariam ethnarche nomine obtinuit; Antipas 
Galileam et Perzeam, ita, ut non minus quam Philippus diceretur 
TETPUPXNS. 

“ Archelaus, crudelitatis nomine apud Augustum accusatus, 
postquam novem annos regnarat, de sua dignitate dejectus, et 
Viennam, Galliz urbem, in exilium ab imperatorg ejectus, atque 
Judea in provincie formam redacta, Syrizqug”adjuncta est, ita, 
ut sub Syriz presidibus a procuratoribus Romanis administrare- 
tur. Philippo mortuo, tetrarchia ejus Sygiz ab imperatore Tibe- 
rio adjudicata est ; sed C. Caligula han rea, adjecta quoque 
Lysaniz tetrarchia, (vid. Joseph. Antiq. xviii. 6. 10,) concessit 
Herodi Agrippe, de quo nobis hic sermo est; et Antipa in 
Galliam primo, deinde in Hispaniam exule acto, hujus quoque 
tetrarchia eum donavit (vid. Joseph. Ant. xviii. 7). 

“‘ Neque minis Agrippam auxit Claudius, Caligulz successor. 
Rome degebat Agrippa, cum Caligula trucidaretur, et Claudii 
gratiam atque favorem sibi ita conciliabat, ut eum Jude quoque 
et Samarize preesse juberet. 

“ Sic totum regnum, quod avus habuerat, restitutum, ipseque 
ab imperatore Rex Judee salutatus est (Joseph. Ant. xix. 5. 1). 
Agrippa cum vix triennio Judzorum rex fuisset, mortuus est 


A.c. 44, et Judea iterum in provinciz formam redacta, Syrizque 
annexa est, misso, qui eam administraret, Cuspio Fadio, procura- 
tore (Joseph. Ant. xix. 8. 2), in cujus postea locum Tiderins 
Alexander (Joseph. xx. 5. 2), Ventidius Cumanus (ib.), Claudius 
Feliw (Tacit. Ann. xii. 54. Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. B. J. ii. 12), 
Porcius Festus (Joseph. xx. 8), Albinus (Id, xx. 9) et Gessius 
Florus (Id. xx. 9. 5) successerunt.”” See the Chronological 
Tables prefixed to this Volume, p. 28. 

24. 6 Adyos Tod Ocod nivéave] the word of God was growing. 
The Church’s Epinicium. See above, viii. 1; xi. 19, on the good 
educed by God from Persecution. 

25. SadrAos—éeé ‘IepovoaAnu] It is probable that St. Paul then 
saw the trance in the Temple (Acts xxii. 17—21) at Jerusalem, 
when he had a mission from God to the Gentiles, to which he is 
now about to be ordained (see xiii. 2). 

His rapture into the third heaven—qualifying him for the 
sufferings he was to endure in his missionary career by a view of 
the future glory—was perhaps about the same time. See 2 Cor. 
xii. 2, Cp. Lightfoot, i. 878, and so Bp. Pearson, p. 376. 

— Thy Siakovlay] their ministering to the saints at Jerusalem, 
xi. 28, 29. 

— Mdpkov] Mark. See on v. 12. Mark’s connexion with 
Barnabas and Peter may have suggested this choice. 


Cu. XIII. 1. rpopiira:] prophets. Saul, the Persecutor of 
the Church, is now a Preacher of the Gospel. Was there some 
prophetic and divinely-inspired anticipation of this marvellous 
change, in the saying of the Ancient Church, applied to another 
Persecutor, bearing the same name, ‘‘Is Saul among the Pro- 
phets?”’ (1 Sam. x. 12; xix. 24.) See on ix. 21. 

These words, Prophets and Teachers, have here a special 
signification and propriety as applied to Barnabas and Saul. 
They had been already endued with special yapicuara or gifts 
and graces, qualifying them to be Prophets and Teachers, but had 
not yet been ordained to the Apostolic Office. ‘They had not as 
yet received the power of dispensing those peculiar gifts which 
were bestowed by God through the agency of the Apostles. See 
further on v. 3, and on 1 Cor. xii. 28. 

— Mavany| Manaén: “ aule tentatione liberatus.”” (Bengel.) 

Manaén was otvtpopos, collactaneus, i. e. nourished by the 
same milk as Herod Antipas. The one is a prophet; the other 
killed one of the greatest of prophets. It is not on our circum- 
stances, but on our heart that our eternal happiness depends. In 
all states of life, ‘one is taken, the other left.” Matt. xxiv. 40. 
(Cp. Chrys. and Theophyl. here.) 

Antipas and Archelaus were now in banishment in Gaul: 
Antipas at Lugdunum or Lyons, Archelaus at Vienne, in Gaul. 

— ‘Hpdédov) of Herod. Antipas, brought up privately at 
Rome, with his brother Archelaus. Joseph. B. J. i. 28. 4. 

— Zaiddos] Saul is here placed Jast of the prophets, but at and 
after v. 46 he generally stands before Barnabas, though not always 
(see xiv. 14), and was “ not a whit behind the chiefest Apostles ”’ 
(2 Cor. xi. 5). 

2. Aevtoupyolvtwy] ministering. Acvtoupyla (from Ajiroy and 
épyov), a public service (cp. the Athenian Ac:roupyiat), applied in 
N. T. to the public ministry — 

(1) Of the Temple (Luke i. 23. Heb. viii. 6; ix. 21), as in 
LXX, passim. 

(2) Of the Christian Church. 

Thus St. Paul calls himself Ac: roupyby “Inood Xpiorod eis 
Ta @0vn (Rom. xv. 16), fepovpyotvta Td evbayyéAtoy Tod Ocod, 
va yévnta ) mpor pope Tay ebvav eimpdadeKTos, Hyiacuéevn ev 
Tvedmart ayo. 

Cp. Clemens Roman. § 43, as to the Jewish ministry ; and as 
to the Christian, see cap. 44, where he uses both the words 
Aertoupyéw and Ac:toupyia, and speaks of the Ae:toupyla of the 
Apostles, and of the xpecBurepor, to the moiuyloy rod Xpiorod. 

Hence it appears that in the records of primitive Christian 
Antiquity, the Apostles and Presbyters are said Ac:toupyeiy Og, 
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to minister to God; and also Ae:toupyeiy TH Tojuvlw, i. e. to 
minister to the people. Cp. Dean Trench, Syn. xxxv. 

In opposition to the assertions of some Romish Divines who 
would limit the word Ac:toupyla to the sacrifice of the Mass, it 
may be observed that Chrys. here interprets the word by knpur- 
tévrwy, preaching ; and it has been shown by Isaac Casaubon 
(Sxercit. Baron. xvi. n. 41) that it extends to Divine Worship 
generally, i. e. to Prayers, Reading of Scripture, Preaching, and 
Administration of the Sacraments. Sometimes the word vor ix) 
was added to it, and then it generally signified the Holy Eucharist. 
See Bingham, xiii. 1. 

— addoploare 5h got] separate ye them to Me now. The con- 
junction 5+ is thus used with an imperative and conjunctive to 
indicate a command to be executed without delay. See Vaiek., 
and comp. Luke ii. 15. Acts xv. 36. 1 Cor. vi. 20. Separate 
them from yourselves, and from the order of Prophets and 
Teachers (to which they have hitherto belonged), and ordain ye 
them now fo that work to which I have called them, viz., as the 
sequel shows, to the Apostleship of the Gentiles. See on 1 Cor. 
ix. 6. Gal. ii. 9. 

Indeed St. Paul in the beginning of his Epistle to the greatest 
Gentile Church seems specially to refer to these very words of the 
Holy Ghost, Madaos kAnrds aréartodos &pwpiopévos cis 
evayyéAtoy Ocod. See Rom. i. 1. 

On épyov, work, used in this sense, see 1 Tim. iii. 1, ef res 
emiciomps dpeyeTat, Kadod Epyou emOuue?. So Chrys. Cp. 8. 
Leo, Ep. ad Dioscor. 79, and below, v. 9. 

Up to this time they are called Prophets, or preachers. See 
xiii. 1. But, after their Ordination at Antioch, they appear in the 
next Chapter with the Apostolic title (v.4), oby Tots dmooTdAots, 
with the Apostles ; i. e. Barnabas and Paul; and again, ». 14, of 
amdédorod\ot BapvadBas kal MataAos, the Apostles, Barnabas 
and Paul. Although St. Paul had received Visions and Revelations 
of the Lord, yet Ordination and Mission by the public authority 
of the Church, to qualify him for the Apostolic Office, was not 
dispensed with in his case; but was specially enjoined by the 
Holy Spirit Himself, who did not say, ‘I have separated them,”’ 
but “Do ye separate them for Me.”’ 

Here (says Chrys.) we may see a proof of the Divinity of 
the Holy Ghost. The Prophets were ministering to the Lord. 
He does not say, Separate Paul and Barnabas to the Lord, but to 
Me, for the Ministry to which J have called them: showing that 
He is coequal with God. 


“When was St. Paul ordained to be an Apostle ?”’ 

This is an important question, and much has been written 
upon it (see Lardner, iii. p. 259). 

But it does not seem that sufficient attention has been paid 
to the important difference between his cad/, and mission to the 
Apostleship. 

He had received an immediate call from Christ at his Con- 
version, and was even then sent to the Gentiles (Acts xxvi. 16— 
18), mpds ods o& droaTedAAw, to whom I send thee as an Apostle. 

It is therefore true that he was then divinely called and sent 
to be an Apostle to the Gentiles. 

But he was not then ordained to be an Apostle. He had 
not as yet received the inward spiritual gifts of the Holy Ghost, 
and the external visible mission, which were requisite to autho- 
rize, qualify, and enable him to execute Apostolic acts. See note 
below on Acts xxvi. 17. 

He had also supernatural Revelations in Arabia from Christ 
(Gal. i. 11—17) ; and these Visions and Revelations were arguments 
and motives to himself, for entering on the Apostolic office. But 
they would not carry conviction to o¢hers, and persuade ¢hem to 
receive him as an Apostle. 

And he does not appear, as yet, to have exercised Apostolic 
functions. Nor is he, as yet, called an Apostle by the Holy Spirit 
writing by St. Luke; but he is only a Prophet, or Teacher (xiii. 1). 

In order to execute the office of an Apostle, it was provided 
that he should not only have an inward call from God, but also 
have an external mission and ordination from Him, by the in- 
strumentality of persons in the Church who were qualified to 
ordain him. 

This is what he received, when the Holy Ghost said, Separate 
to Me now Barnabas and Paul for the work to which I have 
called them (Acts xiii. 2). 

A distinction must therefore be made between the call, and 
the separation, to the work of the Ministry. And nothing more 
clearly shows the necessity of a regular external mission (see 
Article XXIII.), as well as an inward spiritual call, than the 
example of St. Paul, who was converted in an extraordinary man- 


ner, and eminently privileged by an ‘abundance of Revelations 
and Visions of the Lord” (2 Cor. xii. 7), and who was directly 
nominated and appointed by the Holy Ghost Himself speaking 
from heaven to the Church (v. 2); and yet even he did not ven- 
ture to enter on Apostolic functions, and did not receive the name 
of an Apostle, till he had been ordained by the laying on of hands. 

It is the special function of God the Holy Ghost to qualify 
men by the divine unction at Ordination to discharge the duties 
to which they are called. See Acts xx. 28, and Bp. Pearson, 
Art. viii. p. 616. 


This is the second instance, recorded in the Acts, of Ordina- 
tion to the Apostolic Office. It leads us to consider the agency 
by which, and the purposes for which, the Ordination of Apostles 
was effected; and its bearing on the Regimen and Polity of the 
Church, as regards the Christian Ministry. 

Christ, the Son of God, manifest in the Flesh, was sent by 
God. He was God’s Apostle (Heb. iii. 1) to Men: He is the 
Bishop of their souls (1 Pet. ii. 25). 

He, when personally present upon Harth, chose the Twelve 
Apostles. 

While He was upon Harth, one of the Twelve died. 

Yet, although Christ was forty days upon earth ‘speaking 
of the things concerning the kingdom of God”’ (Acts i. 3), after 
this vacancy had occurred, He did not fill it up then. 

But the first Act which the Apostles performed after Christ’s 
Ascension into heaven, was to pray to Him to show ‘“ which of 
the two,’”’ whom they had nominated, ‘‘ He had chosen, to take 
part in the ministry and Apostleship, from which Judas by trans- 
gression fell’’ (Acts i. 24). 

The words of the Original are remarkable there,—Kupie, 
avddeitov dy ekeAcEw ex ToVTwY Tay Svo Eva. The word eterdiw 
connects the choice of the one with the choice of the original 
Twelve (see note, and cp. Actsi. 2). And the word éva, one, re- 
served for the end of the sentence, is emphatic, and is contrasted 
with Svo0, two. Jf more than one had been chosen to succeed to 
the vacancy, it might have been supposed, that the persons so 
chosen were zof severally and singly egwal in dignity to the one, 
whose place they together occupied. But by the choice of one out of 
two to succeed one, it was shown that the one so chosen was equal 
to him whom he was chosen to succeed. Hence the Holy Spirit 
adds, ‘‘ The dot fell on Matthias, and he was numbered with the 
eleven Apostles.” ; 

Hence we derive certain important inferences,— 

(1) That Christ, though no longer seen on earth, is as much 
present with His Church as when He was personally visible; and 
that He can as well choose an Apostle, when he is sitting on His 
throne in heaven, as when He is walking by the Sea of Galilee. 

(2) That the Apostolic office was to be continued in the 
Church. The first act done by Him after His Ascension was tc 
provide for its continuance. 

(3) That the Episcopal form of Church Government, which 
alone exhibits that continuance, is the regimen of the Church 
that is most in accordance with the will of Christ. 

(4) That all the Apostles were egual in dignity. They are 
called ‘* the Eleven’ (Acts i. 26). If one of the Apostles, e. g. 
St. Peter, had been superior in degree to the other Ten, he would 
not have been classed with them. 

(5) That their successors are equal to them in all ordinary 
Apostolic functions. Matthias is equal to Judas, into whose place 
he succeeds, and he is ‘“‘ numbered with the Eleven Apostles.” 

(6) Even therefore if the Bishop of Rome is the successor 
of St. Peter, he has no claim on that ground to domineer over his 
brethren, the other Bishops of the Church. 

The Descent of the Holy Ghost made no change in these 
principles of Church Polity; it confirmed them; at the same 
time, it extended their application. Before that descent, the 
Apostles prayed to Christ to show His Will by the medium of 
Lots, in the election of a successor to the vacant place among the 
Apostles. The Hony Guosr had not then been given. But 
after the Day of Pentecost, all reference to Lots ceased. The 
Father sent the Holy Ghost, in the Name of the Son (John xiv. 
26), to be the Interpreter of the Will of the Ever-Blessed Trinity 
in the Regimen of the Church. 

Hence, therefore, in the passage now before us (Acts xiii. 2), 
which describes the first Ordination to the Apostolic office after 
the Day of Pentecost, we hear the Voice of the Holy Spirit Him- 
self. “The Holy Ghost said, Separate Me Barnabas and Saul 
Sor the work whereunto I have called them.’ Barnabas and Saul 
are ordained to the Apostleship. Henceforth they are called 
‘« Apostles,” and perform Apostolic Acts. They are equal in 
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dignity to the original Twelve, who had been chosen by Christ 
upon earth. Paul says of himself, that he is not “a whit behind 
the very chiefest Apostles” (2 Cor. xi. 5). 

Judas had fallen away from his place: ¢wo persons were 
named; but only one was chosen to succeed him. Thus the 
equality of the successor to him whom he succeeded had been 
declared. 

This point being established, we now find a provision made 
not only for the permanent continuance, but also for the ampler 
extension of the Apostolic office. 

The next Apostle who died after Judas was St. James (Acts 
xii. 2). Here also ¢wo persons are named (Barnabas and Saul), 
and doth are ordained to the Apostleship. They are ordained by 
the instrumentality of men, acting by command of the Holy Ghost: 

Accordingly, the Church of England, in her Office for the 
consecration of Bishops, recognizes this act at Antioch, as the 
Ordination of St. Paul and Barnabas. 

Thus, then, in these several Scriptures, we may recognize a 
divine dispensation for the continuation and multiplication of the 
Apostolate. 

After this time, special utterances of the Holy Ghost, singling 
out particular persons for this office, are no longer distinctly 
heard. They cease, as Lots ceased. But the Holy Spirit is ever 
speaking and acting in and by the Apostles and the Church, 
which is His Temple; He ordains a Timothy at Ephesus, and a 
Titus in Crete, and Angels in the Churches of Asia, and others 
after them in succession to this day, to perform the ordinary 
functions of Apostles, and to be their successors, not indeed in 
the working of miracles,—which were but for a season,—but in 
all that is requisite for edifying the Body of Christ in every age 
and country, and for communicating to the immortal soul those 
ordinary gifts and graces which are necessary for its spiritual 
health here, and for its everlasting glory hereafter. 

These conclusions are confirmed by the consentient voice and 
concurrent practice of the Church Universal, which is the Body of 
Christ, and is guided by the Holy Spirit, and which has authorized 
one form of Ecclesiastical Regimen, that by Bishops, whom she 
regards as successors of the Apostles in all ordinary Apostolic 
Offices and Acts (see on Acts xx. 28). 

Here is a strong testimony for Episcopacy, as distinguished 
from the theory of the Papal Supremacy on the one side, and 
from Presbyterian parity and Lay Ordinations on the other. 

In fine, this subject derives a solemn importance from the 
considerations, — 

(1) That the Son of Gop was sent by the FarHer to be 
the Apostle and Bishop of our souls. 1 Pet. ii. 25. 

(2) That when on Earth He chose the Twelve. Matt. x. I. 

(3) That when He had ascended into heaven, He appointed 
Matthias to succeed to the place in the Apostleship, from which 
Judas by transgression fell. Acts i. 24—26. 

(4) That after the Day of Pentecost the Hoty Guost or- 
dained Paul and Barnabas to the same office. Acts xiii. 1—3. 

(5) That the Bishops of the Church are the successors of 
the Holy Apostles; and that their office includes within itself the 
two inferior orders of Priests and Deacons, See further on this 
subject note prefixed to 1 Tim. iii., p. 433. 

(6) Thus then we see the Three Persons of the Ever-Blessed 
Trinity, God the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghost, all co- 
operating in the Institution and Continuance of that Office which 
is the Foundation of the Threefold Ministry; and thus Episco- 
pacy is grounded on the same sanction as that of Christianity 
itself, which is instituted and propagated by Baptism in the 
Name of the TrrunE Gop. 

4. éxmeppdevtes] This is St. Paul’s first Missionary Tour. 

It begins at Antioch, and ends there. See xiv. 26. The 
reason of this appears from the peculiar character of that City 
xi. 26). 

( Giese: that the range of St. Paul’s missionary labours 
always expands in his successive Tours. This first tour is a short 


one, the next is larger; and so on till he comes to Greece, Illyri- 
cum, Italy, Spain, and perhaps Britain. See Rom. xv. 24. 
Introd. to Hebrews, p. 366. 

An example to the Christian. See Phil. iii. 14. 

— Zereveeiay] Seleucia, the harbour of Antioch, on the 
Orontes ; and about sixteen miles from that city. (Howson, i. 166.) 

— Kirpov] Cyprus, the country of Barnabas, iv. 36. He showed 
his love for his native land by traversing the whole, v. 6, Any Thy 
vjcov—as the true reading is,—restored from A, B, C, D, E. 

5. é€v tals cuvaywyats] in the Synagogues. St. Paul, though 
sent to the Gentiles, begins always by offering the Gospel to the 
Jews. Cp. v.42. Such was his patience, wisdom, and charity 
toward God’s ancient people, although they, for the most part, 
treated him with cruelty. He did not go at first to Sergius 
Paulus,—a Gentile,—but the Proconsul sent for him, v. 7. 

“Tn the Synagogues.’’ We may observe here the prospective 
adaptations of the World for the reception of the Gospel, by God’s 
providential dispensation, in the dispersion of the Jews, and in 
the erection of Synagogues throughout the world, which served 
as temporary Churches to the Apostles for preaching the Gospel, 
from the words of the Law and the Prophets, which were ‘‘ read 
there every Sabbath Day” (see v. 27, and xv. 21), and which 
furnished texts for their Sermons. 

Thus the soil of the World was already ploughed into furrows 
to receive the seed of the Gospel; or, to use another figure, the 
Synagogue was the vestibule of the Church. See the references 
made to Synayogues in this history, Acts ix. 20; xiii. 5, 14. 
42, 43; xiv. 1; xv. 21; xvii. 1, 2, where it is said, Kara 7d 
elwOds TG MlavAw cioHAGe x.7.A., and cp. Introduction above, p. 8. 

—Iwdvynv] John. St. Mark. See xii. 12. 25; xiii. 5. 

6. dAnv] See onv. 4. 

— Ildgov] Paphus. On the western coast of Cyprus. 

— pdryov] magician. On the influence of udyor and yénres at 
that time, and the obstacles thence presented to the Gospel, see 
Howson’s remarks, i. p. 178, and above, viii. 9—12. 

7. av0undrw| Proconsul. Another instance of St. Luke’s ac- 
curacy. Cyprus had been subject to a “ Propreetor,” being an 
Imperial Province under Augustus; but that Emperor, in B.c. 
27, converted it into a Senatorian Province, under a Proconsul 
(Dio Cass. lili. 12, p. 504, and liy. 4, p. 532); and such it was 
under Claudius, as is proved by a coin of that reign bearing the 
inscription Claudius Cesar, and on the reverse EIT] KOMINIOY 
TIPOKAOY AN@YIIATOY KYIPION. See Akermann, Numis- 
matic Illustrations of N. T., pp. 39—42, who gives the names of 
four ’Avédmaro. of Cyprus. 


This text thus explained suggests a salutary caution of ge- 
neral application in the study of the N. T. 

It was thought by many, that Cyprus must have been under 
a Propretor (and not a Proconsul), because Strabo (xiv. ad fin.) 
calls it an émapxla otparnyiKn péxpt viv. Hence even Beza 
would have altered the text here from Proconsul into Propretor ; 
and did so change it in his Translation. 

But it appears from Dio Cassius, p. 504, c, that all the 
Governors of the Senatorian Provinces were called Proconsuls, 
though they had been only Przetors; and the coins of Cyprus, and 
ancient Inscriptions of the age of Caligula and Claudius, give the 
title of Proconsul to the Governor of Cyprus. This has been 
pointed out by Cardinal Noris (Cenotaph. Pisan. p. 219), Engel 
(Kypros, 1843); and in England by Lardner (i. p. 19), Cony- 
beare and Howson (chap. 5), and others; and thus St. Luke’s 
accuracy has been vindicated. 

There is little doubt, that in other cases, where some diffi- 
culties may still exist in the records of Holy Writ, a similar result 
would be attained, if all their circumstances were known. 

— ayvdp) cuverG] an intelligent and wise man. A remarkable 
description. Two Proconsuls are placed in striking contrast with 
each other in this history; Sergius Paulus, Proconsul of Cyprus, 
and Gallio, Proconsul of Achaia (xviii. 12—17). The one is eager 
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to hear, and sends for the Apostles; the other cares for none of 
these things; the one is unknown to the world, but is called here 
by the Holy Spirit évhp cuverds, a man of understanding ; the 
other, Gallio, was caressed by the World, but has no such praise 
from God. 

8. “EAvuas] Elymas, the professional name of Bar Jesus, the 
Jew, and equivalent to udyos, from nowy, “in lingua Arabica et 
Persicd magus.’ (Rosenm.) 

9. Saddos, 6 kal MaddAos] Saul, who is also Paul. His name 
was changed at his Ordination to the Apostleship, as Simon was 
named Peter when called by Christ (Chrys.), and the sons of 
Zebedee were surnamed Boanerges, Mark iii. 17. But in Paul’s 
case there was not an addition to the former name, but a change 
in it; and yet so as to Jeave much of the original name ; 

Some Expositors have said that this change was merely allu- 
sive and alliterative,—as Jason from Jesus, Pollio from Hillel, &c., 
for readier acceptance among the Romans ; 

But surely there was something more than this in the case of 
the Apostle to the Gentiles ; 

The change seems to have been made, 

(1) Because Saiaos was a purely Jewish name, ‘nx, and 

(2) Because among the Greeks it might expose him to con- 
tempt, as having the same sound as catAos (not cavads, see 
Passow in v.), wanton. See Homer, Hymn. Mercur. 28, and 
Ruhnken there. 

(3) To indicate his change and call to a new life; from a 
Jew to a Christian; from a Persecutor to a Preacher of the 
Gospel. ‘ Patitur Paulus,’ says an ancient author in Avg. 
Append. Serm. 204, “quod fecerat Saulus. Saulus lapidavit, 
Paulus lapidatus est; Saulus Christianos virgis affecit, Paulus 
quinquies quadragies und minus accepit. Saulus persecutus est 
Kcclesiam Dei, Paulus submissus est in sporta; Saulus vinxit, 
Paulus vinctus est.” 

(4) But in the change of SavAos to TavaAos much of the 
original word was Jeff, and commemorated what he had been, 
and bespoke God’s mercies to him in his new condition. Com- 
pare the slight verbal changes in Abram, Sara, Hoshea the son of 
Nun, and others. (Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. ii. p. 132.) 
The fire of zeal of SadAos still glowed in the heart of MatAos, but 
its flame was purified by the Holy Ghost. 

(5) His “new name”’ denoted also his mission to the Gen- 
tiles, of whom the Romans were the principal nation, to whom 
the name Paulus was familiar. 

(6) Some add that it was a token of humility, ‘ Paulus, 
parvulus, quia se judice eAdxiotos Tév. amroord\wy”’ (1 Cor. 
xv. 9, where see note); as S. Augustine says in Ps. Ixxii. (in an 
observation undeservedly ridiculed by some in recent times), ‘‘ ex 
Saulo factus est Paulus, ex superbo modicus; Paulum enim mo- 
dicum est,” and De Spir. et Litera, c. 7. On St. Paul’s relation 
to Benjamin “ the little,’’ see on ix. 1, and on 1 Cor. xv. 8. 

(7) The first convert whom he is recorded to have made was 
a noble Roman, the Proconsul of Cyprus, then a Senatorian Pro- 
vince (Dio Cass. iv. p. 523), whose cognomen (no¢ praenomen) 
was Paulus; and thus his name Paulus was a name of good 
augury, as presaging St. Paul’s future success in the Roman and 
Gentile world. 

As S. Jerome says (in Epist. ad Philem.), ‘‘ As Scipio, after 
the conquest of Africa, took the name of Africanus; and Me- 
tellus, having subdued Crete, gained the title of Creticus for his 
family ; and Roman Generals are called from the nations over 


which they have triumphed, by the names Adiabenici, Parthici, 
Sarmatici ; so Saul, being sent to preach to the Gentiles, brought 
back a trophy of his victory from the first spoil won by the 
Church, the Proconsul Sergius Paulus; and erected his banner 
therewith, and instead of Saul was called Paul.’’ It is not said 
by Jerome that he gave himself this name on this account, which 
might indeed have been scarcely consistent with humility. 

St. Paul, the Apostle of the Greeks, was the Aimilius Paulus 
of the Gospel. He was indeed Macedonicus. He obeyed the 
heavenly vision of the man of Macedonia (xvi. 9), and brought 
Macedonia to Christ. 

(8) Names imposed upon holy men, at the beginning of 
their career, were prophetic and significant of their office. And 
if the Western World is to have a Head, certainly Paul, with 


his Roman name and mission to the West (Clem. Rom. i. 5), 


might seem to challenge that title for himself, rather than he who 
bore the Aramaic name Cephas, and the Greek one Peter. 

— arevioas] intently fixing his eyes. It has been argued 
by some from this expression here and in ch. xxiii. 1, that Paul 
never recovered his sight as before his Conversion, when he was 
blinded for a time by the “glory of that light.” But it would 
seem rather, that the reverse might be inferred from the use of the 
word areviw, which indicates a vigorous exercise and tension of 
the optic nerves, by which the spectator penetrates with a keen 
and piercing glance to the extreme point of his field of view. See 
the passages in i. 10, where it is used of the Apostles, and iii. 4, of 
St. Peter, vii. 55, of St. Stephen,—when their visual faculties 
were most strongly stimulated, and most powerfully exercised. 
It appears to be employed also here and elsewhere to indicate 
that faculty which the Apostles possessed, of discerning the spirits 
and scrutinizing the inward affections, 

10. vit AtaBdAov] By his name he was ‘son of Jesus,’ but by 
opposing Jesus he became son of the Devil. 

ll. on tupads—xetpaywyovs] thou shalt be blind, not seeing 
the sun for a season. Saul himself, in his blind rage against the 
Church, had been stricken with blindness by God. Elymas, in 
his blind perversion of the truth, is now stricken with blindness 
by God at Paul’s word. Paul was stricken in mercy, till he 
prayed, and was restored by God through the agency of Ananias 
(ix. 11. 17, 18), in order that he might see the light of the Gos- 
pel. So Elymas was threatened with blindness for a season 
(cp. Luke iv. 13), that he might repent and see the light in body 
and soul. Saul had xe:paywyodvras, who led him to Damascus, 
where he received his sight (ix. 8), and Elymas had his xeipayw- 
yous. The scales had fallen from the eyes of Saul (ix. 18). 
A mist falls on the eyes of Elymas, and that mist was “for a 
season,’’—a season of repentance, and might be dispelled, if he 
would resort to the same restoratives as St. Paul. 

Thus the temporary blindness of the eye might be ministerial 
to the eternal light of the soul. Let these circumstances be con- 
sidered by those who would charge St. Paul with cruelty. See 
above, on chap. v. 5. 

— pr BAétwv] See above, ix. 9. 

12. 8:5ax7] See Mark i. 27. 

18. of wept MadAoy] Paul and his company. Cp. John xi. 19. 

— llépynv] Perga, the metropolis of Pamphylia, celebrated 
for its Temple of Artemis; on the river Cestrus,—seven miles 
from its mouth. Strabo, xiv. 4. Wetst. p.535. Howson, p. 194. 

—lwdvyns] John. See xii. 12. 25; xiii. 5; xv. 37. 

14. ’Avtidxevav} Antioch of Pisidia; on Mount Taurus, east 


ACTS XIII. 15—21. 
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of Apollonia; built by Seleucus Nicator; it obtained the ‘jus 
Italicum’ under Augustus. Plin. v. 24. 

15. w. 8. 7. avdyvwow Tod vduov Kal Tov TpopnTav] after the 
reading of the Law and the Prophets. Cp. xv.2l. After the 
reading of the proper lesson for the day from the Pentateuch 
(Paraschah), of which there were fifty-three or fifty-four, and 
of the Haphtarah, or proper lesson from the Prophets, cor- 
responding in number, and in some degree in purport, to the 
respective Paraschah. ‘The weekly Calendar of the Lessons read 
in the Synagogues may be seen in Bartoloc. Bibl. Rabb. ii. 
pp. 593- 8; 655—664. Allen’s Modern Judaism, pp. 9—12. 
Cp. Hottinger, Thesaur. Philol. pp. 215—220. Bustorf, Synag. 
cap. Xvi. 

The XLIVth of the Parashioth and Haphtoroth is now 
Deut. i.—iii. 22. Isa. i. 1—27. And from their internal con- 
nexion with St. Paul’s speech, vv. 18, 19, it has been conjec- 
tured by some (e. g. Bengel) that those were the lessons of the 
day. 

In what language did St. Paul preach in Pisidia? 

Strabo (xiii. ad fin.) distinguishes the Pisidian tongue from 
the Greek and the Lydian; and if St. Paul spoke to the people 
in their vernacular tongue, his address was in some other lan- 
guage than Greek. We do not find that he had any difficulty in 
making himself understood by any of the various populations of 
Asia Minor, who spoke many different languages (see Strabo xii. 
in Lightfoot, ii. 693); and this is a confirmation of what was 
stated above concerning the gift of Tongues (ii. 4). See below, 
on xiv. il. 

16. karaceloas tH xpi] See above, xii. 17, and below, 
xxi. 40. 

— of poBotpeva: roy Ody] they who feared God. Sometimes 
called of ccBducvor, worshippers. Proselytes of the Gate, not 
circumcised, and thus distinguished from a&ydpes “lopanAtra, Is- 
raelites. Cp. v. 43.50; xvi. 14; xvii. 4.17; xviii. 7. See 
Mede’s Ussay, Book i. Disc. 3, p. 21, and above, Introduction, 
p. 9: 
18. erpopoddpnoey] bare them, as a nursing father bears his 
children. So A, C, EH, and seven cursive MSS., and many ver- 
sions, e.g. Syr., Copt., Aithiop., Sahid., and some early writers. 
So Bornemann, Bloomf., Tisch. (ed. 7), and Alford. The word 
is from Deut. i. 31, LXX, rpopopophae:, where Codex Vat. has 
Tpomopophoer a Kipios 6 @cds cou ws ettis Tpopopophaa tvOpwros 
Tov viby avTov. 

The word also occurs in 2 Mace. vii. 27, éaénody me Thy ev 
yaorTp) meptevéeynacdy oe pivas évvéa, kad OnaAdoacdy oe ern Tpla, 
nad éxOpepacdy ce, kad ayayotoay cis thy HAiklay TadTHny, Kal 
Tpopopophaacay, and in Macarius, Homil. 46, dvadauBave, 
kal mepiOdrmer Kal Tpopopoper ev TOAAH oTopyh (Eustath. Odyss. 
B. 131). 

And it is explained by Cyril, Gloss., &s tpopds éBdcrace, 
bare them as it were on his back, as a nursing father does his 
ehild. Cp. Exod. xix. 4. Numb. xi. 12. Isa. xlvi. 3; and cp. 
Deut. v. 15; viii. 2. Isa. lxiii. 9. Hos. xi. 3. Amos ii. 10. 

This is a better reading than that of Elz., érporopdpycer (bare 
their manners), which was indeed true, but not likely to be said, 
especially by St. Paul, who sought, as far as was consistent with 
truth, to offend none, and conciliate all (1 Cor. ix. 20); 

St. Paul might well begin his address by reminding the Jews 
of their privileges in being nursed by the tender care of God; but 
it is not probable that so consummate an orator would have com- 
menced his address with what would exasperate and repel them, 
yiz. with a commemoration of their ingratitude to Him. 

19. vy érrd] seven nations. Deut. vii. 1. 

Vor. I.—Parr II. 


— naterAnpovounoev] He assigned as an inheritance. So A, 
B, C, D, E, G, and many Cursives, and this is received by Lachm., 
Tisch., Born., Alf.—Elz. has katexAnpoddérnce, which is probably 
a gloss on the other word, used in an uncommon sense. Cp. 
Numb. xxvi. 54. 56. Josh. xiv. 2. Ps. Ixxvili. 55. 

20. &s erect teTpakocluis Kal mevthkoyTa’ Kal wera TadTa] 
for about four hundred and fifty years: and after these—. 
Elz. has kal peta tadta ws eteot TeTpakoclos Kal mevTh- 
KOVTa, 

The true reading has been happily restored by Lachmann 
from the oldest MSS., A, B, C, supported by the Latin, Coptic, 
Armenian, and Sahidic Versions, and by Chrys., and by D, which 
has not pera Tadra. 

This solves the question which has been the subject of much 
discussion in the comments upon this verse. The Latin Version 
explains it well thus, “‘ quasi post quadringentos et quinquaginta 
annos,”’ i. e. from the great epoch to which St. Paul had referred 
at the commencement of his speech, their reception into covenant 
with God, in Isaac, which was about (#s) 450 years before their 
entering into their inheritance in the promised land, i. e. from 
A.M. 2046, the birth of Isaac, to a.m. 2493, when the land began 
to be cultivated by the Israelites. 

As Bengel well says, ‘‘ Distributio terree (Canaan) non est 
initium periodi quasi annorum ccccL, sed meta;” and he refers 
to John ii. 20 for the use of the dative, “quo innuitur, quantum 
annorum ab initio rei intercesserit, dum res ipsa eveniret.”’ 

It is therefore unreasonable to allege, that this calculation is 
irreconcileable with that in 1 Kings vi. 1. That chronological 
period Jegins with the Exodus, this ends with the entrance into 
Canaan. 

But it is worthy of remark, that the interval between the 
birth of Isaac and the entrance into Canaan was equal in dura- 
tion to the interval between the deliverance of Exodus and the 
building of the Temple; and nearly corresponded to the time from 
the rebuilding of Jerusalem, after the Captivity, to the Death of 
Christ. 

The entrance into the Promised Land, and the building of 
the Temple, were earnests and figures of the entrance opened into 
Heaven, and of the building up of the Christian Church, by the 
Sacrifice of Christ on the Cross; and each of these three Events 
was preceded by some great national Mercy at a distance of 
about 450 years. 

A few more words on the reading of this passage ; 

One of the characteristics of a modern school of Biblical 
Criticism, is its inordinate love of discovering discrepancies in 
Holy Scripture ; 

This is remarkably exemplified in some recent expositions of 
this passage ; 

The reading of the three principal Uncial MSS. removes the 
discrepancy which is found in the received text between this 
verse and | Kings vi. 1. 

Yet, some Critics, who, on other occasions, disparage the 
received Text, and profess great respect for the authority of the 
Uncial MSS., here treat the Uncial MSS. with contempt, and 
affirm that they have been ‘corrupted, in order to solve the 
chronological difficulty.”’ 

Such an example as this is, however, instructive. It serves 
to neutralize the evil arising from the supposed ‘discovery of 
discrepancies”’ in Scripture. It suggests the reflection, that those 
allegations are not made on sclid grounds, but proceed from the 
impulses of an arbitrary caprice, which disparages History and 
Criticism, and loves to gratify a morbid appetite of scepticism by 
contradictions invented by itself, and imputed to Holy Writ. 
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21. SaovA—éry Teooapdxovta| Saul—forty years. The Old 
Testament does not record the duration of Saul’s reign. St. 
Paul’s statement agrees with Josephus (Ant. vi. 14. 9), who says 
that Saul reigned eighteen years before Samuel’s death, and twenty 
after it. As Biscoe observes (p. 616), ‘‘Saul’s youngest son 
Ishbosheth was forty years old at the time of his father’s death, 
and yet his father is said to be but a young man when he was 
first inaugurated by Samuel.’’ 

22. 6 xa) elre w., Eipov—pov] to whom He bare witness and 
said, I found David the son of Jesse, &c. A passage not found 
totidem verbis in any one place of the Old Testament ; but com- 
posed in substance and mainly in letter of two or three texts,—Ps. 
Ixxxix. 21. 1 Sam. xiii. 14; xv. 28; xvi. 13. Chrys. 

“‘The Jewish writers and speakers were accustomed to recite 
a passage not found in so many words /iferatim in Scripture, but 
made up of several passages.”’ (Rosenmiiller.) 

An excellent observation, which, if duly attended to, might 
have preserved the Sacred Text from many unjust aspersions of 
some later Critics, and have saved them and others from the un- 
happy consequences of such allegations. See above on Matt. ii. 
23. Acts vii. 43. 

23. fryaye| brought. So A, B, HE, G, H, and many Cursives, 
for Hyeipe. Cp. Zech. iii. 8, &yw Toy dodAdy mov’ Avarodhv. So 
Isa. xlviii. 15, eva exareoa, eye Hyayov avréy. Heb. i. 6, dtay 
cloayayn TY mpwTdToKoY. 

— “Inooty] Jesus: the name twice uttered by St. Paul in this 
speech, see v. 33,—the Jews at Antioch in Pisidia were more tole- 
rant than those at Jerusalem. See on vii. 45. 

25. émAnpov] was fulfilling ; in the execution of his mission, as 
the mpédpouos or forerunner of Christ. 

29. €Onkay cis pvnuciov| they laid Himinatomb. Because 
the Jews delivered Christ to Pilate, they are represented as the 
Authors of His Death and Burial, although they did not transact 
either the one or the other with their own hands. 

As far as His Death and Burial were acts of enmity towards 
Him, they are accounted the agents, as Judas, who only gave 
occasion to the purchase of the Field of Blood, is called the pur- 
chaser of it. Actsi. 18. See note there. 

The reason of this seems to be, that Almighty God, Whose 
Word Holy Scripture is, traces human actions back through the 
indirect processes of intermediate agency, and lays the respon- 
sibility of them at the door of the original promoters. 

On the other hand, as far as Christ’s Death was a work of 
Love, itis ascribed to God and Christ (Matt. xx. 28. Rom. viii. 
32. Gal. i. 4. 1 Tim. ii. 6); and God and Christ are blessed for 


that work which caused the rejection of the Jews ; just as Joseph 
of Arimathza and Nicodemus are mentioned honourably in Scrip- 
ture (John xix. 38) for performing the work of His Burial, which 
is here ascribed, not without censure, to the Jews. 

Thus even the worst actions of man are overruled for good, 
and the enmity of Satan is made an occasion for the triumph of 
the love of God. 

32. judy] of us; Elz. juiv, which appears to have little 
MS. authority: 74éy is in A, B, C*, D, and is supported by 
Vulg. and other versions. The sense is,—He has fulfilled them 
to the children of ourselves; and much more to us; to us and 
our posterity. Cp. ii. 39. St. Paul loves to identify himself 
with his hearers. 

83. Padug TE Sevtépw] in the Second Psalm. Psalm ii. 7. 
Some, with Cod. D, Origen, and Hilary, read 7G mpdétm. What 
is now the Second Psalm, originally formed one with the First, 
or rather the First Psalm was the Procemium to the Psalter. 
See Michaelis and Rosenmiiller here. 

— vids ov ei—onuepov yeyévynkd oe] This contains two 
distinct sayings— 

(1) Thou art My Son from Eternity (Chrys., Cyril). And 

(2) To-day, i. e. now (in time) I have begotten Thee. “ Eter- 
nitas nunquam vocabulo hodie significatur.”’ (Bengel.) 

I have begotten Thee to-day, in a double respect, 

(1) At thy Incarnation (see S. Cyril, in an excellent 
Scholium, Caten. p. 224). 

(2) At thy Resurrection from the dead; on which St. Paul 
here specially dwells, as in Heb. i. 5; and to which the Psalmist 
specially refers, as appears from the fact that the Mediatorial 
Kingdom of Christ, which he is there describing, is consequent 
on, and due to, Christ’s obedience and sufferings, and Resur- 
rection from the dead (see above on Matt. xxviii. 18). And it was 
true, in an emphatic sense, that, at the Resurrection, God said 
onpepov yeyéevynkd Xe, for Christ is tpwrdtokos Tay vekpar, 
the first-begotten of the dead (Col. i. 18. Rev. i. 5). See above, 
Acts ii. 24. “The Resurrection of Jesus,” says Lightfoot, “ was 
the Dawn of the new world, the Morning of the New Creation.’’ 
See above on John xvi. 21 and Acts ii. 24. 


84, ra do1a Aavid] ry1 ION, the mercies conferred on David, 
which were mo7d, surely pledged to him by God. 

35. od Séceis—diapbopdv] Thou wilt not suffer Thy Holy 
One to see corruption. It would seem that St. Paul had heard, 


or received an account of, St. Peter’s Speech on the Day of Pen- 
tecost. See above on ii. 25—31. 
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36. (dia yeved banpethoas| David ministered on earth to his 
own Generation, and died; but Christ ministers to all genera- 
tions. He died and rose again, and liveth for evermore, in order 
that all generations may live for ever; and He ministers in heaven, 
being “a Priest for ever”” (Psalm cx. 4), seeing ‘“ He ever liveth 
to make intercession for us’”’ (Heb. vii. 25). 

38, 89. yrwordy oby €otw] Be it therefore known unto you, 
brethren, that through this Man remission of sins is being de- 
clared ; and that every one who believeth is being justified from 
all things from which ye could not be justified by the Law of 
Moses. 

— dixaodta] is being justified: Sixaody is the word used by 
the LXX for the Hebrew pyn, ‘justificavit, crimine absolvit ; 
penis immunem pronuntiavit ; adedque pry justum in foro di- 
vine equitatis et judicio declaravit.’ See on Luke vii. 29; xviii. 
14. Rom.i. 17. Cp. Gen. xxxviii. 26; xliv. 16. Exod. xxiii. 7. 
Deut. xxv. 1. Ps. Ixxxii. 3; cxliii. 2. Isa. v. 23. Jer. iii. 1]. 
Ezek. xvi. 51, 52. Cp. Bp. Bull, Harmon. Apostol. cap. i., and 
Introduction to Romans below, p. 198. 

Here, in this first Sermon, which St. Paul is recorded to have 
preached in a Jewish Synagogue, we have the germ of his two 
Epistles to the Galatians and Romans, concerning the great doc- 
trine of Justification ; an internal evidence of genuineness and 
veracity. These two verses contain the sum of the Gospel, as 
distinguished from the Law. Hammond in Rom. iii., note B. 
Bp. Bull, 1. ¢. 

It is observable also that St. Paul’s address appears to be 
formed on the same model as St. Stephen’s—another proof of its 
influence on him, and of the truth of the history. See above, 
chap. vii. 58. 

40. mpophras| Prophets. Habak.i. 5. On this use of the 
plural, see vii. 42, and Glass. Phil. pp. 286. 886. 

41. tdere, of Kkatappoyntat] behold, ye despisers. Hab. i. 5, 
where the Hebrew original is 032 38, which is usually rendered 
look and see in the nations. 

But it is probable that D122 isa radical word (see Pococke, 
in Not. Miscell. in Porta Mosis, p. 29), signifying unjust or inso- 
lent. Hence the Version of the LXX, xarappoynral, which is 
confirmed by the Syriac (see Rosenmiiller). It is not very likely, 
and ought not to be taken for granted, that so common a word 
as ™\a has been mistaken by the transcriber. 


—%d ov wy 7.] So A, B, C, D, BE, G. Elz. has g. The 


sense is not that they would not believe in the work (7@ Epyw), 
but they would not believe in Him Who wrought it. 

42. airév] Elz. adds ék rhs cuvaywyis Tay “lovdatwy, which 
is not found in the best MSS,—-A, B, C, D, E,—and is a gloss. 

— tmapexddovy] Elz. adds r& €vn, which is also a gloss; and 
is not found in A, B, C, D, E. 

This is important. The 2vn, Heathens, were not attendants 
at the synagogue, and it is not till v. 46, after two offers of the 
Gospel to the Jews, that the Apostle turns to the Gentiles. 

— 7d pwetath o.] the following Sabbath—7d éoducvov— 
(Theophyl.), not, as some say, the intervening week, Paul showed 
his wisdom and charity toward the Jews by preaching on their 
Sabbath. Ammonius also here interprets 7d petaéd by 7d éod- 
pevoy. Cp. v. 44, and werotd is thus used for the “ following ”’ 
by Josephus, B. J. v. 4. 2; c. Apion. i. 21. 

43. reiOov mpocpévey] they were persuading them to cleave 
to the grace of God. See above on xi. 23; xiv. 22. Elz. has 
émimevev, but A, B, C, D, E have mpoopeverw. 

44. éxouevw] next. So A, C*, E*. Cp. Mark i. 38, rds 
exoudvas Kkomorddcs. Luke xiii. 33, TH exoudvn. Elz. has 
épxouevy, but épxduevos seems to be more applicable to what 
is still future, or is expected ¢o come, and not past. See xviii. 21, 
Thy éopThy Thy épxouevny. Josephus has tH épxouévn, for the 
next day, Ant. vi. 11. 9. (Grinjield.) 

48. xa éexlorevoay boo Hoay Teraypevor eis (why aidvioy| 
and as many as were ordered, i.e. were set in order (by God’s 
grace, and by His Word preached by St. Paul, and by their own 
will concurring therewith, see v. 43), to eternal life, believed, 
made profession of their faith, in the Gospel. 

These words are rendered in the Authorized Version, ‘as 
many as were ordained to eternal life believed ;”” 

The words retaypévot joay are happily chosen, because they 
have a passive and also a middle sense; and represent the twofold 
operation of divine grace on the heart, and also the concurrence 
of the human will; both of which are requisite to Faith, and 
Salvation. 

The Jews had rejected the offers of the Gospel made by 
St. Paul, see wv. 45, 46; they were thrusting the word away 
Srom themselves, dmwbotivto Thy Adyov. They, on their side, were 
unruly and obstinate; they were dmotreraymévot TH (wy. Cp. 
Luke xiv. 18; 

But, on the other hand, the Gentiles rejoiced, and glorified 
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q Matt. 10. 14. 


Mark 6. 11. 
Luke 9. 5. 
ch. 14. 6, 11. 
& 18. 6, 
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Heb. 2. 4. 
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the word of the Lord; they had been retayuévai, set in order, to 
life eternal by God, working by the preaching of St. Paul, and 
disposing them to receive the Word preached; and they readily 
complied with the divine will, word, and work; they obeyed 
St. Paul’s preaching, and, like good soldiers of God, being mus- 
tered by Him, set themselves also in order to march onward, in 
the way that leadeth to eternal life, joav retayuevor cis Cw 
aidvioy (see Mede’s Works, p. 21, Book i. Disc. 3). Cp. 1 Cor. 
xvi. 15, eis Siaxoviay Tots Gylois Erakav Eavtovs. The perfect 
passive is used in this sense by St. Luke, Acts xx. 13, oftw yap 
qv diatetayuéevos, he had so ordered himself. Cp. the use of 
TeTaymevos in many passages of Philo, as quoted by Whitby 
here, p. 169. So suvveréGervro John ix, 22, mpookéxAnuat Acts 
xiii. 2, evréradtat xiii. 47, eminéxAnoa xxv. 12, éemfhyyeATou 
Rom. iv. 21, and dedwpnuévns 2 Pet. i. 3. Cp. Winer, Gr. Gr. 
§ 39, p. 234. 

As many as had done this, éricrevoay; that is, they boldly 
and nobly, and in spite of the rage and blasphemy of the Jews 
(v. 45), and the persecution which they stirred up against Paul 
and Barnabas, whom they expelled out of their coasts (. 50), 
made public profession of their faith, and were received by bap- 
tism into the Church. 

This Exposition is confirmed by the authority of ancient 
Greek writers. See Caten. p. 230, where retaymévor is explained 
by eis TodT0 Td Tdyua eAdyTEs. 

This word ériorevoay, aS in numerous other places of the 
Acts, and the other books of the N. T., means, they made a 
public profession of faith ; they joined the number of the moro} 
or muorevoyTes, that is, ‘‘nomina dederunt Christo, et agyregati 
sunt Kcclesie.’”’ See what follows immediately here, ch. xiv. 1, 
eyévero avtovs AaATjoa ote TigTEvTAaL TOAY TAHOVOS, who 
are there distinguished from of amwe:@obyvTes “lovdator. Cp. ii. 
44; iv. 4, and specially viii. 13; xi. 21, moAvs apiOuds mic- 
Tevoas: XV. 7, mioTevoo: xvii, 12; xviii. 8; xxi. 20. 25, ray 
remiotevkdtwy ebvav, and Rom. xiii. 11, ére émorevoauev, when 
we made a public profession of our faith, and were engrafted into 
the Church. See also Titus iii. 8, where of memiorevudtes TG 
@eg means those who have made public profession of Chris- 
tianity ; 

The word éricrevoay brings out clearly the doctrine that it 
is requisite for all—who have been called by God, and would set 
themselves in the way to eternal life—not only to believe, but 
also to profess openly, the true faith, in the public communion of 
the Visible Church; and that this is the only way to life eternal. 
See Matt. x. 32. Rom. x. 10. 

The Vulgate has ‘‘ quotquot erant przordinati’’ here, whence 
the English Version, ‘as many as were ordained.” In like manner 
in the cognate text, ii. 47, robs cw(ouevous, the Vulgate has “ qui 
salvi fierent,’’ whence the English Version, ‘‘ such as should be 
saved ;”” 


It would be interesting to inquire, What influence these 
renderings in the Vulgate Version had on the minds of some, 
like St. Augustine and his followers in the Western Church, in 
treating the great questions of Free-Will, Election, Reprobation, 
and Final Perseverance ? 

What, also, was the result of that influence on the minds of 
some writers of the Reformed Churches, who rejected the autho- 
rity of Rome, which almost canonized that Version; and yet in 
these two important texts (Acts ii. 47; xiii. 48) were swayed 
away by it from the sense of the Original ? 

The tendency of the Eastern Fathers, who read the original 
Greek, was in a different direction from that of the Western 
School; and Calvinism can receive no support from these two 
texts as they stand in the original words of Inspiration, and as 
they were expounded by the primitive Church. 

On the proofs from Holy Scripture that God willeth all men 
to be saved; and that He willeth man’s will to be free to choose 
life or death, see below, Introduction to Romans, pp. 194—198, 
and on Rom. viii. 33 and 1 Tim. ii. 4. 

50. Tas ceBouevas] the Proselytes; see above, on v. 16. 

— y. Tas ebaxtpuovas| those of rank. The Proselytes (af o¢Bd- 
Meevat), as recent converts, might be expected to be more zealous 
for their religion, and those of rank (ai evox jwoves) would exer- 
cise their influence, perhaps with heathen husbands, and others 
who were oi mpGro THs TéAcws, against the Apostles. Cp. Meyer. 


51. *Indéviov] Iconium, about ninety miles s.z. of Antioch, in 
Pisidia ; and forty N.w. of Derbe. Cp. Howson, i. 220. 

52. of 5€ wabntat) the disciples were being filled with joy. 
Another joyful peroration ; like a calm after a storm. See viii. 4; 
ix. 31; xii. 24. 


Cu. XIV. 1. ‘EAAjvev] Greeks. 
(Meyer.) See above, on xi. 20. 
4. rots &roordAos] the Apostles. See above, on xiii. 2. 


5. ABoBoajoat] to stone them. As blasphemers of the Law. 
See v. 19. 
6. Avotpay kat AépBnv] Lystra and Derbe, in Lycaonia. 

The word Lystra, like Lydda and Thyatira, is sometimes 
used as a feminine, sometimes as a neuter plural. It seems to 
have been the birthplace of Timothy, see xvi. 1. Derbe, south 
of Iconium ; south-east of Lystra. Gaius, one of St. Paul’s com- 
panions, was of Derbe, xx. 4. 

8. avrod] Elz. adds imdpxwy, which is not in the best MSS. 

— mepimerathre:] On this form, for reprerarhies, see Valek. 
here, who cites v. 23, memioreveercav, and Mark xv. 7.10. See 
also Winer, § 12, p. 67, who refers to Luke vi. 48, reOeucAlwro. 

9. Kove] was listening. St. Paul, on his part, discerns his 
spirit, and rewards his faith. 


Proselytes of the gate. 


ACTS XIV. 11, 12. 
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10. jAaro] So A, B, C (for Elz. #AAeTo), he sprang up, and 
mepiendter, he was walking. Mark the difference between the 
aorist and imperfect. 

ll. Avxaoviort] in the Lycaonian tongue. An Assyrian dia- 
lect. (Jadlonsky, “ de lingua Lycaonia.’”’) 

It has been argued by some, that St. Paul could not have 
understood this language, or he would have made his remon- 
strance to the people on hearing these words, and before the 
priest brought out the victims to sacrifice. And thence it has 
been inferred, that St. Paul did not possess the power of speaking 
in the tongues of foreign nations, to whom he was sent. The 
words of Chrysostom on this passage have been cited in support 
of this assertion. S. Chrys. is answering the question why the 
Apostles did not interfere before, to check the adoration of the 
Lycaonians; and he says, ov« jy ovdérw dfdov' tH yap oixela 
povij epbeyyovto* 51a TodTO ovdty adrois ereyor, émetd) Sé ef dov 
Ta oTEupata, TOTE ekeAOdvTES K.T.A., i.e. the design of the 
populace was not yet manifest, for they were speaking in their 
own tongue, and therefore the .Apostles said nothing to them 
(for such—notwithstanding the objections of some learned per- 
sons—seems to be S. Chrysostom’s meaning) ; but when they saw 
the garlands, then they went forth and expostulated with 
them. It may be, that the gift of understanding and speaking 
foreign languages was not always present with the Apostles; it 
may have been, and probably was, modified according to various 
circumstances of time and place. But it is certain, that in Chry- 
sostom’s opinion St. Panl was able to understand and speak 
in various foreign languages, which he had never learnt; as 
may be seen in that Father’s Thirty-fifth Homily on the First 
Epistle to the Corinthians, ch. xiv. (Chrys., Opera, tom. x. 
pp. 320 —327), where he speaks of the gift as bestowed for the 
preaching of the Gospel to foreign nations, tivos &vexey ZAaBov 
avtd (7d TaY yAwooay xdpitpua) of amdoroAo; eretd) mavTaxod 
drépxegOat fuedAov. See also his words above, Actsii.4. And 
it is observable, that in that Homily (p.327) Chrysostom refers to 
St. Paul’s conduct here at Lystra, without any intimation that it 
suggested any qualification of his statement, and of that of the 
Apostle himself in that chapter, v. 18, ‘‘ I speak with tongues (i. e. 
as Chrys. interprets it, in foreign languages) more than they all.’’ 

It seems most probable that S¢. Paul understood what the 
Lycaonians said ; 

St. Luke understood the speech of these Lycaonians; for he 
tells us what the words were, and their meaning. And if St. Luke 
understood it, why not also St. Paul? Beside, in v. 14 it is not 
said iddvres, but &kotoayres. The multitude spoke in their own 
Lycaonian tongue, and it is not probable that they knew any 
other. And St. Paul addressed the multitude (see v. 14); he 
therefore understood the Lycaonian tongue. The same Divine 
Power which gave effect to his words, ‘‘ Stand upright on thy 
feet’’ (v. 10), enabled him to speak them in the tongue under- 
stood by him to whom he spoke, and who “listened to his words ”’ 
(v. 9); and if understood by him, they were understood by the 
crowd also, who therefore were ready to deify the speaker. 

St. Paul had good reason to wait till the Priest brought 
forth his victims, and would have done sacrifice ; because he had 
thus a more visible and palpable argument for his subsequent 
appeal in v. 15, where he says, ‘‘ We preach to you to turn from 
these vanities to the living God.’”’ Every one must feel how much 
the presence of the oxen and the garlands, and the priest and his 
apparatus for sacrifice on the altar in front of the Temple, add to 
the beauty of Raffaelle’s Cartoon, and to the force of the Apostle’s 


eloquence. 


It has indeed been said by many in recent times, that the 
power of speaking in various foreign languages was not possessed 
by the Apostles, and therefore could not have been exercised by 
them in preaching the Gospel; and that there is no trace of such 
exercise of it in the Acts of the Apostles. 

Surely there is such a trace in the narrative before us, and 
another similar trace in ch. xxviii. 4. But perhaps the most 
striking evidence of their power of speaking foreign languages is 
to be found in the silence of St. Luke as to any thing like pre- 
yious study or preparation on the part of St. Paul or any of the 
Apostles, before they set out on their missionary journeys, or as to 
any difficulty or hindrance experienced by St. Paul or any of the 
Apostles, from inability to speak the language of foreign countries, 
in their execution of the commission they had received from 
Christ to ‘go and ¢each all Nations.” 


In the history of modern Missions, we see learned and ac- 
complished men sent forth to preach the Gospel in foreign parts, 
and spending years in acquiring the languages of the countries to 
which they are sent. For example, a Bishop of New Zealand 
employs his six months’ voyage to his diocese, in learning the 
dialects of the Pacific. 

But what do we hear like this in the Acts of the Apostles ? 
We never see or hear of any of the Apostles siting down to 
learn a foreign language; and yet they have a Divine commission 
to go and preach to all nations. We see unlearned and ignorant 
Galileans standing up at once and addressing vast crowds in 
large cities with Divine eloquence, and great multitudes are con- 
verted by them. 

We see St. Paul sent forth from Antioch as an Apostle to 
the Gentiles, and soon we hear him speak to the native tribes of 
Pisidia, Lycaonia, and Malta, and find him travelling to Illy- 
ricum and meditating a journey to Spain. We hear him say that 
he is a ‘‘ debtor to Greeks and Barbarians,’’—that is, to all (Rom. 
i. 14),—to preach to all; but we never see him pause for a mo- 
ment in his course, to learn any foreign language, or ever im- 
peded by the want of it. 

On this subject see further above, ii. 4, and xiii. 15, and 
below, xxviii. 2—4. 

St. Luke did not state that they possessed and exercised the 
gift, because the fact is clear from his narrative. S. Jerome 
well says (ad Hedib. vol. iv. p. 178), “‘ Acceperunt Apostoli dona- 
tionum genera, et quod magis necessarium erat, diversitatem lin- 
guarum omnium gentium, ut annuntiaturi Christum nullo indi- 
gerent interprete.’? He then refers to the speaking of St. Paul 
in the Lycaonian tongue, as described in this chapter, and says, 
“in Lycaonia quum audissent Paulum et Barnabam loqui linguwis 
suis, deos in homines conversos esse credebant.” 

The teaching of the Church of England on this subject is 
clear from her Proper Preface for Whitsunday. See above on ii. 4. 

— of Oco) duoiwOévres] the gods in the likeness of men came 
down to us: and (v. 12) they were calling Barnabas Zeus, and 
Paul Hermes; for he was the chief speaker. See Homer, 
Odyss. xvii. 484. Hesiod, Opp. et D. 247. Catull. lxv. 384. 

Zeus or Jupiter is often associated with Hermes or Mercu- 
rius in mythological accounts of divine apparitions. See Plautus, 
Amphitr. i. 1. 1: 


“In faciem versus Amphitryonis Jupiter, 
Dum bellum gereret cum Telebois hostibus, 
Alcmenam uxorem cepit usurariam ; 
Mercurius formam Sosiz servi gerit 
Absentis.”’ 


Ovid, Met. viii. 626: 


“ Jupiter huc, specie mortali, cumque Parente 
Venit Atlantiades positis caducifer alis.” 


Fastt. v. 495: 


“ Jupiter et lato qui regnat in equore frater 
Carpebant socias Mercuriusque vias.” 


The scene of the tale in which Jupiter is represented as 
coming down with Mercurius to visit the abodes of men, and as 
entertained by Baucis and Philemon, and which is so well told 
by Ovid, Metamorphoses viii. 625—724, and so happily versified 
by Dryden, Works, iii. pp. 396—399, is laid in a country of 
which Lycaonia was a district : 

‘“‘ Here Jove with Hermes came, but in disguise 
Of mortal men concealed their deities.” 


Barnabas was compared to Jupiter from the grave dignity of 
his appearance (Chrys.), particularly as compared with St. Paul, 
who, perhaps, was younger than Barnabas, and his stature and 
bodily presence less majestic (see 2 Cor. x. 1; xii. 3—9. 1 Cor. 
ii. 3. Nicephor. H. EB. ii. 37); though, as Meyer well observes, 
the comparison of St. Paul to Mercury, who is always repre- 
sented as “‘ florens agilisque juventa,’’ would seem to contradict 
the apocryphal portraiture of the Apostle derived from the Acts 
of Paul and Thecla, according to which he was mirpds TH meyébe:, 
Wirds Thy Kepadrhy, ayKbrAos Tals KYHWats. 

Hermes, or Mercurius, was the messenger of Olympus; the 
patron of eloquence, &c. See Misterlitch and others on Horat. 
Od. i. 10. 1, ‘‘ Mercuri facunde,”’ &c.— te Deorum Nuntium.” 
On the word ‘Epujjs, Hermes, connected with sermo and épunvedw, 
see S. Aug. Civ. D. vii. 14, ‘‘ De Mercurii officio.” 
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ACTS XIV. 138—23. 


> Gd , A , 13 ¢ Se e S A A \ A» or a ™sS Toews 

nV O Nyovmevos TOU Ndyou. O S€ tepeds TOD Atos, TOU ovTos TPO TH Accs, 
lal Sy e: \ an + 

Tavpous Kal oreupata emt Tos TuA@vas EveyKas, GY Tois OX)oLS 70ede 


eMatt. 25.65 Oey, 14 8’ Axotcavres dé of dxdatodot BapydBas Kat Iaddos, duappyéavres Ta 
heb.10.25,  Yudrua avray éLeniSnoav eis Tov dxhov Kpaovtes i "kal héyovtes, “Avdpes, 
Ps. 38.6. ri TavTa ToL”ELTE ; Kal Hels GpoloTraets Eopev UpLW avOpwrrot, evoryyeNtLowevat 
146.6 Suas dard ToUTwv TOV pataiwy éemuotpéepew emt Oeov Lavta, os éroinoe TOV 
iPs.81.12  Ovpavoy Kal THY ynv Kal THY Addaccay, Kal wdvTa 7a év adtots: '° * ds a 
aie Tals Tapwynuevals yeveris elace TdvTa Ta €Ovn TopederOan Tais ddois adTaV" 
kRom.1.20, 17 *xalrovye otk dudptupov éavtdv donkey dyafoupyav, ovpavddey jmw 
Berovds Sidovs Kal Kaipods Kaptoddpous, eutuTr@v TpoPNs Kal edppootyys TAs 
Kapolas NOV. 
18 Kai radta héyovtes podis Karéravoay Tovs 6xhovs TOD pH Ovew avrots. 
1 2 Cor. 11, 25. 191°EanOov S€ amo *Avtioxelas Kal “IKoviov Iovdator, Kat meicavtes Tovs 
ee dyhovs, Kal Mifdaavres Tov Haddov, Exvpov ew THS TdEwS, VouioavTEs avTOV 
reOvavar. ™ Kukroodvtov $€ abtov Tov pabyTav, dvactas elondOev eis THV 
Tow Kal TH éravpiov e&pOe adv 7@ BapvaBa eis AépByv. 
*1 Evayyehiodpevol te Thy wodw éxeivynv, Kat pabntevoavres ixavovs, UT- 
vi. — €otpebav eis THY AvaTpay Kal Ixdviov Kal "Avridyeav, »™ émuotypilovtes TAs 
Se Wuxds Tov palyTadv, TapaKkahovrTEs Eupévery TH TioTEL, Kat OTL Sud Tohav 
& 24.26. Odithewv Set Nuas eioeOetv eis THY Bacrreiav TOV Ocod. 
ee 23” Xerpotovyaavres dé avtots Kar exx\nolav mpeaBurépovs, tpocevEdpevor 
Tit 1 peTa vyoTELav, TapeJevTo adTovs TH Kupio ets dv TemicTedKeoay. 


18. oréuparta] garlands, for the horns of the tatpo: to be 
sacrificed, and for the Altars and Ministers. Virg. Georg. iii. 
487,— 

‘¢ Sepe in honore defim medio stans hostia ad aram, 
Lanea dum nivea circumdatur infula vitta,’”’ &c. 


See also Statius, Thebaid. iv. 114--7,— 
“Tum fera ceeruleis intexit cornua sertis.”’ 


Ovid, Met. xv. 130,— 


“‘ Victima labe carens, vittis preesignis et auro 
Sistitur ante aras.”’ 


Tertullian says, de Corona Mil. 10, “‘Ipse hostie, et are, ipsi 
ministri et sacerdotes coronantur.”’ 

— To's muaAdvas]| the large gates,—probably valve, folding- 
doors, —of the court-yard (atrium) of the house in which Paul and 
Barnabas were. 

It seems, that after Paul had wrought the miracle on the 
lame man, he retired from the public admiration of the crowd 
into a house, as our Lord often did when He had wrought mira- 
cles. Hence the words ékodcoayres (not iddyres) and egerhdnoay 
in vy. 14. 

14. dxodcavres] when they heard. See Athanas. ad Gentes 35, 
p. 27. This is the first point of contact of Christianity with 
Idolatry, in Holy Scripture. And St. Paul’s speech is the first 
Christian “ Apologia ad Gentes,” and is the groundwork and 
model of all succeeding ones in the writings of Justin, Theo- 
philus, Tertullian, Minucius, Arnobius, Clemens Alexandrinus, 
and other Christian Apologists. 

— of amdarodot BapydBas kat MatAos] the Apostles, Barnabas 
and Paul. Observe the accuracy of the historian’s language. 
They are never called Apostles till now, after their ordination at 
Antioch. See above on xiii. 2. 

16. mapexnuevaus] This form, as well as mapexnndra, is used by 
S. Hippolytus, Philosophumen. p. 337, and de Antichristo, § 2. 

17. katrovye] and yet. See xvii. 27. "Ayaboupyay, conferring 
benefits. So A, B, C.—Elz. has ayaboroiay. The former read- 
ing seems preferable, as bringing out more clearly the truth, that 
God was not only Maker of what is good, but was also their 
evepyérns or Benefactor. : 

— fpiv—iuay] to us—of us. Some Hditors read jyiv, to you, 
and iuav, of you, from D, HE, G, and a few cursives. But it 
seems to be more in St. Paul’s manner to conciliate his hearers 
by identifying himself with them. The blessings of Providence 
extend to all mankind; and the Apostle, as one of the universal 
family, was a partaker in them, and is thankful for them. In his 


comprehensive largeness of heart he owns every one as a brother. 
His feeling is, 


“Homo sum, humani nihil a me alienum puto.” 


— terov’s—xaipotvs] showers—seasons. Therefore the ele- 
ments and Seasons are like God’s Apostles and Evangelists in the 
natural world, always preaching His love, wisdom, and power. 
And so otk &mdptupoy éavtdy apjrev. Cp. Acts xxvii. 27. 
Therefore they who fell away to Idolatry, or to Atheism, are 
without excuse. Rom. i. 20. 

19. AWddoavres Thy TlavAov] having stoned Paul; a punish- 
ment for the part he took in the stoning of Stephen, vii. 58; 
viii. 1. (Woltzog.) 

20. avacrds] having risen up, after being stoned. 2 Cor. xi. 
25, drat eAbdcOny, and cp. 2 Tim. iii. 11, one of the most mar- 
vellous of all his deliverances; after being stoned by his enemies, 
and dragged by them out of the city, and left for dead, he arises, 
and on the morrow goes forth to Derbe—perhaps on foot—a 
journey of some hours. 

There must have been something strange and perplexing to 
his converts, that a person endued with such marvellous powers 
in action, as St. Paul had just shown at Lystra, should be subject 
to such severe suffering. His afflictions, combined with his mira- 
cles, might disappoint and stagger them. How natural and need- 
ful therefore was it, that soon after these wonderful events he 
should preach on the topic mentioned in v. 22, that “through 
much ¢ribulation we must enter into the kingdom of God !”’ 

28. xelporovncavtes—mpeoBurépous] Cp. 2 Tim. i. 6. Paul 
and Barnabas had the episcopal dignity, and therefore ordained 
not only deacons, but priests. Ammonius, in Caten. p. 240. 

But it has been questioned, whether the word xeiporovia (as 
well as xeipo8ecla) signified Ordination in the Apostolic age. 

Its primary signification is election (properly by show of 
hands), and in this sense the verb yetporovéw seems to be used 
in 2 Cor. viii. 19; and it is not used in any other passages except 
that and the present, in the N. T. 

But the word mpoxeporoveiy is used in Acts x. 41, and is 
applied to God Himself, and (as Valek. observes, p. 474) means 
to pre-ordain, or appoint by choice. 

The substantive xe:porovia never occurs in the New Test. 
The passages where yepotoveiy occurs in the Apostolic Fathers, 
do not throw much light on the question. See Iynat. Phil. 10, 
XEpotovijta OeompeaButny, Polyc. 7. They appear to suppose 
election on the part of the people; whether they do not also sup- 
pose ordination by laying on of hands is not certain. To quote 
the words of Bingham, IV. vi. § 11, ‘‘The Greeks call the impo- 


ACTS XIV. 24—28. 


4 Kat duehOdvres tHv Tvodtav AdOov eis Tappudav 


XV. 1—5. 11] 


5 Kal Nadnoavtes €v 


je X / - 
Tlépyyn tov doyov KatéBnoay eis Atrahevav: * °KaxetOev amémrevoray els *AvTi- och. 15.1, 3. 
, A > A la) » a 
dxevav, Olev Hoav mapadedouevor TH ya pute TOD Ocod eis TO Epyov 6 eA pwcar. 
/ y 
*7 ® Tapayevdpevor S€ Kat ovvayaydvtes THY exkhynolay aviyyyeav doa éol- pcb. 15.4. 


e ‘\ > lal wn 
noev 0 Ods peT avTar, Kal dru nvorge Tots Overt OUpay tictews: * drérpiov 


8c , E) INE \ an a 
€ XPovov OUK O vyov OvV TOU pabynrats. 


1 Cor. 16, 9. 
2 Cor. 2. 12. 
Rev, 3. 8. 


XV. !* Kati twes xarehOdvres dard THs “Iovdaias ediSackov Tors ddeddovs, a Gen. 17.10. 


, aN \ , a» , > , eX 
Ort €av py Tepitépvnobe TH Cer Mwvicéus, od d¥vacbe owOjvar. 


ev. 12, 3, 
Gal. 5. 1, 2. 
Phil. 3. 2. 
Col. 2. 8, 11, 16. 


b , S , an , \ A 
2>Tevowevns otv ordcews Kat (ntycews ovk ddiyns TO Tlavd\m Kat To Sa? L. 

, A , h. 11. 30. 
BapvaBa mpds avrovs, éera€av avaBatvew Ilad\ov kal BapvaBav Kat Twas wis.i. & 16.4. 
AX B) Salen) X Si fh) , \ , ee Ay \ 
adhous €€ adrav mpds Tods dmootdhous Kal peo Butépors eis ‘Iepovoadnp, Tept 


“A , 
Tov (ntypmatos TovTOV. 


3 Ot XN ay bg e x an 3 , BS la s\ 7 wy 
L wev ody tpoTenplevtes vd THs ExKAnoias SippyovTo THY Gowikyny Kat 
Sopdpevay exdunyovmevor hv emiotpodyny Tav eOvadv: * Kal érotovy yapay c Luke 15.7, 10. 


feyalnv maou Tots adedqots. 


4 ¢ Tlapayevopevor S€ eis “Iepovoad7m map- den. 14.27. 


4 e SS Con 3 ? \ A“ 3 , \ A la 
ed€xOnoav wd THs exk\nolas Kal TaV drooTOhwY Kal TOY mpeaBuTépwr, 


> 4 , 4 ¢ x 2 “4 > 3 A 
avyyyeitav TE OFA O O€ds Erolnoe PET avTaV. 


5? b , PS , A > \ A € 1d A - ie 
Egavéctycay O€ Ties TOV ATO THS alpévews TOV PapiTalwy TETLTTEVKOTES, 
* héyovres Ore Set TEpiTeuvery avdTovs, Tapayyéddew TE THPEW TOV VOMoY Mavo€us. e ver. 1. 


sition of hands both xetporovia and yxeipobecia, as may be seen in 
the Canons of the Council of Nice (c. 19) and Chalcedon (ce. 15). 

‘‘Yet sometimes these words are distinguished, as by the 
author of the Constitutions, where he says, mpeaBurepos xeipobere?, 
ov xXelpoTove?, a presbyter gives imposition of hands, but does not 
OFGQIN. . « » Neither does xe:potovia always signify Ordination 
in ancient writers, though it does most commonly so, as Fronto 
Duceus (in Chrysost. hom. 1, ad pop. Antioch. p. 1) and other 
learned persons have showed.” 

The following are the arguments in favour of assigning the 
sense of Ordination to x«ipotovhoavres—not however as neces- 
sarily here implying the laying on of hands. 

(1) That the nominative case agreeing with that participle is 
Paul and Barnabas. 

(2) That Ordination was performed by Paul (see 2 Tim. 
i. 6), and was to be performed by Timothy, the Bishop of Ephesus 
(see 1 Tim. v. 22). 

(3) That xetpotovhoayres was generally understood in this 
sense by Ancient Authors, cp. S. Jerome in Isa. lviii. Theodoret 
H. H.i. 9. 8. Jerome, 1. c. says, ‘‘ Plerique nostrorum yxepo- 
roviay, id est ordinationem clericorum, que non solum ad impre- 
cationem vocis, sed ad impositionem impletur mantis,—sic intel- 
ligunt, ut assumant testimonium Pauli, Manus citd nemini impo- 
sueris.”” 1 Tim. v. 22. And Chrys. says (in Act. vi. 7), “ This 
is xe:porovla—viz. the hand is laid on the head; and thus God 
works. His hand touches the head rod xepotovoumévov, if xer- 
potovia is rightly administered.” 

(4) The Ancient Versions of this passage authorize this sense. 
Thus Vulg. has ‘‘cim constituissent presbyteros.”’ And Valck., 
p- 474, “‘Seniores in Heclesia constituere, est xetpotovety mpeaBu- 
tépous.” Cf. 2 Cor. viii. 19. 

— kar’ éxxAnolay] They ordained several Presbyters to each 
Church ; but we hear of only one chief Spiritual Pastor of Crete or 
of Ephesus; and only of one Angel of the several Apocalyptic 
Churches (Rev. ii. 1—18; iii. 1—14). 

— mpeoBurépovs] This is the first mention in the Acts of the 
Ordination of Presbyters ; but there were Presbyters before this. 
See xi. 30; and cp. xv. 2. 4. 6. 22. 

25. Mépyn] Perga. See xiii. 13. 

— ’Arrdaciay] Attaleia, on the coast of Pamphylia, at the 
mouth of the river Catarrhactes; built by Attalus Philadelphus, 
King of Pergamus, in a convenient position for commanding the 
trade of Syria or Egypt. Howson, i. p. 242. 

26. ’Avridxerav, b0ev] Antioch—next after Jerusalem, the 
centre of Christianity—especially of Gentile Christianity. See 
above, xiii. 2, 3; xv. 2. 

27. Hvoite—Obpay] opened the door by the Keys of the Christian 
Ministry—a reference to our Lord’s promise of the Keys, par- 
ticularly to St. Peter (Matt. xvi. 19), by whom first Our Lord 
opened the door of the Church to Jews and Gentiles. 


But we see here that this “ power of the Keys,”’ and of open- 
ing the door of the Church is ascribed to others also. Cp. Col. 
iv. 3. 


Cu. XV. 1. Kat trwes—owbjvar] And certain persons came 
down from Judea (to Antioch) and were teaching the brethren, 
that unless ye be circumcised according to the custom of Moses, 
ye cannot be saved. ‘The assertors of these propositions were 
Pharisees who had embraced the Gospel, see v. 5. According to 
Epiphanius and others, the leader of these was Cerinthus, who 
excited the faithful against Peter (Acts xii. 17) for baptizing 
Cornelius and the Gentiles, and against Paul for not circumcising 
Titus (Gal. ii. 3). See Hpiphan. her. 28 and 30, pp. 111—114, 
Philastrius, de her. 36. S. Aug. de her. in v.; and S. Jerome, 
Epist. 89. Theodoret, heer. ii. 3. With Cerinthus was associated 
Ebion, who held the same tenets with regard to the ceremonial 
law. See Epiphan. her. 30, and A Lapide here, and Tillemont, 
Mémoires ii. p. 25. 

A great part of this Chapter is quoted by S. Ireneus, iii. 14. 

2. 7G MataAw kal TP BapydBa| Paul and Barnabas, and Titus 
also was with them, for there is little doubt that this is the visit 
of which St. Paul speaks, in his Epistle to the Galatians, ii. 1— 
10. See Jreneus, iii. 13, and Bede, and Bp. Pearson here, p. 
379, ‘fourteen years after St. Paul’s conversion.” Cp. Kitto, 
pp- 299—305, and Meyer, and see the notes below on Gal. ii. 
1—8; and above, Chronol. Table, pp. 24. 26. 


— mpds tos amoardérAous Kal mpecButepovs] to the Apostles 
and Presbyters. This expression is repeated four times in this 
chapter (vv. 4, 6. 22, 23. See also xvi. 4). It marks a distinc- 
tion between the Apostles and Presbyters or Elders, and a 
superiority of order in the former. Ammonius. 

We may also observe the frequent occurrence of adeA¢pol, 
brethren, in this chapter—denoting the general body or 7A7G0s 
(v. 12) of the Christian Laity. See vv. 1. 3.7. 13. 22, 23. 32, 
33. 36. 40. And thus we have presented to us a view of the pri- 
mitive organization of the Church for settling controversies, 

1. of "AmdaroAa, the Apostles with a ‘‘ vox delibe- 

2. of MpeaBurepa, the Presbyters \ rativa.”” 

3. of "AdeAgol, the Brethren, or the Laity, assisting at the 
deliberations (see v. 7. 11), and giving force to the decree of the 
Council by reception of it. 

On this latter point, see further on ». 23. 


This Council of Jerusalem is the model of all succeeding 
ones, except so far as their circumstances may have been modified 
by the renunciation of heathenism on the part of the Governing 
Power of a Country, and by its reception into the Christian 
Church. See Bp. Andrewes on the Authority of Christian 
Princes in summoning Councils, Serm. vii. vol. v. pp. 156—168 ; 
also Hooker, viii. 5; and the Expositors of the XXIst Article. 
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ACTS XV. 6—18. 


3 A \ le) , 
6 SwwnyOncav Se of drdotodo. Kat ot mperBurepor ideiy mepi Tod hoyou 
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fch. 10. 20. 
& 11. 1, 2. 
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g1Chron. 28.9. Kal TWlLOTEVOAL. 


86Kol 6 KxapSwyvdatns Ocds euaptipnoe adtois, Sovs 


9% kal ovdev Siéxpwe peragv 


A an fal iZ ‘ , by aie! la) S , 
Hav Kal adtov, TH wlote. Kabapicas tas Kapdias avtav. |? Nov ovy Tt 


an a an A » 
mepdlere tov Oedv, emibeivar Luydv emi tov Tpdxyhov Tov palnTav, OV ovTE 


Baotacat ; |! **AdAa Sua TNS XapiTos 


¢ a lal fp 
12 °"Eotynoe Sé wav 7d THOS, kal AKovov BaprvdBa Kai Tavdou éEnyoupevwy 


ch. 1, 24. > A N an N y Ac Noe cya 

& 10. 44. avtots TO [Ivedpa 7d ayov, Kafws Kal nw 

h ch, 10. 48. 

1 Cor. 1. 2. 

1 Pet. 1. 22. 

€ , e a ¥ € a > 7, 

iEph.2.8 Ob TaTepes MOV OUTE NMELS LaXVoapeEY 

Tit. 3. 7. = ips m oA , Ss 
Tod Kupiov “Incod mucrevopev owOnvar, Kal” dv TpdTOV KaKEtvoL. 
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jch. 12, 17. 


Q 5 a A 
135 Mera 8€ 7d orynoa avtods, dmexpiOn IdkwBos héywv, "Avdpes adehfot, 


6. cuvhxOnoay of dmdcroAo Kat of mperBirTepor] the Apostles 
and the Presbyters were gathered together. 

The first Counciz of the CuristrAn CHURCH. 

The Convention of the Disciples (Acts i. 15) for the election 
of an Apostle, and the assembly for the appointment of Deacons 
(Acts vi. 11) are reckoned by some as Councils (e. g. by Cabas- 
sutius, de Conciliis, cap. i. ed. Lovan. 1776); and some add the 
Assembly at Miletus, Acts xx. 17: but these differ much from 
this Synod at Jerusalem. 

It was a maxim of the Ancient Church “to do nothing with- 
out the Bishop ”’—pndev tvev rod émicxdmov mpdoocew (Ignat. ad 
Trall. 2). And (as Grotius observes) at this Council, the Apos- 
tles, although they bad a sufficiency of right and of divine gifts in 
themselves, yet have left a lesson to Bishops, to do nothing with- 
out their Presbyters. 

For a Summary of the purport and acts of this Council of 
Jerusalem, see Hooker, IV. xi. 

— ideiv] to see; ‘ut cognoscerent ;”’ the Hebr. yp (yada) is 
often rendered by idetv in LXX (see Lev. xxiii. 43. Deut. iii. 
19; xxxiv. 6), and from that Hebrew root, the words e%3w, «fn, 
and video, seem to be derived. 

7. Tlérpos] Peter; he rises first to make his defence, having 
been the first object of attack. See on v.1. The summoning of 
this Council, and the part taken in it by St. Peter, seem to present 
a strong argument against the doctrine of his supremacy; and 
much more against that of the supremacy of the Bishops of Rome, 
who profess to be his successors. 

If St. Peter had been Supreme Head of the Church, and if 
his decrees were absolute and infallible, there was uo need of this 
appeal from Antioch (which Romish Divines affirm to have been 
St. Peter’s see) to Jerusalem. There was no occasion for the 
assembling of a Council of Apostles and Presbyters there. Jf 
St. Peter had been, what every one of his so-called succes- 
sors professes to be, by virtue of their alleged succession from 
St. Peter —Supreme and Infallible Head of the Church of Christ 
upon earth; then the appeal would have been to St. Peter him- 
self; and he would not have attended the Council, to make his 
defence before it. And the decree of the Council would not have 
been framed as it is. We should have had a Papal brief, and not 
a Synodical decree. 

The Holy Spirit appears to have taught the Church by this 
history, that in doubtful and controverted matters the appeal is 
not to any single Bishop, even though he be an Apostle, but to a 
Council of the Church; that is to say, to the Holy Ghost Him- 
self, Whose presence and guidance have been promised by Christ 
to the Church, and may be rightly expected by. her, when in imi- 
tation of ancient Councils, who placed the Volume of the Gospels 
on a royal throne in the midst of the Conclave, she prays for His 
direction, and regulates her deliberations, as St. James_ here 
teaches her to do, vv. 16—19, by His Holy Word. 

And whatever has been decreed by Councils of the Church, 
duly constituted, and conducting their deliberations on this prin- 
ciple,—and whatever, having been so decreed by Councils, has 
been received by the consentient voice of the faithful, Clergy and 
Laity, in Christendom, which is the Body of Christ, and has 
taken root in its usage, that may be safely accepted as a true ex- 
position of Christian doctrine. 

It has been indeed alleged, that such principles as these im- 
pute Infallibility to a given body of men, e. g. to a Council ; and 


degree, to the objections urged against the doctrine of Papal Su- 
premacy. But this allegation is erroneous. It confounds two 
things which ought to be kept distinct, viz. @ posteriori Iner- 
rancy, and @ priori Infallibility. The Romish theory asserts that 
the Pope is infallible,—i. e. that he cannot err in any thing that 
he may decree ex cathedrd, as Pope; whether or no, what he has 
decreed, may be subsequently received by the consent of Christen- 
dom. But no such authority is rightly claimed for a Council. 
It cannot be said @ priori, that a Council, or any given body 
of men, however wise or holy, who meet together, may not err. 
But it may be justly asserted, that when Councils are duly con- 
stituted and convened, and ground their deliberations on Holy 
Scripture ; and when what they decree, is a posteriori received by 
the faithful, and becomes part of the Code of the Church, then 
what is so determined and received, is not erroneous, but true. 

— af’ qucpav apxatwy] from primitive days,—the beginning 
of the Gospel. See xi. 15, év apxi, at the beginning, or the Day 
of Pentecost. xxi. 16, &pxatw pabnth. Phil. iv. 15, ev apx7 
Tov evaryyeAlov. For the fact of St. Peter’s selection, see Acts x. 
20; xi. 12—15. 

St. Peter refers to Christ’s promise to him, that he should 
open the kingdom of heaven with the keys of the Word and 
Sacraments. Matt. xvi. 19. 

— mortedoa] To be engrafted in His Church on their public 
profession of faith in Christ. See on xiii. 48. 

8. guapripynoey avrois| He bare witness to them by the visible 
descent of the Holy Spirit upon them, “as upon us at the be- 
ginning,’ Acts x. 44, 45; xi. 15. 

10. ri meipacere Toy Gedy] Why do ye tempt God, Who has 
already declared His pleasure in this matter, by His vision to me 
and to Cornelius, and by the descent of the Holy Ghost on him, 
and on other Gentiles evangelized by my ministry? Acts x. 44; 
xi. 15. Why do ye tempt Him, by controverting what He has 
decided, and by resisting Fis will ? 

— (vyév] The yoke of the Ceremonial Law; instead of the 
xpnoros Cuyds, ‘of Christ.’ Matt. xi. 29, 30. 

— otk ioxvoauey] had not strength to bear—not a complaint 
of divine severity, but a confession of human infirmity. Cp. Phil. 
iv. 13. 

ll. *Incovd] Elz. adds Xpiorob, which is not in A, B, B, G, H. 
The hope of salvation (rot ow6ijva) is expressed emphatically by 


‘the word “Ingots, or Saviour, standing alone. 


13. *IdxwBos] James. The Bishop of Jerusalem. (Chrys.) It 
is probable that as such he was President of the Council; and 
see St. Paul’s words, Gal. ii. 9, concerning this assemblage, where 
he places James first. 

(1) The first argument (for the reception of the Gentiles on 
equal terms with Jews, and without the imposition of the cere- 
monial law, now fulfilled in Christ) was the Nature of the Law 
itself, which even they to whom it was given were too weak to 
bear (v. 10). 

(2) The second was from God’s choice, that the Gentiles 
should be evangelized by Peter (vv. 7, 8). 

(3) The third is from the visible signs of God’s approval, 
manifested in the miracles wrought by Him, through the instru- 
mentality of Barnabas and Paul, in preaching to the Gentiles. 

(4) The fourth argument, stated by James, vv. 16—19, is 
from ancient prophecy, foretelling the restoration of the house of 
David in the evangelization of the world: and to this St. James 
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(5) A fifth, the crowning argument of all, derived from 
God’s own attributes, His universal Knowledge, and Care, and 
everlasting Love, for what He has made (7d épyov avroi, v. 18). 
And since He is the Maker and Father of the Gentiles, as weil as 
of the Jews, therefore (hey are objects of His Love even from the 
beginning. 

14, Suuedv] Simeon, jiwnw, i.e. Simon Peter. See 2 Pet. 
i. 1. James does not say Ilérpos, but uses his original Hebrew 
name, as supplying an argument d@ fortiori. Simon, the Apostle 
of the Circumeision, he who has not changed his name, like 
Saul the Apostle of the Gentiles, but retains his original He- 
brew appellation, although Petros is added to it, he with all his 
Jewish habits and prepossessions, has shown what God has done 
by him among the Gentdiles. And now hear what your own He- 
brew Prophets say to the same effect. He has been a true Simeon, 
hearing and obeying God ; imitate him. 

This is the last mention of St. Peter in the Acts of the 
Apostles. For some notices of his subsequent history, see below, 
Introduction to his first Epistle, and notes on | Pet. v. 13, and 
2 Pet. i. 13. 

— rAady] Elz. adds én, which is not in A, C, D, E. The 
sense is, to take a people for His own Name, from the Gentiles ; 
a saying best illustrated by our Lord’s command to His Apostles, 
to go and baptize all Nations in the One Name of the Triune 
God. 

16. thy oKnvqvy] = 720, tugurium, tabernaculum, domum. 
The word is not palace, but tent, to show the low estate to which 
the house of David had been reduced, when raised up into the 
Universal Church by Christ: cf. Isa. liv. 2. The Tabernacle of 
David is the Church of God, to be raised up in the Seed of David, 
which is Christ, the Eternal Word, Who pitched His tent in 
our Nature (John i. 14) in the house of David, and so raised up 
for ever the tabernacle of our fallen humanity (@cumen. p. 123, 
and compare Hengstenberg, Christol. iii. 227), and in Whom all 
Nations are blessed. 

This is a remarkable interpretation of Hebrew Prophecies ; 
an interpretation delivered at Jerusalem itself, by the Apostle 
St. James, the first Bishop of Jerusalem. And it declares that 
the true Restoration of the Tabernacle of David is to be found in 
the reception of the residue of the human family, and in the 
flowing-in of ai/ Nations, whether Jew or Gentile, into the Church 
of Christ. Is not this a divine declaration on the true ‘“ Restora- 
tion of the Jews?” 

Amos ix. 12 says, DITR MINX WY yD? ut possideant 
residuum Edom, et omnes gentes super quas invocatum est nomen 
Meum in eas, Dominus dixit, which the LXX renders érws 
ex(nthowow of katddoma TY avOpdrwy Ka mdvTa TH Ovn, ep” 
ods emixexAntat Td bvoud jou em adtols, Ayer KUpios 6 Told 
TAVTO. 

It has been supposed by some that the LXX read pix for 
Diy, and wyp for wn, but this supposition is not necessary 
(see Pococke, Port. Mos. iv. p. 46). nx is often the note of the 
nominative case; and the LXX Version, which is sometimes a 
Targum or Paraphrase, regards Edom as a general representative 
of those who were alien from God. 

St. James and St. Luke adopt that Version, as not contrary 
to the mind of the Spirit, and indeed as expressing that mind, 
declared in numerous other places of Holy Scripture (quoted by 
Mr. Grinfield), which are almost identical in sense with the words 
of the LXX. See, for instance, Ps. lxxxvi. 9, mdyra Ta eum boa 
énolnaas, htovor Ka mpookvyhaovot, kal doédcover Td dvoud cov. 
Ps. xxii. 31; cii. 18. Isa. xliii. 7. 

17. é¢ ods—én’ adtods] a Hebraism retained by the LXX, 
from the original of Amos. Cf. oj—atrod 1 Pet. ii. 24. Rev. 
vii. 2; xiii. 12. Vorst. de Hebr. p. 546. The avrovs gives an 
emphasis to the relative,—even upon éhem, Cp. Winer, p. 134. 
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— tata] these things. Elz. adds mdyra, all, which is not in 
A, B, C, D, nor in Jreneus, 1. c. The quotation from Amos ends 
at Tatra. And the comment of St. James begins at yywordv. 

18. yrwordy am aidvds éort TH OG 7d Epyov avtod] known 
JSrom eternity to God is His own work. This reading, which is 
adopted by Lachmann (with the omission of éoriw) and by Bor- 
nemann, is authorized by A (omitting erty) and by D, and by 
Treneus, iil. 14, who has ‘ Cognitum a seculo Deo est opus 
Hjus,” and by Vulg., Arm., Syr., omitting 76 Kuplo. 

yoord is the reading of B, C, which omit the rest of the 
clause. E has yyword am aiayds éort TG OcG mdvta Ta epya 
avrov, which is the reading of Ez. 

The emphatic words are yywordy, known, and épyov, work. 
God is the Maker of all; and He, the common Father of all, 
knows (i.e. not only foresees, but cares for and loves, DL, novit, 
dilexit, Gen. xvili. 19. Exod. i. 8; ii. 25; xxxiii. 12.17. Hos. 
v. 4, and passim) from the beginning, not only the Jews, but all 
men; and not only men, but His works generally, i.e. every 
thing that He has made. His mercy is over all His works from 
everlasting. He hateth nothing that He hath made. See above, 
on v. 13. 

The argument of St. James is, therefore, The decree that 
I propose is nothing new, but is based on the foundation of 
God’s eternal Foreknowledge of, and Universal Love to, all His 
Creatures. 

19. eyd xptyw] ‘ego censeo;’ I give as my sentence. Cp. xvi. 4, 
ddyuata TH KEeKplmeva tnd Tov GrooTéAwY Kal THY TpEC- 
Burépwy, and xxi. 25, kplvavres pndey To.odToy Typety, words 
which show that no single voice of any one Apostle (James, or 
Peter, or Paul) was predominant over the rest. 

20. aAtoynudrwy] A word peculiar to the N. T. and the LXX 
Version of the Old. See Dan. i. 8. Mal. i. 7. 12, explained by 
eidwAdduroy Acts xxi. 25. It is derived from dAroyéw, which the 
LXX use for 593, “ vedimo sanguine (a remarkable intimation of 


f redemption by ‘the effusion of blood), sanguinem effundo, et 


sanguine effuso maculare, idedque contaminare’’ (Zeph. iii. 1. 
Isa, lxiii. 3). 

The Greek dAroyéw appears to be derived from an unused 
root, GAlw, i. gq. KvAlw, volvo, to wallow in the BdpBopos or mire 
of uncleanness, especially in blood. See Valek. here, and ep. 
KvAtoua BopBdpov, 2 Pet. ii. 22. 

On the reason and obligation of the Decree with regard to 
things offered to idols, see note on mvikTov Kal alwartos, v. 20. 

— Tihs wopyetas] fornication. This injunction was rendered 
necessary by the then condition of the Gentile World. Cp. 1 Thess. 
iv. 5. Eph. iv. 18, 19. A striking proof of moral depravity in 
what was called an enlightened age. 

See Bp. Sanderson’s excellent remarks (Serm. vi. ad Popu- 
lum, § 9, vol. iii. p. 220), where, after showing by examples, into 
what a state of moral blindness and degradation the Heathen 
Nations had sunk in that age of intellectual light (a solemn 
warning to other Nations), in their connivance at this deadly sin, 
and it may be added, even in their consecration of it by religious 
rites, of temple, priest, and sacrifice (e.g. at Corinth, Paphos, 
Cyprus), he proceeds to say, ‘‘ Out of this consideration, the 
Apostles in that first Council holden at Jerusalem, thought it 
needful by Hcclesiastical Canon, among some other indifferent 
things for the Church’s peace, to lay this restraint upon the con- 
verted Gentiles, that they should abstain from fornication. 

“Not, as if fornication were in itself an indifferent thing, as 
those other things were; or as if those other things were, in them- 
selves, and simply, unlawful, as fornication was. But the Apostles 
did therefore join fornication and those other indifferent things in 
the same Canon, because the Gentiles accounted fornication a 
thing as indifferent as what was most indifferent,” 
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— 0d mviKT0d, Kad TOD aluaros] i.e. from blood, whether in 
the animal strangled (i. e. so that the blood is not allowed to issue 
from it when killed), or Slood poured out from it. 7d mvixroy 
was regarded as a delicacy by the Gentiles. Cp. Casaubon ad 
Athen. ii. c. 24. 

The foundation of this prohibition is in the command given 
to Noah (Gen. ix. 4), and renewed in the Law. Lev. iii. 17; 
vii. 26; xvii. 10; xix. 26. Deut. xii. 16. 23. 1 Sam. xiv. 33; 
and see the passages from the Rabbis in Lightfoot, ii. 697. 

Things which are not unlawful in themselves, but indifferent, 
may become inexpedient and evil, ‘per accidens, ratione scan- 
dali.”’ ‘ Every creature of God is good, and nothing to be re- 
fused” (1 Tim. iv. 4), and ‘‘all things are lawful to me,’ says 
St. Paul, ‘but all things are not expedient’’ (1 Cor. vi. 12; x. 
23); and if they are prohibited by lawful authority they are un- 
lawful to me who am subject to that authority. 

This was the case, in primitive times, with meats offered to 
Idols, and with blood; an abstinence from which had been com- 
manded before the Law, by three of the seven precepts given to 
Noah, as the Jews affirm. See Seder Olam in Selden de Jure 
Heb. vii. 3, p. 809. Gieseler, Eccles. Hist. § 17, note 7, and 
§ 26, note 6. 

This Apostolic decree to abstain from blood was carefully 
observed for some time after the Apostolic age. 

‘‘ Tt was the custom of the Christian Church, almost till the 
time of S. Augustine, to abstain from eating of blood, in com- 
pliance with the rule given by the Apostles to the Gentile Con- 
verts. Therefore by the most ancient laws of the Church all 
clergymen were obliged to abstain from it, under pain of degrada- 
tion. This is evident from the Apostolical Canons (Can. 69), 
and those of the Council of Gangra (Can. 19), and of Trullo 
(Can. 67). But this was looked upon by some only as a fem- 
porary injunction; so it appears from §. Augustine (c. Faust. 
xxxii. 13) that in his time it was of no force in the African Church. 
For he says that in his time few men thought themselves under 
any obligation to observe it. . . . He that would see more about 
it may consult Curcelleus, de esu sanguinis, cap. 13.’ Bingham, 
xvii. 8. 15. And cp. the authorities in Howson, 262, 3, whence 
it appears that the Greek Church still maintains the obligation of 
the Apostolic decree concerning abstinence from blood. 

The Apostles thought it expedient to require from the Gen- 
tile Christians an abstinence from these things; for divers 
reasons— 

(1) Because the eating of things offered to idols (known to 
be such) was almost unavoidably connected with the worship of 
idols. See } Cor. viii. 10. 

(2) Because the eating of things strangled, and blood, would 
have revolted the Jewish Christians from intercourse with them, 
and so have been a hindrance to Church- Unity. 

(3) Because the ‘Apostles desired to show the Jewish Con- 
verts that they had a tender regard for their scruples, especially 
when grounded on Ante-Levitical Law and Usage; and there was 
a reasonable hope, that therefore the Jewish Christians, on their 
side, would be more disposed to comply with the Apostles in not 
enforcing on the Gentile Christians the Rite of Circumcision 
and the other ceremonies of the Levitical Law. 

On these points, see Augustine (c. Faust. xxxii. 13), and 
Hooker (Preface, iv. 5 and IV. xi. 5), who says, ‘The Apostles 
did not impose upon the Churches of the Gentiles any part of the 
Jews’ ordinances with bond of necessary and perpetual observation 
(as we all both by doctrine and practice acknowledge), but only 
in respect of the conveniency and fitness of the present state of 
the Church, as it then stood.’’ 

Again Hooker (Serm. iii. p. 619) says, “A positive law is 
that which bindeth them that receive it, in such things as might 
before have been either done or not done without offence, but 
not after, during the time it standeth in force. Such were those 
Church Constitutions concerning strangled and blood. But 
there is no person whom, nor ¢ime wherein, a law natural doth 
not bind.” 


On this important question, involving a discussion of the 
fundamental principles of Law, and of the duty and right of 
Conscience, see also Bp. Sanderson, Serm. v. ad Pop. iii. 
p- 160, § 16, and p. 169, “The Apostles in the first Council 
holden at Jerusalem, Jaid upon the Churches for a time a re- 
straint from the eating of blood, and things sacrificed to idols and 
strangled.”’ 

It may be noticed here, that the Apostles would not have 
prohibited the Gentile Churches the eating of blood, in this 
unqualified manner, if they had believed in a carnal presence of 
flesh and blood in the Holy Eucharist. Therefore this Decree 
of the First Council of the Christian Church may be rightly 
appealed to, as containing a primitive protest against the Romish 
dogma of Transubstantiation. 

21. Mwiois yap] For Moses, from primitive ages, hath in every 
cily those who preach him, in that he is read in the synagogues 
every Sabbath-day. We will send by letter these decrees to the 
Gentile Christians, but it is not necessary to transmit them to 
the Jewish Christians, because they have them already in sub- 
stance in the Pentateuch, which they hear every Sabbath-day 
(Chrys.) ; or, as Cassiodor. expresses it, “sufficere Mosi, quod 
ejus nomen in Synagogaé omni Sabbato cum veneratione nomina- 
tur.” This interpretation is confirmed by the words in v. 23, 
Tois adeApors Tots e& €OvGv. The Decrees do not appear to have 
been sent to the Jewish Christians. 

The Jews in all parts of the world have enjoyed the mani- 
fold blessings of Divine Revelation, for many ages. The season 
is now arrived for a communication of equal spiritual benefits 
to the Gentile World. 

This clause may also intimate—that it was necessary to 
frame and transmit these Decrees to the Gentile Christians, be- 
cause the Law of Moses is always sounding every where, from 
ancient times, in the Synagogues; and because the Mosaic Law 
has therefore, from its venerable antiquity and wide-spread dif- 
fusion, great influence, even in heathen countries; and because 
it could not be expected that the Jewish Christians would com- 
municate, as brethren, with those who set that Law at defiance 
even in those things which were anterior to that Law, and be- 
longed either to the Patriarchal dispensation, or even to the 
Natural Law. 

Further, by this honourable reference to Moses and the Law, 
on the part of the Church at Jerusalem—while she was declaring 
the non-obligation of the ceremonial Law on the Gentile Chris- 
tians—the Jews and Jewish Christians would be conciliated, and 
might reasonably infer that there was good reason for the non- 
exaction of Circumcision from the Gentiles on their reception 
into the Church. See Chrys. 

— knptooovtas—avaryiwworduevos| He is preached by being 
read. An apostolic statement of the important truth vindicated 
by Hooker (K. P. V. xix.), that public Reading of Holy Scrip- 
ture is Preaching. 

22. Sidav] Silas or Silvanus, a mpophrns (see v. 32), and 
afterwards the companion of St. Paul (xv. 40; xvi. 19. 25; 
xvii. 4), and associated with him in the preambles of his Epistles. 
See 1 Thess. i. 1. 2 Thess. i. 1, and on Phil. i. 1, p. 335. See 
also 1 Pet. v. 12. 

This name is always written SiAas in the History of the Acts, 
where the word occurs thirteen times; and S:Aovayds by St. Paul 
and St. Peter. On the contractions of proper names, see Winer, 
Gr. Gr. § 16, p. 93. Examples in the New Test. are "AroAAds 
for -vios, Apteuds for -(S5wpos, Nuupas for -ddwpos, Znvas for 
-ddwpos, “Enappas for -d8:T0s, Aovxas for Lucanus. Cp. note 
below, on Titus iii. 13. 

— &Ddpas jyoumévous} A strong proof (as Alford well ob- 
serves) that Silas was not (as some have imagined) the Author 
of the Acts of the Apostles. 

23. Kal of ddeApol] and the brethren. This is the reading of 
Elz., supported by H, G, H, and the great body of Cursive MSS., 
and the Syriac, Coptic, and Aithiopic Versions; and is retained 
by Tisch. and Bloomf. 
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This being the case, and this passage being one which has 
been made the subject of controversial disputation, I have deemed 
it best to leave the Text as it stands in the commonly received 
edition; and to accompany it with a statement of the evidence 
concerning the retention of the «al of, so that the reader may 
form his own judgment on the matter. 

The kai is not in D, and the words kai of are not found in 
A, B, C, nor in the Vulgate and Armenian Versions; nor in 
Jreneus, iii. 14, nor Origen, c. Cels. p. 396 (see Wetstein and 
Mill, proleg. 1350). They have therefore not been admitted by 
Lachmann, Bornemann, and Alford. And this reading, which 
omits ka} vi, seems to be confirmed by internal evidence,— 

(1) @ priori, Paul and Barnabas are said to go up “to the 
Apostles and Elders at Jerusalem (xv. 2) concerning this question.” 

(2) The ‘ Apostles and Elders”’ are said “to have met 
together to consider this matter”’ (xv. 6). 

(3) @ posterivri, Paul is said to have gone through the 
Cities, delivering to them to keep the Decrees determined by 
“the Apostles and Elders at Jerusalem” (xvi. 4). 

This triple mention of Apostles and Elders, without the 
addition of any other party, is significant ; 

It seems to indicate that ‘‘the Apostles and Elders” consti- 
tuted the Council, as far as deliberative voice and definitive sen- 
tence were concerned ; and therefore the Decree was promulgated 
in their names. 

And this interpretation is confirmed by the subsequent usage 
of the Christian Church in Synods. See Bingham (ii. 19. 11— 
13), “It is agreed on all hands by unprejudiced persons, that 
Presbyters had liberty to sit and deliberate with Bishops in Pro- 
vincial Councils.’”’? See above on »v. 6. 

And, as Abp. Cranmer says (in Bp. Burnet’s History of the 
Reformation, c. i. 353), ‘In all the Antient Councils of the Church 
in matters of Faith and Interpretation of Scripture, no man made 
definitive subscription but Bishops and Priests, forsomuch as the 
declaration of the Word of God appertains unto them.’’ See also 
Hooker, VIII. vi. 8, and VIII. vi. 12, “It cannot in any reason 
seem otherwise than most fit, that unto Ecclesiastical Persons 
the care of devising Ecclesiastical Laws be committed.” 

So Dr. Field writes ; ‘‘ Our adversaries (the Romanists) say 
that the Protestants affirm that Laymen ought not only to be 
present in General Councils, but also to have decisive voices as 
well as they of the Clergy; and thereupon they charge us with 
great absurdity.” 

“Tt is agreed, that Ministers only have decisive voices in 
Councils, in sort before expressed.” So also Bp. Beveridge 
(Codex Canonum vindicatus 1678, p. xx), “ Laici ad judicium 
de doctrinaé aut disciplina Ecclesiastica ferendum nunquam ad- 
missi sunt.’”” And so Dr. Field adds (on the Church, v. c. 49, 
p- 646, ed. 1635), ‘‘ The persons that may be present are of divers 
sorts; for some there are with authority to teach, define, pre- 
scribe, and to direct. Others are there to hear, set forward, and 
consent unto that which is there done. In the former sort, none 
but only Ministers of the Word and Sacraments are present in 
Councils, and they only have deciding and defining voices; but 
in the latter sort, Laymen also may be present; whereupon we 
shall find that Bishops and Presbyters subscribe in this sort ; 
‘Ego, N. definiens subscripsi;’ but the Emperor, or any other 
Lay person, ‘ Ego, N. consentiens subscripsi.’ ”’ 

And this has been the practice from time immemorial in 
England. See Bp. Kenneti’s Eccles. Synods, ed. London, 1701, 
Part i. p. 249, where he says, ‘‘ By collating the history of all our 
Saxon Councils, it is easy to discover, that, if the subject of any 
laws was for the outward peace and temporal government of the 
Church, such laws were properly ordained by the King and his 
great Council of Clergy and Laity intermixed, as our Acts of 
Parliament are still made. But if there was any doctrine to be 
tried, or any exercise of pure discipline to be reformed, then the 
Clergy of the great Council departed into a separate Synod; and 
there being the same men in a different and sole capacity, they 
acted as proper Judges within the power of the keys. Only when 


they had thus provided for the state of Religion, they brought 
their Canons from the Synod back again to the Council, to be 
ratified by the King with advice of his great men; and so wisely 
made the Constitutions of the Church to be Laws of the Realm. 
I cannot imagine that the Saxon National Assemblies were any 
more mixed Councils than our English Parliaments are. Theirs 
had authority not only in Civil matters, but in all external Church 
affairs ; so have ours. Yet theirs did not meddle with Doctrines 
or Spiritual Discipline, nor will ours. 

“The Norman’s Revolution made indeed no change in this 
respect. The Conqueror in his great councils had his spiritual 
and his temporal Barons; and they jointly advised him upon all 
the exigencies of preserving the peace, and advancing the interest 
of Church and State. But when matters arose that were purely 
spiritual, then the King allowed a Legate or an Arch-Bishop to 
meet the other Prelates in a distinct Synod, and there to act as 
the Church Representative.” 

These are the principles which regulate the proceedings of 
the Church of England in her Convocations, where Bishops and 
Presbyters sit and deliberate as Brethren ; but no Canon tramed 
by them has force of law in the Courts of the Realm, unless it is 
received and ratified by the Crown. 


— ddeAgots] to the brethren. The inculcation of the word 
brethren in the Preamble of this Decree of the first Council of 
the Church, and in this Chapter generally (where it occurs no less 
than eleven times), was probably designed to show, that, in order 
to settle Church Controversies, Bishops, and Presbyters, and 
People, should ever remember, that, although there are divers 
degrees and orders in the Church,—yet all its members are Bre- 
thren. Cp. Matt. xxiii. 8. John xx. 17. Acts vii. 26. 

— xalpew] greeting ; ‘salvere.’ Used in the N. T. only by St. 
James, i. 1; perhaps a sign that he had the principal part in 
framing the decree. 

25, 26. civ rots &yamntots Huey BapydBa Kal Tava, dv0pd- 
mois—Inoov Xpiotov] with our beloved Barnabas and Paul, 
men who have hazarded their lives for the name of our Lord 
Jesus Christ. A remarkable testimony. The first Christians 
were not wont to praise one another in public. But on the pre- 
sent occasion, such an attestation, especially to St. Paul, was sea- 
sonable and appropriate. It was a reply to the charges of the 
Judaizers against him. It was a public declaration on the part 
of the other Apostles at Jerusalem, that St. Paul’s claims to divine 
revelations, and to an apostolic mission, were true; and that there 
was no difference of opinion, or disparity in dignity, between him 
and the Twelve who had ‘seen the Lord”’ on earth. Sucha 
declaration was called for. See ix. 26. 

28. ote TG Mvevmari TO aylw nal juiv] it seems good to the 
Holy Ghost and to us; to us inspired by the Holy Ghost, to us 
His ministers and organs for declaring the truth,—a mode of ex- 
pression not uncommon in the Old Testament, where we read, 
“The people believed the Lord and His servant Moses,’’ Exod. 
xiv. 31. “The sword of the Lord and of Gideon,’’ Judges vii. 
18. 20. ‘The people feared the Lord and Samuel,’ ] Sam. xii. 
18. (Severus.) Compare the language of St. John, 3rd Epistle, v. 12. 

This expression ‘‘it seemed good to the Holy Ghost and to 
us’’ is an Apostolic statement of the true doctrine of Inspiration. 
The Apostles were inspired by God, but they did not lose their 
personal identity. The human element was not absorbed into 
the divine; but it was spiritualized and transfigured by it. 

There is also another reason for the addition of the word us 
here. We,—though Jews by birth and education, and of the 
Circumcision,—we declare that the Gentiles are not to be circum- 
cised. (Chrys.) 

The English Convocation rightly prays, ‘‘ Concede ut Spiritus 
Tuus, Qui Concilio olim Apostolico, huic nostro etiam nunc in- 
sideat.” But it cannot be held with Bellarmine (de Concil. ii. c. 
2) that Councils of the Church now are entitled to adopt the 
words of the text in the framing of Canons. See Hooker, VIII. 
vi. 7. Abp. Laud against Fisher, § 33. Hammond, i. p. 558. 
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88. amooretAavtas avtovs| who sent them. So A, B, C, D.— 
Eiz. émooréaous. After these words Elz. adds @oke 58 7G Sida 
émimeivat avtov, which are not in A, B, HE, G, H. 

87. éBotdeto] was desirous. So A, B, C, E.—Elz. éBov- 
Aevero. 

88. nétov—un] Stronger than ov« nfiov. 
right not to take him. 

— tovroyv] this man. 
the end of the sentence. 

39. mapotvouds] a sharp contention. mapotvouds, ove ex Opa. 
(Gcum.),—i. e. it was only a transitory ebullition of a natural 
infirmity of temper; ‘‘exacerbatio, non odium.’’ 

On some circumstances, which had probably led to this con- 
tention of Paul and Barnabas, see above on xii. 12, and compare 
Gal. ii. 1—11, for the preparatory history. 

It appears that, as is often the case, one contention led to 
another ; 

(1) St. Paul had recently resisted St. Peter at Antioch, and 
had ‘‘ rebuked him to the face, because he was to be blamed.”’ 
As Bede says (on Acts xv.): ‘‘ His diebus impletum est, quod 
Apostolus Paulus ait, ‘Cum venisset Cephas Antiochiam in faciem 
ei restiti.’”” (Gal. ii. 11.) 

(2) St. Paul had opposed St. Barnabas, who had then been 
led away by St. Peter’s example. (Gal. ii. 13.) 

(3) That contention was soon followed by another (viz.) with 
reference to St. Mark, who was aveyids to Barnabas. 


He was deeming it 


Emphatic, and therefore reserved for 


On the narrative of this contention it may be observed, 

(1) That in St. Luke we have a faithful annalist, who when 
writing the history of the Apostles does not disguise their frailties, 
nor those of a brother Evangelist, St. Mark. 

(2) That a religion is true, which is not damaged by a strife 
of its chief Teachers, but, under God’s Providence, is more widely 
disseminated in consequence of a difference, which, if that religion 
had been of human origin, would have been very baneful to it. 

(3) That the Apostles, and other first Preachers of Chris- 
tianity, were not exempt from human infirmities; and thus the 
excellency of the power of the Gospel, in the wonderful change, 
moral, social, and religious, which it has wrought on the world, is 
seen more clearly to be of God. (2 Cor. iv. 7.) 

(4) That the Inspiration of the Apostles and Evangelists, in 
what they wrote for the instruction of the Church, and in what 
was received by the Spirit of Christ in the Church, as Canonical 
Scripture, is displayed more clearly by the fact, that in what they 
did, they were not always exempt from human frailty, nor were 
supposed to be so by the Church, which received their writings as 
divine. 

They had their treasure in earthen vessels. (2 Cor. iv. 7.) 
“The strength of God was made perfect in their weakness.’ 
(2 Cor. xii. 9.) ‘ Paulus severior,” says Jerome, ‘ Barnabas 
clementior ; uterque in suo sensu abundat; et tamen dissensio 
habet aliquid humane fragilitatis.” Adv. Pelag. lib. ii. p. 522. 

Paul may have erred in his contention with Barnabas, as he 
did err in his pleading before Ananias (Acts xxiii. 3); and both 
these incidents are recorded by the Holy Spirit writing by St. 
Luke. But there is no error in what was delivered by the Holy 
Ghost, through the agency of St. Paul, to the Church, as Canonical 


Scripture, and has been received by the Body of Christ, the Church 
Universal, as such; see below on Gal. ii. at end of the chapter. 

(5) That we are not to be scandalized or falter in the faith, 
if Christian Teachers differ among themselves. There is but One 
Teacher, whose Charity never failed or was disturbed—Christ. 
“ Soli Dei Filio servabatur sine delicto permanere.” (Tertullian, 
de Preeser. 3.) Peter was rebuked by Paul (Gal. ii. 11); Paul 
and Barnabas strove. And if even Apostles sometimes diifered, 
why need we be perplexed by occasional dissensions between 
other holy men, such as S. Cyprian and 8. Cornelius, 8. Cyril 
and Theodoret, S. Jerome and 8. Augustine, 8. Chrysostom and 
8. Epiphanius? Rather let the sight of such differences stimulate 
the faith and hope of Christians. Let it induce them to raise 
their eyes from the Church militant on earth to the Church glori- 
fied in heaven, and from the transitory strifes of Time to the 
never-ending peace of Hternity. 

(6) That the strife of Paul and Barnabas was afterwards 
healed, and that St. Mark was recovered to the love and esteem 
of St. Paul. We find Mark with St. Paul, when he addressed the 
Colossians (iv. 10; cp. Philemon 24), to whom he had written 
concerning him, and to whom he commends him. And per- 
haps there is something significant in the terms by which he 
there describes him, “Mark, kinsman to Barnabas ;” as if to 
intimate that Barnabas had acted a kinsman’s part in his ten- 
derness to his relative; and to show his love for Barnabas as 
well as Mark. And at last St. Paul, who once would not take 
Mark with him because “he had departed from them, and did 
not go with them to the work,” afterwards sent for him to Rome, 
and desired Timothy to take, and bring him, “ for he is profitable 
to me for the ministry ”” (2 Tim. iv. 11), and eventually St. Mark 
preached, and probably died as a Martyr, at Alexandria. Tille- 
mont, ii. 238. 

(7) We find also at the close of the Apostolic history, Silas 
(whom $¢. Paul chose instead of Mark) associated as “the faith- 
ful brother’”’ by St. Peter, with St. Mark, who was St. Peter’s 
“son in the faith.” See on 1 Pet. y. 13, and Introduction to 
that Epistle, p. 43. 

(8) As to the parts taken respectively in this wapotvcuds by 
St. Paul and St. Barnabas, we may adopt the words of Tertul- 
han: ‘Viderint ii, qui de Apostolis judicant; mihi non tam 
bené est, imo non tam maleé est, ut Apostolos committam.” (De 
Prescr. 24.) Or, as Chrys. says, ro’s aylous 5BpiCw; wh yévorro. 
‘O MladAos e(fret Td Stkaov, 6 BapydBas Td piArdyOpwrov: and he 
well adds, ravu apérer Thy Mdpkov 7 wdxyn abtn, Td wey Hatarou 
poBepry eneotpepey adroy, Tod d3& BapvdBa xpnordy emotes 
MnKeTL dmroderpOijvar" udxovTar pty, mpds ev 38 TEAOS GmravTe Td 
xépdos. It pleased the God of Justice and Mercy to biess the 
efforts of both Paul and Barnabas. And now, all the apog- 
vous of human passion has passed away for ever, and all the 
fruits of justice and of love, of repentance and of zeal, of honesty 
and of truth, remain, and will never fail, The two brother Apos- 
tles, Paul and Barnabas, and the two Evangelists, St. Mark and 
St. Luke, are united in the joys of Paradise—never to be severed 
more. So may all differences in the Church cease ! 

— BapvdBav] Barnabas. The last notice of Barnabas in the 
Acts. The historian takes leave of him, as he first mentions 
him (iv. 36), in connexion with his native country, Cyprus. 
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40. Sida] Silas ; associated with Paul, in room of Barnabas ; 
and soon after, Timothy also in the room of Mark. See xvi. 1. 
Thus the great Head of the Church overrules even the strifes 
of Christians, and makes them conducive to the spread of Chris- 
tianity, and to the good of His faithful people. 
Another source of comfort and of hope in times of division. 


Cu. XVI. 1. kai i308] and lo! introducing the mention of a 
gift from heaven to Paul, in the place of what he had lost, in his 
separation from Barnabas and Mark. See on xv. 40. 

— éxei] there at Lystra. Some have inferred from Acts xx. 
4, that Timothy was of Derbe: but the present text appears to 
state that his domicile was at Lystra. And St. Paul connects 
Timothy with Lystra and Iconium (not mentioning Derbe) in 
2 Tim. iii. 11. And here Timothy is said to have had a good 
testimony from the brethren of Lystra and Iconium: Lystra 
in both passages being placed first. See further on 2 Tim. iii. 
11. 

— yuvairds *lovdalas] of a woman who was a Jewess ; Kunice. 
2 Tim. i. 5. 

2. ds euaptupeiro] who was well reported of by the brethren 
in Lystra and Iconium. Timothy was well reported of by men, 
and was pointed out to St. Paul by prophecy, 1 Tim. i. 18; and 
was personally acquainted with St. Paul’s doings and sufferings at 
Iconium and Lystra. See 2 Tim. ii. J1. 

8. meprérewev aitdv] he circumcised him, not from any suppo- 
sition of the necessity of Circumcision, at this time, but because 
nothing profiteth without Charity ; and because all things are to 
be done for edification, and no offence is to be given to any. 
Therefore he circumcised Timothy. But Titus, being a Greek, 
was not compelled to be circumcised. See Gal. ii. 3. 

By circumcising Timothy St. Paul showed that he did not 
condemn those who still continued to observe the Levitical Law. 
(Cp. 1 Cor. ix. 20.) By not cireumcising Titus he showed that 
he would not enforce that Law, and would communicate with 
those who judged it to be abrogated, and did not observe it. In 
the former case he proved his charity ; in the latter, his courage ; 
by both together he evinced his clear-sighted appreciation of the 
partial and preparatory character of the Law, which was now dead, 
but not yet deadly ; and of the ever-living permanence and life- 
giving universality of the Gospel. See below on Gal. ii. 3—15, 
and the review of that chapter, pp. 53—55, and 1 Cor. ix. 20. 

— “EAAny iripxev] he was by birth a Greek. Being a Gén- 
tile, by his father’s side, and being trained in the truth by his 
mother, a Jewish believer, Timothy was qualified by his parentage 
to conciliate Jews and Gentiles, and to bring them to Christ. 


6. di7AP0v—Taadatixhy xdépav] they traversed Phrygia and 
the region of Galatia, having been forbidden by the Holy Spirit 
to preach the Word in Asia (i.e. Lydia, Caria, and especially the 
region near Ephesus), and having come toward Mysia, they were 
attempting to go into Bithynia, but the Spirit of Jesus permitted 
them not: and having passed along Mysia, they arrived at 
Troas. 

On the Gaulish origin of the population of Galatia, and on 
other local circumstances of that region, and on St. Paul’s visits 
to that country, see Gal. i. 2—6, and Introduction to the Epistle 
to the Galatians, pp. 36—41, and Howson, i. p. 284. 

St. Paul’s purpose, it appears, was to travel westward from 
Lystra to Ephesus—the great maritime Capital of Ionia—but he 


was not permitted by the Holy Spirit to do so; and he traversed 
Phrygia and Galatia. 

At this time it would seem that he planted the Churches of 
Galatia, which are mentioned as in existence, and as confirmed 
afterwards by him, in ch. xviii. 23. 

But St. Luke says nothing of their foundation. And why ? 
Perhaps because the reader of Scripture could receive ample 
information concerning them from the Epistle of St. Paul to the 
Galatians. 

And here it may be remarked generally, that, as with regard 
to the Evangelical History, the Holy Spirit says nothing in one 
Gospel concerning the existence of any of the other three, and 
yet each Gospel is adjusted to the others and to the whole Evan- 
gelical Canon ; so in the Acts of the Apostles, there is no mention 
of any of St. Paul’s Epistles, or even of the fact that he wrote a 
single epistle; and yet in dictating the Acts by the agency of 
St. Luke, the Holy Spirit appears to have His Divine Eye on 
what had been already given, or would be hereafter given by 
Himself to the World, in those Epistles, by the hand of St. Paul. 

Here is the ground of the argument handled by Dr. Paley 
in his “ Hore Pauline.” The Acts and the Hpistles are from 
One Spirit. No wonder that there is a harmony among them, 
more deeply felt, because not the result of effort and art, but of 
oneness of origin from the Spirit of Truth. 

Besides, this silence of the Historian of the Acts concerning 
a very important part of St. Paul’s Missionary labours, may serve 
to remind the Christian reader, especially the Pastor, Teacher, 
and Missionary, that a record of their works on earth, even 
though it were in Scripture itself, is not to be too much desired, 
and is never to be made the aim and end of their efforts ; but in 
this they are to rejoice, that ‘their names,” though unknown on 
earth, “are written in heaven.’’ (Luke x. 20.) 


This leads to the inquiry— 

Why did the Holy Spirit fordid St. Paul to preach the Word 
in Asia, and to go into Bithynia ? 

Perhaps He would thus show, that what men consider most 
illustrious and attractive, is of less account in His sight. He drew 
Paul away from Ionia and Ephesus, the wealthiest and most 
brilliant region of Asia Minor, in order that he might preach to 
the servile and semibarbarous tribes of Phrygia and Galatia. 

Our Lord chose Galilee of the Gentiles for the scene of His 
earlier ministry. St. Philip was sent from the populous Samaria 
to the desert road ‘that leadeth to Gaza’’ (Acts viii. 26). And 
St. Paul is prevented by the Spirit from preaching in Asia, and 
under the guidance of the same Spirit, he goes and evangelizes 
the more barbarous tribes of Galatia. 

The Missionaries of the Gospel in all ages need to be re- 
minded, that poor Pagan villages (see Mark i. 38) and savage 
tribes are to be converted and sanctified by Christianity, as well 
as polite cities and cultivated regions; and they whose solitary 
lot is cast in wild and uncivilized countries will find comfort in 
the reflection, that Galilee was preferred by Christ to Judea, and 
that St. Paul was sent by the Holy Spirit from Jonia to Phrygia 
and Galatia. 

For another special reason why St. Paul went to Galatia at 
this time, rather than to Asia, see note below on Gal. iv. 13. 

— Spuvyiav— Acta] Similarly Catullus (xlvi. 5) distinguishes 
Phrygia and Asia,—“ Linquantur Phrygii, Catulle, campi, Ad 
claras Asie volemus urbes.” 
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6,7. nodrvdévres—oix elacev] having been forbidden by the 
Holy Ghost to preach the Word in Asia, they were essaying to 
go into Bithynia; but the Spirit of Jesus suffered them not. 
These two instances of the restraining power of the Holy Ghost, 
exerted to deter men from what seems abstractedly most desirable, 
are also proofs, that if men labour aright for God, like St. Paul, 
they may thank Him for what they are not allowed to do, as well 
as for what they are enabled to do. (Cp. 2 Cor.i. 17.) They 
need His preventive as well as His assisting grace ; they require a 
xoarwwos, or bridle, for their unruly passions, as well as a kévrpoy, 
or spur, for their sluggish will. 

This passage may also suggest a reason, why the Gospel was 
not published sooner, and why it has not been universally dif- 
Jused. God sees what use men will make of His gifts, and He 
acts accordingly. See on x. 5. 

The Holy Spirit did not now permit them to preach the Word 
in Asia ; but soon afterwards enabled them to do so with great 
success, so that “all in Asia heard the Word, both Jews and 
Greeks”’ (xix. 10). We know also from Pliny’s celebrated letter 
to Trajan (x. 97) that the Gospel was soon planted in Bithynia. 

Here also is evidence of the Inspiration of the Apostles and 
Evangelists. They proved that they had the Spirit, by what they 
did. St. Luke here affirms that they were guided by the Spirit 
in what they did not do. What good man could venture to say 
this, except he were authorized by the Spirit to do so? 

May we not also say that here is an illustration of what may 
at first perhaps be perplexing in Holy Scripture? Many things 
are not mentioned there, which, if Scripture had been a human 
work, would not have been omitted. For example, in the Acts, 
many leading incidents in the history of St. Paul and the other 
Apostles are passed over. Doubtless the Holy Spirit had good 
reasons for withholding these things. Doubtless the Evangelists 
were sometimes restrained by the Holy Spirit from writing, as 
the Apostles were from preaching. There is Inspiration in their 
Silence. 

See the Introduction to this volume for further remarks on 
this subject, p. 6. 

4. kata thy Mvotay] toward Mysia. This use of kata = 
versus, is seen in Acts li. 10, THs AtBins Tis KaTd& Kuphyny: and 
see on xxvii. 12, Amwéva BAémovtTa kata Alba. Cp. Winer, § 49, 
p. 357. 

— émelpacor] they were essaying. 

— 7) vedo Inood] the Spirit of Jesus.—Elz. has not Inc08, 
but it is found in the best MSS., A, B, C, D, E, and in numerous 
Versions, and is received by Griesb., Scholz, Lachmann, Tischen- 
dorf, Bornemann, and Alford. 


This reading deserves to be noted, as confirmatory of the. 


doctrine of the procession of the Holy Spirit from the Son, as 
well as from the Father. See above on John xv. 26. 

8. Tpwdda] Alexandria Troas, now a “ Colonia Juris Italici,” 
and an “urbs libera.’’? See Howson, ch. viil. and xx. 

The Troad and Philippi (v. 12) are two names associated 
with battle, and connect the wars of the heroic age, and of the 
Homeric Deities, with those of the close of Greek History, and 
the conflicts of the Roman Empire. 

But now they are become the scenes of the victories of the 
Gospel of Peace,—-a prelude to the moral change to be wrought 
by it in the World. 

9. bpapo—davyhp Maxedév] avision: a man of Macedonia. See 
below, v. 12. It would seem (as Chrys. observes, p. 804) that 
God proportions His revelations to the necessities of the case. 
When strong persuasion is requisite He sends an Angel; where 
less will serve, a man. 

— Maxedoviav] Macedonia. The Roman name for Northern 
Greece. The Romans, having reduced Greece by their arms, 
divided it into two Provinces, Macedonia in the north; and 
Achaia in the south. 


Macedonia comprised Macedonia Proper, Illyricum, Epirus, 
and Thessaly: the rest of Greece, including the Peloponnesus, 
was contained in Achaia, which was so called because the Ro- 
mans had reduced Greece by means of the Acheans then holding 
the chief place in that country. (Pausan. vii. 17.) 

The Roman Province of Achaia corresponded very nearly to 
that territory which is now called the Kingdom of Greece. 

10. e(nthoapey] we sought means by inquiring for a ship going 
to Greece,—we endeavoured. Observe St. Luke’s modesty. He 
does not say that he himself joined St. Paul at Troas. He glides 
as it were imperceptibly into the Apostle’s company ; and we only 
know that he was a sharer in his perils and labours, by the adop- 
tion henceforth of the pronoun we. See below, xx. 5. 

As S. Ireneus remarked (iii. 14) in the second century, ‘‘ That 
Luke was an attendant on Paul, and his fellow-labourer in the 
Gospel, he himself makes manifest, not in a spirit of boasting, but 
constrained by the truth itself;’’ and then Jreneus quotes this 
verse of the Acts. St. Luke thus intimates that he was an eye- 
witness of what he relates. And his testimony is stronger because 
he relates nothing specially of himself. He also notices when he 
is not present. See v. 40. 

The first person is dropped at ch. xvii. 1, and resumed in 
xx. 5, and thenceforth it continues till the end of this book. See 
on xx. 5, and on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

— cvpBiBaCovres—juas—evayyeAloacba] St. Luke says here, 
that we sought forthwith to go out (of Asia Minor) into Mace- 
donia, assuredly gathering (as an inference from the Vision) that 
the Lord hath called us (observe ‘us’) to evangelize them. A 
remarkable expression, stating a fact of great importance, which 
almost escapes notice. 

They who have observed St. Luke’s modesty in speaking of 
himself, will be convinced by this expression that he himself, as 
well as St. Paul, was called by God to evangelize the Greeks. 
And they will be persuaded that the holy Evangelist did what he 
was called to do. 

As to the manner in which he did it, see the notes below on 
1] Thess. i. 9, and 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

Il. Sauodpdeny] Samothrace; an island near Thrace, and 
called Samothrace, either from the name of the founder of the co- 
lony (Dion. Hal. i. 61), or because it was colonized from Samos 
(Steph. Byz.), or because in the native language the heights of 
the island were called oduo: (Eustath. p. 881). It was celebrated 
for the mysteries of Demeter and Persephone, and rites of the 
Cabiri. Cp. Tacit. Ann. ii. 54. 

— Neadrodw] Neapolis in Thrace; about twelve miles from 
Philippi, the frontier town of Macedonia. 

12. dirtmmous, Hris éo7) mpdrn Tis mepldos THs Makedovtas 3., 
koAwvia] What do the words mpérn Tis weptSos mean, as applied 
to Philippi ? 

(1) Some suppose them to signify the first city on St. Paul’s 
route. See Wieseler, p. 38, and Howson, i. 341. 

But this is not probable. The first would be Neapolis; and 
St. Luke says éor:, not jy. 

(2) Nor can mpdrn wéAis THs weplSos mean “ the chief city 
of that region of Macedonia.” See Liv. xlv. 29, who says that 
Agmilius Paulus, s.c. 167, after the subjugation of Perseus and 
his kingdom, reduced Macedonia into four parts, and made Am- 
phipolis, Thessalonica, Pella, and Pelagonia, the capitals of their 
respective districts. Cp. Leake, Northern Greece, iii. 480. 

(3) Hence zpérn is interpreted by some (e.g. Rosenm., 
Kuin.) to mean a principal city of that region of Macedonia. The 
term mpaétn (primaria) was assigned as a title to cities of Asia; 
as may be seen on coins. 

(4) It is said by others (e.g. Meyer) that rodwvta is to be 
joined with wéAs, and that St, Luke intends to say that Philippi 
was the principal colonial-city of that part or district of Mace- 
donia. It was planted with Roman Colonists by Octavian, after 
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the victory of Actium, and admitted to the Jus Italicum. See 
Dio Cass. li. p. 445. Plin. Nat. Hist. iv. 11. A somewhat si- 
milar explanation had been proposed by Casaubon. See Vailck. 

None of these explanations appear satisfactory. They all 
rest on the supposition, which is at least doubtful (see Bauwmg. ii. 
115), that rs wepldos is equivalent to éxeivns THs p., i.e. ‘of 
that part of Macedonia.” 

(5) The true solution is probably to be found in the Helle- 
nistic sense of the word pepls, viz. a frontier, or strip of border- 
land, that by which it is divided (uepl(era:) from some other 
adjacent territory. See Ezek. xlv. 7. Here then mepls, so ex- 
plained, would be the border-land, by which Macedonia is divided 
or parted off from Thrace. And Philippi was the chief City of 
this pepls or confinium. It was colonized by the Romans as a 
border-city, to defend the frontier against Thrace. As Col. Leake 
says (Northern Greece, iii. 487), ‘‘ From B.c. 146, to the reign of 
Augustus, the Romans had the troublesome duty of defending 
Macedonia against the people of Illyria and Thrace, and during 
that time they established the colonies at Philippi, Pella, Stobi, 
and Dium.” 

In the New Testament the words 7a  ép7 often occur in this 
sense, as equivalent to weAdpia or confines. Matt. xv.21; xvi. 13. 
Mark viii. 10. And in the Acts (ii. 10) we have 7a pépn Tis 
AtBins, the confines of Libya, towards Cyrene. 

So in the LXX the word jepls is used for M32, an extremity. 
Ruth iii. 7. 

The Vulg. here has “ prima partis (not partis istius) Mace- 
donie ;’”’ which seems to lead to the right sense. And this inter- 
pretation is confirmed by the Arabic and Athiopic versions, 
which render pepldos by confines or neighbourhood of Macedonia. 

St. Paul had been called to Greece by the man of Macedonia, 
and that call had been recognized and obeyed as the command of 
the Lord (xvi. 9, 10). He is now in Macedonia; and as soon as he 
has crossed the frontier, he begins his career, as a soldier of Christ, 
warring against Satan, at Philippi the principal city, on the border 
land of Macedonia, and a military colony of Rome. 

These particulars concerning Philippi seem to be specified by 
St. Luke for various reasons ; ‘ 

He has brought us now to the first city on Greek ground, in 
which the Gospel was preached by St. Paul. 

The name Philippi, derived from Philip (Strabo, vii. p. 5), 
the avnp Maxeddv (Demosth. i. p. 43), who subdued Greece, and 
the father of Alexander, who overran and conquered a great part 
of the known world, and founded the Third Great Monarchy 
(Dan. viii. 21), suggests to the reader the contrast between the 


subjugation of Nations of this world, of which Philip and Alexander |. 


were the Conquerors, and the triumphs now to be achieved by 
Christ in the peaceful march of St. Paul. 

The words Makedovias and koAwvia, a colony, call attention 
to the triumphs of the Gospel at Philippi, a principal city of Ma- 
eedonia, or Northern Greece (called by the Romans ‘ Macedonia’), 
and also as representing in those parts the main element of the 
Gentile world, by its connexion as a military Colony with Rome, 
the Fourth Monarchy (Dan. vii. 7. 19), the Mistress of the world 
at that time. 

Hence St. Paul’s acts at Philippi are dwelt on by St. Luke 
as a specimen and rehearsal of bis preaching in Greece and Italy, 
and of the future achievements of the Gospel in the Roman Em- 
pire and in the World. 

— xodwvia] a Roman Colony—a miniature of Rome. ‘ Co- 
lonie Populi Romani quasi effigies parve simulacraque’’ (Awl. 
Gell. xvi. 13). See preceding note. 

Coins of Philippi of the date of St. Paul’s visit have the in- 
scription ‘ Cou: (i.e. Colonia) Ave(usta) Jun(ia) Pariie(pensis).”” 
See Akermann, p. 45. Kitto, p. 337. Compare Howson, i. 345, 
on the rights of Roman Colonies. 

18. méAns] gate. SoA, B,C, D. Elz. wérews. 

— rotapudy] river. Not the Strymon (as has been supposed 
by some) which was some miles distant, but a smaller stream, the 
Gangites, or, as Herodotus calls it, Angitas; which flows into 
the Zygactes, and gives its name to the united streams. See 
Leake, iii. p. 225. Howson, i. p. 346. 

The name Krenides, or fountains,—formerly borne by Phi- 
lippi,—was derived from this stream. 


The battle-field of Philippi, in which Brutus and Cassius 
were defeated by Mark Antony and Octavius, was between the 
Gangites and the Strymon. 

— ob évoul(ero mpocevxyh eivar] where a meeting for prayer 
was wont to be held. See v. 16. 

Perhaps there was a Proseucha, or enclosed place for prayer 
there. See Hpiphanius (Heer. lxxx.), who describes the Proseuche 
as places of a semicircular form (@eatpoeideis), without roofs, and 
outside the cities. Cp. Mede’s Essay, Book i. Discourse 18, p. 67. 

Such proseuche were commonly near the sea or rivers, as 
here, for the sake of the lustrations and ablutions of the Levitical 
Law (see Joseph. Ant. xiv. 10. 23. Cp. Juvenal, iii. 11—13). 

The difficult words, ‘‘jura, verpe, per Anchialum,” in Mar- 
tial, xi. 94, have been explained from this practice. See Valck. 

Hence also they afforded a convenient preparation for the 
Gospel, as supplying water for baptizing the converts made by 
the preaching of the Gospel there. 

It seems that at Philippi, a Roman Colony, where the Jews 
were hated and despised (see v. 13), they had no Synagogue 
within the walls of the City, and were only authorized to have a 
Proseucha, and that outside the city gate. Cp. Ammonius, in 
Caten., who says, uy ovons exe? cuvaywyiis Sia 7d omdvoy, 
mapa Toy motaudy eéw THS TéAEwWS AAOPA TUYHYyoYTO. 

Here, at Philippi, St. Paul, in accordance with his uniformly 
charitable spirit toward the Jews, his bitter enemies, went owé 
of the city to their proseucha on the Sabbath Day, and preached 
there, though he had only a few women to hear him. Cp. below, 
note on xvii. 1. 

14, Ovarelpwy] Thyatira, in Lydia. As Alford observes, 
“Though they had been forbidden to preach the word in Asia 
(xvi. 6), and sent by the Spirit to Greece, their first convert in 
Greece is an Asiatic.” 

— ocBouevn Tv Ocdv] a Proselyte. 

— jrovey] was listening. 

15. kal 6 oikos abtis] and her house. An argument for Bap- 
tism of Infants. See xvi. 33; xviii. 8. 1 Cor. i. 16. 

“Quis credat (says Bengel) in tot familiis nullum fuisse 
infantem, et Judeos circumcidendis, Gentiles lustrandis illis, 
assuetos, non etiam obtulisse illos baptismo ?”’ 

The Church of England (Art. XXVII.) affirms that ‘the 
Baptism of Infants is most agreeable with the Institution of 
Christ.” And in her Baptismal office she grounds this assertion 
on our Lord’s declarations (see on John iii. 3. 5) and on His 
gracious invitation (Mark x. 14) to Infants, Bpépn. See on 
Luke xviii. 15. 

In this she follows the exposition of the Primitive Church, 
who, as Origen says (in Epist. ad Rom. lib. v.), ‘‘ received the 
Baptism of Infants from the Apostles.’’ See also Justin Martyr 
(Apol. i. 15) speaking of disciples of Christ from their childhood, 
and Ireneus (ii. 22), who mentions infants as born again, and the 
Synodical Epistle of the Third Council of Carthage under Cyprian, 
A.D. 253. Routh, R.S. iii. p. 74, or in Cyprian’s Epistles, lix. 
or lxiv., where the Sixty-six Bishops there assembled say in 
answer to Fidus, ‘‘As to the case of Infants, who, yow allege, 
ought not to be baptized within the second or third day after their 
birth, and that the law of circumcision should be regarded, which 
led you to imagine that none should be baptized before the eighth 
day after his birth—this Synod was of a very different opinion. 
Not one of us agreed with you, but we resolved unanimously that 
the grace of God should be denied to none. For since the Lord 
says (Luke ix. 56), ‘The Son of Man came not to destroy men’s 
lives, but to save them,’ we must take care, as far as in us lies, 
that no soul be lost. All persons, whether adults or infants, are 
equally objects of divine grace, as Scripture declares.” 

More has been said by the Editor, on this point, in Letter 
viii, on the Church of Rome, and in Occasional Sermons (Serm. 
iii. pp. 51—66), where objections to the above statements are 
considered ; and cp. Professor Blunt on the Karly Fathers, p. 548. 

On the allegation of some Expositors here, that the Children 
of Heathens could not have been baptized by the Apostles, because 
their parents were not holy (cp. 1 Cor. vii. 14), see the answer of 
S. Augustine to Boniface, Hpist. 98, vol. ii. p. 394, and Hooker, 
III. i. 12; V. lxiv. 5; and the present Editor’s Letter to a friend 
on the XXIXth Canon of 1603, Lond. 1860. 


See xiii. 50. 
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— rapeBidoato] she gently constrained us. (See Valck.) 
They did not comply at once, lest they should appear to have 
come to preach the Gospel for personal convenience or ad- 
vantage, 

16. mvedua TvOwvos] a spirit of Python. A, B, C*, D have 
Tv¥@wva—which may perhaps be the true reading: a and os (OC) 
are often confused in MSS. See Porson, ad Hecub. 788. 

A remarkable expression. This damsel was possessed with 
an evil Spirit (see vv. 18, 19). Why then does not -the Evan- 
gelist St. Luke call it by the names used in the Gospel, viz. 
damdviov, or mvedua axdbaptov, but mvedua TdvOwvos, a spirit of 
Python, or mvcdpa TWdvewva, or Python spirit, a word never oc- 
curring in the Gospels? 

Probably for the following reasons— 

St. Paul was now on new ground—in Greece (see above, 
vy. 13). He was in a Greek city, a Roman colony. A new scene 
now opens before him; a new era in the History of the Church. 
fe has not only to war with Jewish prejudice. He has to en- 
counter Satan in other forms. He has now to confront him in 
the idolatries and superstitions of the West. 

One of the greatest difficulties which the Gospel had to 
contend with there, arose from the power exercised over the Greek 
and Roman mind by Oracles, Enchantments, Divination, Sooth- 
saying, and Sorcery. That Power showed itself in the vuupdAn- 
TTOL, EvPUKAELS, eyyarTpiuvOot, DeopdpyToL, PorBdAnmTOL, Cerrili, 
larvati, lymphatici, &c. of Heathenism. See Aug. de Civ. Dei, 
ii 23, where he refers to this passage ‘‘in Actibus Apostolorum 
ventrilogua femina.’”’ Huseb. Prep. Ev. iv. 5; and other nu- 
merous authorities cited in Wetst. p. 555. Biscoe, pp. 283—5. 

Here St. Paul meets that Power face to face in the streets of 
Philippi. How was it to be described? By the word Python. 
This word would sound a note clear and strong on the Greek and 
Roman ear. Tlv@wy, MdOi0s, via, Mvedvicoa, Pytho, Pythius, 
Pythia, Pythonissa. ow much was contained in those words ! 

MiY@QN, Python, was the prophetic Serpent at Delphi—the 
dupards Tis yijs, the centre and focus of Gentile Divination. 
See Callim. H. ad Apoll. 100. Ovid, Met. i. 438. Apodlodor. 
i. p. 44, Heyne. Hygin. fab. 140. Plutarch, de Orac. Defect. ii. 
p. 417, and others, cited by Kwin., and concerning the Pythia 
herself, see Virgil, Ain. vi. 46. 

The Python or Serpent gave his name and place to the pro- 
phetic Deity of the Gentile world; the successor of the Serpent at 
Delphi was the Pythian Phoebus or Apollo. 

And from him all who claimed the powers of divination 
received their title, and were called Pythons. Hence Hesychius, 
Tlv6wy* Saiudvioy waytindy. Alherti Glossar. Gr. p. 75, T1vOwvos- 
Saiuovtov mayTiKod, oUrw Aeyouévov. ‘ Translatum est hoc nomen 
ad homines ipsos, qui dei cujusdam afflatu futura predicere 
posse cregebantur, nominatim ita dicti sunt éyyaorpiuvdot, 
Plutarch.” de oraculorum defectu p. 414, rods éeyyaorpimtOous 
Evpuraréas méAat, vey TdOwvas mpocaryopevduevor, ventriloquos 
Eurycleas (ab Eurycle inventore hujus divinationis) o/im, nune 
Pythonas vocant. Hesychius: Tv0wv, 6 éyyaorpiuvdos 2) eéyyac- 
Tpluavtis. Id. Evpuxdhs, 6 éyyacrpluvios, iy 5¢ yévos wavtéwy, 
ods duwvduws Edpunaeis édeyov. Suidas: eyyaorpiuvoos, éyyac- 
Tpluavtis, dv viv Twes T1d0wva, Zobordrjjs 8& orepyduartwy, 
TAdrwy 6 pirdcopos, Evpukréa amd EtpuxAéovs, rowodtov pdv- 
Tews.” (Kuin.) 

Therefore this damsel at Philippi, with her Pythonistiec 
possession, was, according to her degree, a representative of the 
Pythia who sat on the tripod at Delphi, and who delivered the 
responses in the name of the Pythian Apollo, the successor of the 
Serpent, and brought much gain and renown to her masters at 
that place, and deceived the World by her sorceries, Hence 
St. Luke calls this Spirit at Philippi, Python. And thus the 
Holy Spirit by St. Luke’s mouth taught certain solemn truths 
to the Gentile world. He warned them, that the Spirit with 
which they dealt so fondly and familiarly in their Oracles and 
Witchcrafts was an unclean Spirit. It is denounced and ejected 
as such by St. Panl. The Python, which they themselves said 
was a serpent, was indeed a minister of “the old Serpent’ 
(2 Cor. xi. 3. Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2), an agent of Satan, and in 
dealing with him, in these Oracles, they “worshipped devils 

instead of God” (1 Cor. x. 20). As Chrys. says here, dpas 6 


Tt AmérAdwy Saluwy eorly. Indeed Apollo, and all his di- 
viners, were ministers of Apollyon himself (Rey. ix. 11). 

In these Oracles and Divinations of the Gentile world there 
were many frauds and cheats. But counterfeits prove the reality ; 
and the phenomena of Witchcraft in the Heathen World are too 
numerous to be explained away. As Dr. Barrow says (Serm. ix. 
vol. iv. p. 213), ‘Concerning power of Enchantments implying 
the co-operation of Invisible Powers, all sorts of intercourse and 
confederacy, formal or virtual, with bad Spirits, he that shall 
affirm them to be mere fiction and delusion, must with exceeding 
immodesty and rudeness charge the World with vanity,’’ &c. See 
also Cicero, de Div. i. 5, and 82—88. Van Dale, de Orac., and 
others, cited by Biscoe, p. 299. 

(1) It is worthy of remark, that the Hebrew word which 
describes a “familiar spirit’? is 1% (Ob). This is used in the 
Old Testament, in Lev. xx. 6.27. Deut. xviii. 11. Isa. xix. 3. 
And it is also employed 1 Sam. xxviii. 7, 8, to describe the Spirit 
with whom the Witch of Endor had commerce, who is called by the 
LXX an éyyaorpiuv0os. May it not be, that this word Obh has 
some connexion with the Greek d¢us, or serpent,—the word used 
by St. Paul and St, John to describe the Old Serpent, the Devil ? 
(2 Cor. xi. 3. Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2.) This conjecture may be con- 
firmed by the following consideration ; 

(2) It is allowed that the Greek and Latin words mé@.0s, 
muddvicoa, muvOdvouct, mevoThpios, are traceable to mi@wy or 
Python, the Prophetic Serpent of the Great Gentile Oracle. 
(Strabo, ix. p. 422. Macrobd. Sat.i.17.) Serpent-worship seems 
to have extended itself over a great part of the World. 

May not that word Python be carried up higher to the 
Hebrew jnp (phethen), or Serpent? Ps. lviii. 4, and Isa. xi, 8. 
Ps. xci. 13. 

It is remarkable, that this last-named passage contains a pro- 
phecy concerning the Victory to be achieved by Christ over the 
Great Python, or old d¢is, or Serpent, the Devil. The casting 
out of the Python-spirit by the Apostle St. Paul at Philippi, act- 
ing by the power of Christ, may be regarded as a visible exhibition 
of the operation of Christ in the Gospel, bruising the serpent’s 
head (Gen. iii. 15), and treading the Dragon, Satan, the Old Ser- 
pent, beneath His feet; healing, by His death, the wounds in- 
flicted on them by the fiery Serpent, and delivering the World 
from the grasp in which he then held it by means of Oracles and 
Incarnations, and all the sorceries of Divination. It may be con- 
sidered as a specimen of the fulfilment of the prophecies, which 
attribute such powers to Christ; and of Christ’s promise to His 
disciples that He would enable them to overcome ‘all the power 
of the enemy’’ (Luke x. 19; cp. Rom. xvi. 20); and as a presage 
of His full and final triumph over Satan, that Old Serpent, which 
deceiveth the world. (Rey. xii. 9; xx. 10.) mies: 

— poavtevomévn] by soothsaying ; as distinguished from mpo- 
pntevovoa. Cp. Dean Trench, Synon. § vi. 

17. &cpate] was crying. Observe the imperfect, and again, v. 
18, Todro emote, this she was doing for many days. 

— otro of &. S0vAor Tod Ocod] these men are servants of the 
most High God, who are declaring to us the way of salvation. 
This utterance of the Python-spirit at Philippi gives much pro- 
bability to the assertion of ancient Christian writers, that the Evil 
Spirit who deceived the Gentile world by Oracles, gave testimony 
in them to Christ. See Hused., Dem. Evang. iii. 6, and ix. 10. 
August., de Civ. Dei, xix. 23. De Consensu Evang. i. 18; and 
others quoted by Dr. Jenkin on Christianity, i. p. 354, and 
Mede’s interesting Essay, Works, p. 194, bk. i. disc. xxxvi. 

Satan sometimes speaks the ¢ruth, in order that he may pro- 
pagate /ies with greater success. See on Mark i, 25, where it will 
be seen, that in repudiating the homage of the Father of Lies, even 
when he spoke the truth, St. Paul imitated the example of Christ. 

Praise is not seemly in the mouth of a sinner, for it was not 
sent him of the Lord (Ecclus. xv. 9. Proy. xxvi.7). Much less 
is it seemly in the mouth of the Evil One, say Chrys. and Didy- 
mus here (in Caten.). The Apostle shows, that testimony from 
Satan to the preachers of the truth is not to be received; for it 
is to be feared, that Evil Spirits, having gained men’s confidence 
by what they speak truly, may overreach the simple by an admix- 
ture of falsehood, and so cause their ruin. It is well said by 
Arator here (ii. 386),— 
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And it is well observed by Milton (Par. Reg. i. 432) as a charac- 
teristic of the Evil One, that it hath ever been his 


“6 Eee craft, 
By mixing somewhat true, to vent more lies.”’ 


Therefore St. Paul rejects the praise of the Evil One, and 
casts him out. The Evil One had said katayyéAAovoty ji 
6d0v cwrnplas; but the Apostle says TapayyéAAw cov ekedOev. 

— piv] to us. So A, C, G, H. The Evil Spirit ‘“ trans- 
forms himself into an Angel of light”? (2 Cor. xi. 14), and pre- 
tends that the Gospel is for himself, as well as for the world.— 
Elz. has ipiv. 

19. é&A@ev] Observe the repetition of this word. Paul com- 
manded the Spirit to come out, éEedOctv (v. 18). And the Spirit 
éf7A0ev, came out immediately (v. 18). And the masters of the 
damsel saw that (v. 19) the hope of their gains é&fA@ev, came out 
also. 

The hope of their profits went out with the going out of 
the Evil Spirit,—a proof of the reality of the possession. In- 
deed, it seems that the Holy Spirit has taken special care that no 
reasonable person should call in question the fact, that the damsel 
was possessed by the Evil Spirit, and that the Evil Spirit was 
permitted by God to exercise certain powers by her instru- 
mentality. 

— nérms Ths epyacias] The hope.of gain from their craft ; 
a clue to a powerful motive of Persecutions against Christianity. 
Both the Persecutions from Heathenism mentioned in the Acts 
are from this source. In the account of both, the word épyacta 
occurs. See here, and xix. 24, 25. Cp. Pliny’s Letter to Trajan, 
x. 97, 98; and Lardner’s Remarks, iv. 11—30, and the excellent 
observations in Blunt’s Lectures, pp. 149—153: ‘ The Priest- 
hood in all its branches, Flamens, Augurs, Haruspices, contem- 
plated the advance of Christianity with dismay. It emptied their 
Temples, curtailed their sacrifices, reduced their profits, exposed 
their frauds.” 

How great were the difficulties it had to encounter in these 
respects, and how noble the triumphs it achieved ! And how much 
yet remains for it to perform even in Christendom itself, where 
the corruptions of Christianity are deeply rooted in Covetousness, 
and Superstition is propagated by Love of Lucre! Cp. on 2 Cor. 
ii. 17. 

20. crpatrnyois| the Pretors, or Duumvyiri, of the Roman 
colony (Cicero, de Leg. Agrar. 34),—a title still surviving (a.p. 
1750) in the Italian word Stradigo. (Wetstein.) Hence the ap- 
peal in v. 21 to the rights and privileges of the Citizens of Phi- 
lippi as a colonial city of Rome. 

See further on xvii. 6, and Howson, i. 345. 

The Roman character of Philippi is brought forward in this 
narrative, which is a prelude to the History of the struggle of the 
Gospel with the military and imperial power of the Heathen Mis- 
tress of the World. 

— *Iovdator] Jews. A specimen of the difficulties and dangers 
which the Gospel had often to encounter from the heathen, by 
being confounded with Judaism, and by being exposed to all the 
obloquy with which the Jews were regarded by the Romans. 

Christianity was hated as Judaism by the heathen, and as 

Vor. I.—Parr II. 


worse than heathenism by the Jews. It had to contend against 
Judaism and Heathenism, and it triumphed over both. 

This charge against Paul and Silas as Jews, would be more 
effective at this time at Philippi, a Roman colony, because the 
Jews had lately caused disturbances at Rome, and had therefore 
been expelled from it by an imperial edict of Claudius (xviii. 2). 

21. 2n, & ode eat K.7.A.] customs which it is not lawful 
Sor us to receive, being Romans. By the Roman Laws, Judaism 
was a ‘“‘religio licita’”’ for Jews; but they were not allowed to 
make proselytes among the Romans, who were forbidden by the 
Laws, under penalties, to receive circumcision ; though in this and 
other religious matters the Laws often lay in abeyance. See 
Neander, Church Hist. i. 89. 

22. faBdiCew] to beat with the lictors’ rods : a Roman punish- 
ment. St. Paul himself distinctly asserts that he was beaten with 
rods no less than three several times (2 Cor. xi. 25), a punish- 
ment, which he might have escaped, if he had asserted his Roman 
citizenship, as he did at Jerusalem (xxii. 25). Here, it is alleged, 
is a difficulty. If he asserted his citizenship in one place, why not 
also in others? St. Paul, by asserting his citizenship at Jerusalem, 
and by obtaining exemption thereby (xxii. 25), showed that his 
sufferings at Philippi were voluntary, and that he had divine 
direction advising him how to suffer as well as to do, in full faith 
that his sufferings would, under God’s providence, conduce to 
the furtherance of the Gospel. 

In that case the assertion of his Roman Citizenship led, by a 
providential series of events, to the manifestation of the divine 
glory, by his preaching of the Gospel to the people and San- 
hedrim at Jerusalem,—to Felix and Festus and Agrippa at 
Cesarea, and finally to the imperial court and tribunal at Rome. 

But if St. Paul had pleaded at Philippi his Roman citizen- 
ship, he would not have been beaten, and cast into prison. And 
we should not have had the beautiful and instructive history of 
his Christian faith and joy, uttering itself in psalmody at mid- 
night; the jailor and prisoners, and other inhabitants of Philippi, 
would not have had the evidence to the truth of the Gospel in 
the Earthquake which shook the prison, and opened its doors, 
and made the chains to fall from the hands of the prisoners. The 
jailor and his household might not have become citizens of the 
kingdom of heaven. 

May we not therefore say, that the same Divine Spirit Who 
had recently restrained St. Paul from preaching the word in Asia 
and Bithynia, withheld him from asserting his Roman citizenship 
at Philippi ? And may not the good effects which we see ensuing 
from the restraint in the latter case, be designed to remind and 
assure us that no less beneficial results arose, though not known 
by us, from the preventive operations of the Holy Ghost in the 
former? Cp. note below on | Thess. ii. 2. 

Yet—such is the treatment which this divine history has 
received in modern times—it has been alleged by many (e. g. De 
Wette) that St. Paul was hindered by the tumult from pleading 
his citizenship; and others (Baur and Zeller) have advanced a 
step further, and perverted his forbearance into an argument that 
he did not really possess the right which he afterwards claimed ! 

24. 7d évdov] the stocks, ‘Quod k@Aoy, et Evdowédy, etiam 
modokaKn et modoaTpahn, ab Hebreis 1D (Job xiii. 27. xxxiii. 11) 
vocatur: cui et cervix, ef manus et pedes per quinque foramina 
inserebantur, wevteodpryyor propterea quoque vocatum Aristoph. 
Equitt. 1046. Latini nervum vocant Plaut. Captiv. iii. 5.71. Nam 
noctu nervo vinctus custodiebatur”’ (Kuin.). Cp. Wetst. p. 557. 

With this statement of St. Paul’s sufferings at Philippi, com- 
pare his own words to the Philippians in his Epistle, i. 29, 30, 
and see Paley, H. P. p. 120. 
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25. tuvovy] they were singing. St. Peter sleeps in prison be- 
tween the two soldiers (Acts xii. 6); St. Paul and Silas sing in 
the stocks. They cannot raise their hands or bend their knees in 
prayer, but they can lift up their heart and voice to heaven. Such 
is the power of joy in the Holy Ghost. ‘‘ Nihil crus sentit in 
nervo, quum animus in ccelo est. Etsi corpus detinetur, omnia 
spiritui patent.” (Tertullian, ad Mart. 2, cited by Neander.) 
Such is the joy shed by the Holy Ghost into the heart of the 
Christian. Observe also mpocevxéuevor Huvovr; i. e. praying they 
were singing: their prayer was a hymn: perhaps they were sing- 
ing one of the Psalms which are entitled ‘a Prayer of David,’ 
e. g. the xvii. or Ixxxvi. 

— érnxpoavto] more than “heard ;’’ they were listening to 
their music as an Hdic'rov axpdaua. The Prison became an Odéum. 

26. mdvtwy To Seous avé0n] the chains of all were loosed. 
All the prisoners were witnesses of the Miracle. 

27, éavtdv dvaipetv] to kill himsel/, as Brutus and others had 
done here (Plutarch, Brut. 52), and a great number of the pro- 
scribed Romans, after the battle of Philippi, followed his example. 
Self-murder was approved by the Stoics (Senec. Hpist. 12. 17. 
24. 58, 59. Plin. Ep. 1.12. Biscoe, p. 349), and was then a 
common resort in perplexity and trouble. This incident is sug- 
gestive of what the Gospel has done to prevent it. The jailor was 
about to put himself to death; St. Paul tells him to ‘‘ do himself 
no harm,” and opens to him the way of everlasting life. 

On the sin of suicide, see Jerome on Amos v., and Augus- 
tine, ii. p. 918, de Civ. Dei. i. 20, and contra Gaudentium, vol. ix. 
p- 1006, and Bp. Andrewes on the Decalogue, p. 404. 

29. dara] lights—neuter plural; cp. James i. 17. So that 
all were witnesses of the miracle. 

81. Tov Kipioy] the Lord of all. We had addressed them as 
Kupior; they turn his thoughts from themselves to the Lord, Christ. 

33, rovcev—eBarricbn] erovoev, kad érovdn (Chrys.). A re- 
markable instance of divine reward for human love. The Jailor 
washed the blood from their wounds, and was by their ministry 
freed from a spiritual prison, and was washed trom his sins by Bap- 
tism, made efficacious by the blood of Christ and by faith in Him. | 


35. faBdovxous] the lictors (properly rod-bearers), who at- 
tended the Magistrates of the Colony. 

— rAéyovres] This sudden change was perhaps occasioned by 
what they had heard of the Earthquake in the preceding night. 

37. ‘Pwpatous] Romans by birth; cp. Acts xxii. 25—29. Some 
of his ancestors had obtained the “ jus civitatis,’’ by purchase, as 
Maximin. says on Acts xxiii. 29, wapéxovtes Sdccis ameypddoyto 
‘Pwpaior, kal erpexev eis Td yévos Td dvoua. ‘ Unde colligas ex 
opulenta familia fuisse Paulum.” (Rosenm.) 

“ Lex Porcia (passed 4.U c, 506) virgas ab omnium civium 
Romanorum corpore amovet.’’ Cicero pro Rabirio, c. 3, and In 
Verrem, v. 66, ‘‘ Facinus est vinciri civem Romanum, scelus ver- 
berari.”” Hence, as Cicero testifies (Verr. v. 57), ‘ illa vox et im- 
ploratio, ‘ Civis Romanus sum,’ multis in ultimis terris opem 
inter barbaros et salutem tulit.”’ 

On St. Paul’s waiving his right of citizenship, and submitting 
to be beaten, see above, v. 22. 

— ov ydp] “non, utique.” On yap (= ye &pa) thus used, 
see Winer, § 53, p. 396, note. Klotz ad Devar. de particulis, ii. 
p. 242. (Hackeit.) The &pa serves to sum up the premises on 
which the assertion is made; the ye strengthens the assertion. 
Cp. on Luke xviii. 14, 4 yap eretvos. 

40. mpds Thy Avdtay] Cp. xxviii. 8, mpds dv eicerddv. So 
xxi. 18, cioner pds “IdewBov. See also x. 3; xvii. 2. 

— étdA0ov] they went forth. It seems that St. Luke himself 
remained at Philippi. Cp. #a0ov, xvii. 1. 

As to the reason of this arrangement, see note below on 
1 Thess. i. 7; ili. 6; and 2 Cor. viii. 18. Phil. iv. 3. 

It was St. Paul’s habit, when he had preached the Gospel in 


a City, to leave some behind him there to continue the work he 
had begun. See below on xx. 5. 


Cu. XVII. 1. d:0dedcavres] The road on which they travelled 
from Philippi to Thessalonica, was the Via Egnatia, the Greek 
continuation of the Via Appia, on which St, Paul afterwards 
travelled in his way from Puteoli to Rome. It is said by some 
to have been called Egnatia, from the town “ Gnatia lymphis 


ACTS XVII. 2—10. 


123 


Qa NANA S: N a A 
Kara dé 76 ciw6ds 76 Hathw ciopdOe mpds aitods, cal emt odBBara tpla ainke 4.16. 
? 9 A Py \ an An bY 
duedeyero abtots amd Tap ypapav, °° diavotywv Kal tapatiléuevos, OTe Tov » Ps. 22.7. 


Isa, 53. 3—10. 


ss ¥y' a A 5 al an Varo. > 
Xpicrov ee wabetv, cal AVATTHVAL EK VEKPOV, KAL OTL OUTS EoTW O Xp.otos EE 


\ Jobn 1. 42, 


bd lal A > x , lal is 
Ingovs, ov eyo Katayyé\\w tu. 4° Kat twes &€ aditav éereiaOnoar, Kat 10-4 


mpocekAnpalynoay 7@ Iavh@ kai TO Zia, Tov te ceBopevav “EMyjvov wr} Gos 


TONY, YUVALKOV TE TOV TPOTWV OVK ddtyau. 


& 28, 24, 


le N lal lal y 
© Znddaartes 8€ of Iovdaiou kai tpoohaBdpevor tav dyopatwv. avSpas Twas 
% A A 
Tovnpous, Kal dyNotromoartes eGCopvBouv Tv TOW: emLOTAVTES TE TH OiKia 


> Ud > iz bY \ > “ > X\ A 
Iacovos, élytovy avtovs aywyewv eis TOv SHmov" 


64 un edpdvTes S€ adTOds Ach 16. 20. 


»” \ > , e b] \ Dy eN N , a y 
€oupov tov Iacova Kai Twas adedpovs €7l TOUS TONTAPKAS Boavtes, “Ort 
e X 3 /, =) , @® XN > /, iy , 7 e aA 2 ¢€ 
Ol TYY OLKOULEVY)V AVACOTATWOQAVTES OVTOL KAL evOade TAPELO LW OUS ‘U7T0- John 19. 12. 


dedextar Idcwv. 


, , 9 > 3 an 
govot, Baciiéa éyovtes eTepov civat, “Inoody. 
9 Kat haBdvres 75 ikavdov Tapa Tov 


XN ‘\ , 59) ?, la) 
KQL TOUS mohuTapyxas QKOVOVTAS TAUTA. 
> ? \ A lal ° is 3 , 
Iacovos KQL T@V Nour@v améhuoav QUTOUVS. 


e Luke 23, 2,; 


N ® 4 > a , - / 
Kai otto. mavtes amévavts Tov Soypdtov Kaicapos mpao- 


®°’Erdpat€ay d€ Tov dxdoy, 
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iratis extructa,’’ mentioned in Horace’s journey from Rome to’ 


Brundisium (Sat. i. 5. 97), and his last stage between Barium, 
“ Bari meenia piscosi’”’ (v. 97), and Brundisium, the “‘ finis char- 
teeque vieeque” (v. 104). Cp. Howson, i. 372. 

It is more likely that both the town and the road derived 
their names from some person or persons of the Gens Lgnatia, 
who were mainly instrumental in their construction. So the Via 
Appia—named from Appius Cecus. 

On the proyidential provision, in the great military Roman 
Roads, for the Propagation of Christianity, see below, xxviii. 15. 

— "Auolrodis k.7.A.] For a description of the position and 
remains of these places, see Cod. Léake’s Northern Greece, viz. on 

Amphipolis, formerly called évvéa 6801, where Brasidas was 
killed, see Thucyd. v. 10. Leake, iii. 181. 

Apollonia, Leake, iii. 447. 

Bereea, iii. 290. 

Philippi, iii. 189. 

Thessalonica, iii. 235. 

The distances on the Via Egnatia, as laid down in the 
itineraries, are,— 

Philippi to Amphipolis thirty-three miles. 

Amphipolis to Apollonia thirty miles. 

Apollonia to Thessalonica thirty-seven miles (cp. Howson, 
i. 373). 

— @cooarovixny] Thessalonica; called the mother-city of all 
Macedonia in an Ancient Inscription in Valck., p. 541; now Sa- 
Joniki. Cp. Howson, i. 380, and note below on 1 Thess. i. 1. 

— h ovvaywyh] The Article 7 is not in A, B, D, and has 
been omitted by Lachmann, Bornemann. Bloomfield, Alford, and 
Tischendorf, in his last edition (p. 96), retain the article, which 


is in G, H, and the majority of cursive MSS.; and, it seems, rightly.. 


There appears to have been only a proseucha, and this out- 
side the gate (xvi. 13), at Philippi, a Roman Colony, where the 
Jews were an object of scorn and detestation. See on xvi. 20. 

But here at Thessalonica was a Synagogue; and it appears 
to have been the Synagogue of the district. 

Perhaps St. Paul passed through Amphipolis and Apollonia, 
because there was no Synagogue there. In all cases he took care 
to offer the Gospel in the first instance to the Jews. See v. 2. 

2. kara Td ciw0ds| as his custom was,—he went into the 
Synagogue. Thus St. Luke speaks of St. Paul. The Apostle 
imitated the love of Christ, who,—as the same Evangelist says,— 
as His custom was, went into the Synagogue on the Sabbath day, 
Luke iv. 16. 

3. mapari0éuevos] alleging, ‘allegans’—in the sense of ad. 
ducing or citing passages and authorities (here, from Holy Scrip- 
ture) in proof of an argument. See Valck. 

4. ccBoudvwy “EAAhvwv] Proselytes. A, D, and some Cur- 
sives insert xa) before ‘EAAjvwy, and so Vulg. ‘gentilibusque.’ 
And this reading, approved by Paley and received by Lachmann, 
has much to commend it. 

The oeBduevor are Proselytes (see xiii. 43. 50; xvi. 14; 
xvii. 17), a distinct class from the Heathens and Jews. And it 
appears that many Gentile idolaters, “EXAnves, were converted at 


Thessalonica. See ] Thess. i. 9. 


5. (nAdéoavres—mpocraBduevor] So A, B, H, and many Cur- 
sive MSS. and Versions.—D, G, H have not (nAdcayres. Elz. 
inserts dmeOovyres before lovdatol, with D, and dreidodyres is in 
G, H. 

— oi “Iovdaior] the Jews. Cp. 1 Thess. ii. 14—16, for St. 
Paul’s account of the conduct of the Jews at Thessalonica. 

— ayopaiwy] ‘‘sub-rostranorum ;” loiterers in the agora. 

6. moditdpxas] Politarchs. See also v. 8, roy dxAov, Kal Tods 
moAttdpxas. Another instance of St. Luke’s accuracy. The 
political. condition of the two neighbouring cities, Thessalonica 
and Philippi, was very different. Philippi was a Roman Colony ; 
Thessalonica a Greek free city, ‘urbs libera.’ There the Roman 
element was dominant; here the Greek prevails. 

Philippi was like a miniature of Rome in Greece. Its ma- 
gistrates and laws were Roman; and it was proud of its Roman 
dignity. 

At Philippi, therefore, we hear of otparnyo!, Pretors (xvi. 
20. 22. 35, 36. 38), and paBdovxo, lictors (xvi. 35. 38). There 
Roman privileges are invoked (xvi. 21), and an attempt is made 
to excite the Roman hatred against Paul and Silas as Jews. See 
on xvi. 20. 

But at Thessalonica the scene is changed. Here we have a 
specimen of Greek liberty allowed to survive amid the conquered 
cities of Macedonia, now under the Roman yoke: an image of 
ancient Greek Independence. Every thing here is Greek. 

St. Luke marks the change by his language; avtods dyaryely 
cis Tov OHmoyv (v. 5), ad’rods rupoy eis Tods TOALTAGPXas, an 
uncommon word, but happily we may still read it (in substance) 
on an ancient inscription at Philippi; a proof of the writer’s exact- 
ness. See Leake, p. 236, who observes, ‘‘The Magistrates are 
styled Politarche, as when St. Paul visited Thessalonica ninety- 
three years after the battle of Philippi.” 

The Inscription, which seems to be of the age of Vespasian, 
may be also seen in Boeckh (Sylloge Pars x. p. 53, No. 1967); 
who cites another from Philippi, NOAITAPXOY MAPKOY, and 
adds, ‘* Manifestd fuerunt moArrdpxa septem, ex quibus hoc loco 
princeps quasi separatim scriptus est.” Cp. Howson, i. 394—6. 

7. Kaloapos] of Cesar; an intimation of what the Church 
would have to suffer from enemies charging her with disaffection 
and disloyalty to the ruling powers. See the replies to this accu- 
sation in the Christian Apologies; especially Tertu/lian’s eloquent 
vindication, Apol. § 29—35, and de Idol. § 13—15, and Theophil. 
ad Autol. i. 11. 

On the bearing of this passage on one of the most impor- 
tant Prophecies of Holy Scripture, see note on 2 Thess. ii. 3 —13. 

9. 7d ixavdy] the surety; ‘satisdatio’ (Gloss.). Cp. LXX, 
Lev. xxv. 26, cay <ipéOn 7d ixavdy, A’Tpa adbrod (Grinfield). 

10. SiAav] This mention of the connexion of Silas with the 
Church of Thessalonica is confirmed by his association with 
St. Paul in the beginning of both the Epistles to the Thessalonians. 

From the similar association of Timotheus in those two 
Epistles, it is probable that he also was with St. Paul at Thessa- 
lonica as he was at Bercea (wv. 14, 15, and xviii. 5). See also 
1 Thess. iii. 1, where Timothy is mentioned as having been sent 
by St. Paul from Athens to Thessalonica. 
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It seems that Timothy was left behind at Thessalonica for a 
time, and joined Paul and Silas at Berea. 

— Bépoay] Berea; spelt thus (Bépora) with a single p in the 
ancient coins of this period. Like Bepovikn (Bernice), which is a 
Macedonian form of the word pepevixn (bearing or gaining vic- 
tory), so Bepota was called from the name of its founder &épns. 
Steph. Byz. and Etymol. Wetst. p. 561. It was intersected by 
the river Astrzus, aad still retains its name. 

ll. edyevéorepor] more noble. The obscure Berceans are de- 
clared by the Holy Spirit here to be more noble than the wealthy 
Thessalonians. ‘True nobility consists in being born of God, and 
in imitating His example and doing His Will. The Heathen had 
some sense of this. J/uvenal asks (Sat. viii. 1), “‘ Stemmata quid 
faciunt ?”’ and (viii. 20), ‘‘ Nodilitas sola est atque unica Virtus.” 
And St. Luke here intimates that genuine Nobility is seen in 
studying the pedigree of our heavenly lineage, and the records of 
our spiritual inheritance, in the Word of God. This truth is in- 
troduced by the pronoun oftives, which signifies ‘‘ guippe qui.” 
See on 1 Pet. ii. 11. ‘ 

It appears that these Bercean Christians were mainly of 
Jewish origin (see v. 10). Hence the contrast with those of 
Thessalonica is more striking; and this is one of the few in. 
stances where St. Paul was well received by his own people. 

— 7d Ka? jucpay| daily. See Luke xix. 47. 

14. ds emf] even to the sea. 

There does not seem much reason in the interpretations 
adopted by some here, either that the Beroean brethren sent 
St. Paul forth— 

(1) with a feint only, or pretence, of going to the sea: 
for he did go by sea to Athens, in all probability ; as no place is 
mentioned by St. Luke between Beroea and Athens. Or, 

(2) with a design to go to the sea; or in the direction of the 
sea. (Winer, § 66, p. 544.) 

It is not probable that the Beroean Christians sent Paul forth 
alone, and exposed him to the malice of the Jews from Thessalonica 
(v. 13). What St. Luke intends to say seems to be this: that, in 
their care for the Apostle, the Bercean brethren sent him forth on 
his journey even as far as to the sea; and so Valck. interprets it ; 
that is, they conveyed him in safety, with an escort, to the coast. 
Thus they protected him, with some trouble and risk to them- 
selves. And afterwards, some who conducted him from Bercea, 
brought him in safety even as far as (€ws) Athens. 

All this is mentioned as a fruit of the Christian spirit of the 
Church at Beroea; a happy result of their study of the Scriptures. 

Either, then, the true reading is that adopted by Lachmann, 
éws (the reading of A, B, EH, and several cursives), or, what comes 
to the same thing, as ém) is to be rendered usgue ad, ‘ even to ;’ 
and so it has been understood by the Syriac, Arabic, Aithiopic, 
and Latin Versions. So Pausan. ii. 25, rataBdvtwy 5& &s em) 
6dracoav. Xen. Cyr. viii. 3. 11, dete répua ds em) wéyre 
otadiwy. Zosim. i. 67, ws em) ty ‘Phvov. Laért. viii. 6Y, 
@devnévar &s em) thy Atryny. Diod. Sic. p. 423, a, roy 
vabapxov meta Séxa Tpihpwy améorere, Kedevoas KaTd TdxOS 
AdOpa wActy &s em) Zupaxovotovs. See Wetstein, Valck., Kuin. 
If this is the true interpretation, then éeéaméoreiAay is to be 
joined with &s ém) thy OdAacoar, they sent him forth, or escorted 
him, even down to the sea. 


Bp. Pearson’s recently-discovered Concio on this 


16. Kateldwroy] full of idols (Syriac), as a place full of trees 
is called karddevdpos, so as to be overgrown by them. Athens 
was 7éALs Oe@v, a city of gods, as appears from the description of 
its temples, altars, &c., in the Attica of Pausanias, who visited it 
in the age of the Antonines. See Leake’s Athens, pp. ]—35, and 
the present Editor’s Athens and Attica, ch. xi. - 

Athens, the most intelligent and literary city of Greece, was 
“given to idolatry.” Idolatry, therefore, may flourish side by 
side with Literature and Science. They have not delivered the 
world from creature-worship; ¢hat could only be done by 
Christianity. 

17. ey tH ovvaywyh] in the Synagogue. St. Paul still continues 
to offer the Gospel in the first instance to the Jews, although they 
had endeavoured to kill him at Thessalonica, and had persecuted 
him to Bercea. No evil treatment from them was able to exhaust 
his patience, or abate his love to them, or to weary him in his 
efforts for their salvation. See above, xvii. ]. A salutary lesson 
of charity toward those who dissent from the truth. 

— év tH ayopG)] in the Agora. On the South of the Acro- 
polis, and to the South-east of the Areopagus. See ‘‘ Athens and 
Attica,” ch. xxii. As he was disputing in the Agora, he was 
led up to the Areopagus (v. 19), a low limestone hill, a little 
above it. 

18. rwes 5¢ kal Tay ’Emixovpelwy al Tov StwikGv] but certain 
of both the Epicureans and the Stoics. For a summary of 
the points, physical, ethical, and theological, in which St. Paul’s 
teaching would come in contact with the tenets of these sects, see 
S. Aug. Serm. 150, and c. Academ. iii. 10, and two Treatises 
c. Epicureos et Stoicos; and S. Athanas., de Incarn. 2, p. 39; and 
Bentley’s Second Boyle Lecture, Works, iii. pp. 27—34, where 
St. Paul’s speech before the Areopagus (wy. 22—32) is illustrated 
and explained by reference to their opinions. See also, particularly, 
subject (ed. 
Churton, ii. pp. 56—63) who observes : ; 

“As to the Epicureans, they allowed that the World was 
made (i.e. had not existed from eternity); but maintained that it 
came together by chance, and that the Deity took no part in its 
administration ;” and so, as Tertullian says (Apol. 47), ‘‘ Deum 
nobis exhibent otiosum et inexercitum, et, ut ita dixerim, nemi- 
nem humanis rebus.”” 

Besides, they subverted the foundations on which Chris- 
tianity rests, by denying the Immortality of the Soul. Thus Epi- 
curus says, ‘‘death is nothing to us’”’ (Cicero, de Finibus, ii. 31) ; 
and ‘nihil esse post mortem, Epicuri schola est”? (Tertullian, de 
Resurr. Carnis, in initio). 

They undermined the groundwork of the Gospel also, by 
affirming that man is capable of no felicity but of health of body 
and tranquillity of mind. 

As to the Stotes; their name was from the Srod zro:laAn, 
the “ braccatis illita Medis Porticus”’ (Persius, iii. 53), the arcade 
or corridor painted (orxlAn) with frescoes of the battle of Mara- 
thon, in which Zeno taught. They were Pantheists. As Tertullian 
expresses it (adv. Hermog. 44, ad Nationes, ii. 4), they taught 
that the Deity pervades the matter of the world, as honey fills 
the comb of a hive. To them the world was God. Thus they 
undermined the doctrine of Providence, of personal Responsibility, 
and of a Judgment to come. In their system of Ethics all sins 
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were equal; or, rather, in their doctrine of fatalism, no sins at all. | 
Their “‘ wise man,”’ who was all-sufficient in himself (aitapki)s), 
and equal to the Jove of the people, had no passions; which, as 
S. Jerome observes (Ep. ad Ctesiph. 133), is ** hominem ex ho- 
mine tollere.”” Cp. Bp. Pearson, 1. c. 

Tertullian (de Anima 3) sums up the Ethical system of 
both in two words, ‘‘ Zenonis vigor (ought not we to read rigor ?) 
et Epicuri stupor.” 

S. Aug. says (Serm. 150), ‘‘ Dic, Epicuree, que res faciat 
beatum? Responde. Voluptas corporis. Dic, Stoice. Virtus 
Animi. Dic, Christiane. Donum Dei.’ 

“Heee est doctrina Christianorum, incomparabiliter pre- 
ferenda immunditiz Epicureorum, et superbie Stoicorum.’’. (Ben- 
gel. 

rs is observable, that no mention is here made of the Peri- 
patetics, Academics, or Platonists, whose doctrines were not so 
much opposed to Christianity as those of the Stoics and Epi- 
cureans. Indeed, they may be said to have in some degree 
prepared the better part of the world for the reception of the 
Gospel. 

— tl dy éd01] “ What can his meaning be,—if he has any 
meaning at all?”’ 

— 6 omepwordyos| omepuoddyos, properly a small bird with a 
shrill note, that flutters and hops hither and thither, picking up 
seeds (orépuata Aéywv), particularly after the plough. (Cyri/.) 
Vid. Aristoph. Avv. 232, and the Scholiast, omepyordywv dvoua 
dpvéwy, & ex Tod dpiTTew +4 orépuata, Kad eoOiety o¥TwS @VOUE- 
cOnoav. Hence beggars who wandered up and down the Agora, 
and picked up their food as they could, were called omepuordyou. 

Eustath. ad Hom. Odys. ¢’. v. 241, omeppordyos eiS0s early 
dpvéov AwBdpuevov 74 oTéppara, e& ob of “AOnvator omepuoddyous 
éxdAouy Tovs mepl eumdpia kal ayopas SiarpiBoyras dia Td ava- 


AéyeoOat Ta ex TAY Hoptiwy dmoppéovTa, Kal BiaGhy ex Tov'Twv. 
Hence any mean person was so called. Harpocrat. 6 «iteAns 
Kal ebxatappdyntos &vOpwros. Philo, de Leg. ad Cai. p. 1021, 6, 
xpnoduevos—ENlkwvi—ovrAw omepyoddyw mepitpiuparr, And 
the word was applied to parasites who lived by flattering others. 
Harpocrat. not tows amd trav addotploy dia(ay. On account 
of the shrill noise of those birds which pick up seeds here and 
there, a garrulous person was so called. Suidas, cmeppodrdyov, 
evpuddyor, akpitduvOov. Hesych., omepwoddyos, prvapos. (Kuin.) 

S. Augustine, Sermon. 150, gives another interpretation of 
omepuoddyos (quasi omelpwy Adyous), ‘seminator verborum.’ And 
so Vulg. ‘seminiverbius.’ ‘“ Tlle (sc. Paulus) revera,’”’ says Aug., 
“ seminator verborum, sed messor morum ; et nos tantuli in agro 
Dei seminamus, et uberem messem de vestris moribus expecta- 
mus.” 

The inquisitive Athenians (v. 21) restlessly roving about, 
and picking up news in the agora, and described as such even by 
their own Orator in a better age (Demosth. Phil. i. p. 43), might 
well be called omepyoddyor; and yet they call the Apostle St. Paul 
a omepuoddyos. Such in their eyes was the Apostle who was 
sowing the Divine Seed of the Word in the furrows of the Field 
of the World, and who will stand foremost at the Great Day of 
Harvest, and ‘‘bring his sheaves with him.” So different are 
the opinions of men and the judgment of God! 

— tévwv Saipoviwy] of strange deities, as Socrates before him. 
The plural for the singular, as in v. 28. Cp. Bentley here. See 
on Matt. ii. 20. 

— thy avdoracv] the resurrection of the Body. They did 


not deny the Immortality of the Soul. See on 1 Cor. xv. 12. 
19. én) roy “Apewov mayor jryayov| they lead him to the Areo- 
pagus. A fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy, “‘ They will deliver 
you up to Councils.”” Matt. x.17. Mark xiii. 9. Luke xxi. 12. 
S. Chrysostom and others say, that they brought St. Paul up to 
the Areopagus, in order that they might terrify him (eis “Apecoy 
mdryov avTov elAKoy ws KaTtamAnéovrTes), because there was 
the Judicial Tribunal of capital offences, govixal Sixa:, especially 
in suits for bringing in strange deities, téevav Saipovlwy cicarywyi, 
and other causes of Religion. 
This opinion has been controverted; and it has been said, | 


that St. Paul was not brought before the Areopagus for any such 
forensic purpose. There seems, however, to be good ground for 
S. Chrysostom’s remark, which is adopted, among others, by 
Bengel, ‘“‘ Paulum e6 tanquam rewm duxere.” 

The Areopagus—a low hill raised above the bustle of the 
Agora—was a favourable spot for hearing a reply to the questions 
put to him by the Athenians. But there seems to be something 
more implied by St. Luke in the words (v. 19), émsAaBdpmevor 
avTov ém) Toy “Apetoy wayov Hyayov. 

It has, indeed, been said (by Grotius and Meyer), that ém- 
AaBduevor means only a gentie act of leading aside; and so it 
sometimes does, as in ix. 27. But in other places it intimates 
something more; see xvi. 19; xviii. 17; xxi. 30. 

The Athenians are called deroidamovéorepor (v. 22); their 
City was given up to idolatry (v. 16). It is therefore not im- 
probable that St. Paul was brought to the Areopagus, as a setter 
Sorth of stranye gods, by some of that large number of persons 
in that city whose livelihood depended on the maintenance of 
Idolatry. See the operation of this cause at Ephesus, xix. 24— 
28, and at Philippi, xvi. 19, where the same word is used, ému- 
AaBdomevor eirxvoay em rods &pxovtas. Cp. note there. 

It is true that St. Luke does not expressly say that he was 
put on his trial there. The process may have been only a pre- 
paratory inquiry, an évdepiots. They who laid hands on him, may 
have intended to frighten the Apostle (as Chrysostom supposes) 
by the judicial associations of the place, and to drive him out of 
the city. Something of this kind seems to have been designed by 
his delation to the Areopagus, whose name was expressive of ju- 
dicial inquisition in religious matters, as was exemplified in the 
history of Socrates (Xenophon, Mem. i. 1). And the words 
orabels 6 TlatAos ev uéow Tod ’Apelov mdryou ep, “Avdpes >AOn- 
vatot denote a public Apology rather than a private discussion. 
The mention also of St. Paul’s convert Dionysius, in v. 34, by his 
official title, the Areopagite, seems to corroborate this opinion. 
And, lastly, the noble peroration concerning a future Universal 
Judgment (v. 31), would come with special force, if uttered before 
the highest Judicial Tribunal, in the most philosophical City of 
the Ancient World. See also v. 32. 

It is perfectly true—nor is it inconsistent with the opinion 
just stated in reference to some of his hearers—that in the treat- 
ment St. Paul received at Athens, there is also a tone of sceptical 
indifference and supercilious irony, rather than of violence. Her 
Philosophers were not earnest in the search of truth. With them 
Religion was a matter for disputation in the Schools, rather than 
for moral practice in daily life. 

20. tevi{ovra] surprising, strange. See 1 Pet. iv. 4. 

21. evxalpovy] ‘vacabant;’ had leisure for. An Hellenistic word, 
not Attic. “ Moeris p. 145, edicaipeiy oddels elpnee TGV TaAaav. 
Phrynichus p. 50, edeaipety od AeKxTéov, GAN ed TKOATS Exew. 
Thom. Mag. cxorgryy tryw, ral ed oXoATs exw, ob TXoOAGCw* Td 
de edxaipeiy mavrn addeyuov. Cp. Etym. M. p. 740. 50. Syd.’ 
(Kuin.) 

— Kawdtepoy] more new than the last news. ‘“ Nova statim 
sordebant, noviora querebantur.”’ (Bengel.) The comparative 
expresses an appetite never satisfied, but ever craving something 
more, even when it has just been fed. Cp. Theophrast. Char. viii. 
Bh Aéyeral te Katydtepov; The news-loving temper of the 
Athenians is noted by Demosth. Phil. i. 43, BovAcode, cir 
Mol, meptidvtes adtay muvOdvecOu Kata Thy &yopay, Aéyeral TL 
Kalo ; 

22. orafels 5¢ 6 MatAos] And Paul being stationed in the 
midst of the Areopagus said. He was standing in the midst of the 
Areopagus, and in the heart of the city of Athens. Cp. “ Athens 
and Attica,” ch. xi. 

Sixteen stone steps cut in the rock, at its south-east angle, 
lead up to the hill of the Areopagus from the valley of the Agora, 
which lies between it and the Pnyx. Immediately above the 
steps, on the level of the hill, is a bench of stone excavated in 
the limestone rock, forming three sides of a quadrangle. There 
the Areopagites sat as judges, on a rocky hill in the open air. 
On this hill are now the ruins of a small church dedicated to 


126 


ACTS XVII. 23. 


a 1d vs OElaLo j spas Oewpa * duepyd ap Kab 
KATA TavTa ws SeroodayoveoTepovs vas VEewpw Lepyomevos ‘yap 
lal la Ss X me 4 3 
dvabewpav Ta ceBdopata bpdv ebpov Kat Bwmov ev @ éneyéypamto, AT'NQ- 
> lat A lal e lal 
STN. OEM. *O ody ayvootvtes cboeBetre TodTO ey KatTayyé\ho va. 


S. Dionysius the Areopagite, and commemorating his conversion 
by St. Paul. The Apostle was brought, perhaps, by these steps 
of rock, which are the natural access to the summit, from the 
Agora below, in which he had been conversing, to give an account 
of the doctrines which he preached. Here, placed as he was in 
the centre of this platform in the very heart of Athens, with its 
statues and altars, and temples of deities around him, he might 
well say that the city was crowded with idols. 

The Temple of Humenides was immediately below him: 
behind him, if he looked eastward, was the Temple of Theseus ; 
and he beheld the Propylea of the Acropolis facing him, and the 
Parthenon upon the Acropolis fronting him from above. The 
Temple of Victory was on his right, and a countless multitude of 
temples and: altars in the Agora and Ceramicus below him. 
Above him, towering over the City from its pedestal on the rock 
of the Acropolis,—as the Borromean Colossus, which at this day 
with outstretched hand gives its benediction to the low village of 
Arona, or as the brazen statue of the armed Angel, which from 
the summit of the Castel S. Angelo spreads its wings over the 
city of Rome,—was the bronze Colossus of Minerva, armed with 
spear, shield, and helmet, the Champion of Athens. Standing 
almost beneath its shade, the courageous Apostle pronounced, 
that the Deity is not to be likened to that, the work of Phidias, 
or to other forms in “ gold, silver, or stone, graven by art and 
man’s device,’ which peopled the scene before him, and that in 
temples made with hands the Deity doth not dwell. 

The remark which has been made by Dr. Bentley, on the 
skilful adaptation of St. Paul’s oration to the audience which he 
was addressing, is equally applicable to the place in which he 
was addressing them. Nothing could present a grander, and, if 
we may so speak, a more piciuresque illustration of his subject, 
than the temples, statues, altars, and other objects by which he 
was surrounded. 

This Speech contains a statement of the Unity of the God- 
head (v. 23), against Polytheism ; of the creation of all things by 
Him, against the Epicurean theory of a fortuitous concourse of 
atoms; of its Government by Him, against the Stoical doctrine of 


Fate, and the Epicurean notion of Indifference (vv. 23, 24); of 
the divine Omnipresence, and of the adtdpkeia of the One Great 
First Cause (v. 25), in opposition to the popular theology ; of 
the origin of all Nations from one blood, against the Athenian 
conceit of their own dignity as adréx doves; of the spirituality of 
the Godhead, in opposition to Idolatry (v. 29); of the witness to 
God’s existence, and other attributes, in Man’s Conscience and in 
Human Nature, and in the Visible World (v. 29). It concludes 
with a reply to the objection that these are new doctrines (v. 30), 
and with a statement of the doctrine of human accountability and 
Universal Judgment to come, by One whom God has appointed ; 
of which He has given a pledge by His Resurrection from the 
Dead. 

He does not once mention Jesus Christ by name. Compare 
St. Stephen’s conduct in this respect before the Jewish Sanhe- 
drim (see the commencement of note on ch. vii. and on vii. 45). 
In both cases there is the reverence of silence; they would not 
provoke blasphemy against that Holy Name. 

St. Paul’s Speech at Athens—both in what he does say, and 
in what he does zo¢ say—is a Model and Pattern to all Chris- 
tian Missionaries for their Addresses to the Heathen World. Cp. 
on v. 23. 

— as daoSamoverrépovs] as more fearful of the gods; not 
said in censure: ovdévy Bapd Aéywy (Chrys.). Cp. the words of 
CEdipus in Sophocles (Gad. C. 260), Tas ’A@jvas pact Oeoce- 
Beordras eivat. 

The sense is,—I for my part regard you as more fearful of 
the gods than the rest of the world. Cp. Winer, § 35, p. 218, 
and Baumg. ii. p. 157. 

The word 6ewpé appears to be studiously repeated (see wv. 16. 
22). This is the light in which I regard you. This is my theory 
concerning you. You charge me with introducing new Deities 
(v. 18). I will show that you yourselves are not satistied with 
what you have, and that you are affected with a mysterious craving 
for something more. 

He represents their feeling toward their deities as one of 
servile fear; and he will deliver them from its vague alarms, and 
teach them a religion of filial love. 

The. sense in which the Athenians, to whom he spoke, used 
the word deioiSaluwy, timidus Deorum, is evident from the Chap- 
ter of Theophrastus (Charact. Eth. xvi.) on that subject. The 


character of Nicias, as drawn by Thucydides (vii. 50. 77. 86), | 


presents a striking specimen of Athenian Serordaimovia. And the 
verses of the great Poet of one of the Sects, the Epicurean, with 
which St. Paul had to contend at Athens, display a graphic view 
of his position at Athens in taking up arms against the Heathen 
Theology, and an appropriate comment on his words: 


‘‘ Humana ante oculos foedé cum vita jaceret 
In terris, oppressa gravi sub Religione, 
Que caput a coeli regionibus ostendebat, 
Horribili super aspectu mortalibus instans.”’ 


And again, 


“ Seepius illa 
Religio peperit scelerosa atque impia facta.” 
Lucret. i. 64—102. 


The victory over this awful Religio—a victory which Lucre- 
tius claims for his ‘‘ Graius homo,” Epicurus, is indeed specially 
due to St. Paul. Cp. Aug. de Civ. Dei iv. 30, ‘“Agamus Deo 
gratias, qui has superstitiones per altissimam Christi humilitatem, 
per Apostolorum predicationem, liberé suorum servitute sub- 
vertit.”’ 

28. 7d ceBdopara] your objects of worship, temples, altars, 
&c., used in this sense in the Greek Version in Wisd. xiv. 20; 
xv. 17. Bel and the Dragon 27. (Kuin.) Cp. 2 Thess. ii. 4. 


— ctpov nal] I met with an altar also, inscribed to the Un- 
known God. 

— Bwudv] an altar. An example to Christian Preachers and 
Missionaries, that they should adapt their addresses to the cir- 
cumstances of their audience, and commence with things in which 
they agree with them, and endeavour to persuade their hearers by 
means of things which they acknowledge; and so lead them on 
to accept the truth as it is in Christ. 

In the Jewish Synagogues, the Apostle always preached 
from the Law and the Prophets there read. But in the heathen 
City, he takes his text from their Altar, and confirms it from their 
Poets. To those who were under the Levitical Law, “‘ he was as 
under the Law, that he might gain them that were under the 
Law; and to them that were without the Law, he became as 
without the Law, that he might gain them that were without the 
Law ;’’ and, so far as was consistent with his obedience to Christ, 
he became ‘all things to all men, that he might by all means 
save some.’ See 1 Cor. ix. 20. 22. 

He thus brought every thing into subjection to Christ; and 
often, as here, he overcame Satan by his own weapons; amb 
Tov bTAwY THY TOAEULwY ad’To’s exelpdoauTro. See Ammonius in 
Caten. p. 352. 

Cp. Chrys. here, and Jerome, Hpist. ad Magnum, “ Ductor 
Christiani exercittis, Paulus, et orator invictus, pro Christo causam 
agens, ipsam inscriptionem fortuitam arte (arze ?) torquet in argu- 
mentum fidei.’’ 

— -ATNOSTO: GEN] to the unknown God. In short public 
formulas, like Inscriptions on altars, &c., the definite article is 
often omitted. Cp. Znyvds ’OdAvumiov, —’AméAAwu Hvbl@, — 
*AOnvaG MloAidd: x.7.A. And therefore “AyydorTw Océ is not to be 
rendered to an unknown God, but ‘‘ to ¢he unknown God.”’ 

It would seem that the same Divine Power which had guided 
Pilate’s hand when he wrote the inscription on the Cross, ‘ Jesus 
of Nazareth, King of the Jews,” directed those, unconscious 
though they were, who traced this title on the Altar. It is not 
to be supposed, that St. Paul alludes only to the more general 
inscription "Ayvéoro.s Ocots, engraven on some altars in the har- 
bour and city of Athens (Pausan. Attic. i. 1. Philost. Vit. 
Apollon. vi. 3. Col. Leake’s Athens, p. 306). 

The title "Ayvéorots cois, to unknown Gods (in the plural), 
was indeed of some use to his argument, as it implied a con- 
fession from Athenians themselves that there were Beings—and 
therefore a Beirg—unknown to them, and yet entitled to divine 
worship. 

But to suppose that he argued from such an inscription as 
that, and from nothing more, would be tantamount to a suppo- 


sition that in preaching the One God, he argued from a profession 


of Polytheism. 

No one—least of all, St. Paul—would have hazarded an ill- 
grounded assertion before an assembly of critical Athenians, And 
the conversion of Dionysius, a Judge of the Court of the Areo- 
pagus, by St. Paul’s pleading, is a sufficient proof that the allega- 
tions, on which it was grounded, were true. 

Hence Clem. Alex. (Strom. i. 9) and S. Aug. (c. Crescon. 
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i. 29) affirm that the Athenians worshipped one God, although | Tertullian, de Idol. 7, and Mede’s Essay on Churches, i.e. “ ap- 

unknown. propriate places for Christian Worship both in, and ever since the 
There was doubtless an altar at Athens declaratory of the | Apostles’ times,’’ Works, pp. 319—385. 

Unity of the Godhead. There was an altar inscribed ’Ayyaorw 25. aivtés] He Himself—and no one else. Cp. Matt. i. 21. 

cg, to the unknown God. Such an inscription would have been | Since He is the sole source of all life to all, He cannot be in need 

suggested by the natural cravings of the heart for something | of any thing from any. His essence is like that described by the 

more pure and rational than the unholy and unsatisfying vanities | Poet,— . 

of Gentile Polytheism. : : ‘‘ Ipsa suis pollens opibus, nihil indiga nostri.” 

A See ates a ieee rd by heathen Poets, e. g. by 27. xdv Kipiov] their Lord. See v. 24. 

ratus, whom st. raul quotes (v. 40). — <i tpa ye Wnradnoeay adtdéy] if haply at least (as might 

And (as Chrys. gud Ciciipeniis, and others state) the be expected) es would feel for Him—as men ie fecling 

cee Peele calamities, such as the great Flagne at | ong groping for the light. See on Heb. xii. 18; cp. Aristoph. 

Athens in the 40th Olympiad, suggested to the Athenians that | p,_ GIy eduaniiey ei oor ae ron ynene: 

there might be some other god whom they had offended, “and 28. tTwes—rontav] certain of your poets. Aratus, of Cilicia, 

who could and would give them that aid which they had sought | g pays own country (Grotius), and perhaps of Tarsus, St. 

in vain from their many gods of; wood and stone.” As (ol. Leake |’ panvsown city. (Fabric. Bibl. Gr. iv. p. 87.) The same words 

has observed (p. 306), ‘‘ Diogenes Laertius (in Epimenid. lib. i. are also in Cleanthes, of Lycia. Hymn. Jov. 5. 


sect. 10) informs us that Epimenides himself came to Athens St. Paul connects all Greek poetry with Athens, “the eye of 

to establish this worship, and that he sacrificed upon the Areo- | Googe ;’ and by quoting Aratus he connects his audience with 
agus. | hi : i i i 

sg Laertius does not indeed speak of the “Ayyworos Oebs, but Sp Rye He een ae ee your cele- 

he ‘says 7@ mpoofxovrs Oc@, in the singular number; and his | pated quarries of Mount Pentelicus. From the abundance of 

name would have been specified, if it had been known. ‘ It ae Athens, it was called los, stone. 

probable, therefore (says Leake), that an altar “Ayvdoty Oc@ — xapdyuart] gravure: even though, like your chrysele- 


continued to stand upon the Areopagus from that time until it ‘ : eas 
became the occasion of St. Paul’s Hails to the Athenians.”” If ee Biiniesva oF ences cropolisys ie estrous (ho shasdar 
Ehpjaltar was visible, as Perhaps uy wpe, the appeal would tayo 80. brepiidy} overlooking : without inflicting punishment. 
been much more conene and striking. : ; “ Cp. xiv. 16. Rom. iii. 25. And in this sense it is used by LXX 
The words of the interlocutor in the dialogue of Philopatris, in Dantes sede 
ascribed by some to Lucian (iii. 708, but see Gieseler, § 40), 82. avaoracw | "resurrection, i.e. of the body. See Bentley 
vh Tov &yvwoaToy ev’ Abhvats, and Toy ev "ADhvaus &yvworoyv Serm. ii. p. 32. , 
epeupdyres .. . TovT@ ebxapiorjowuer, though designed perhaps Here St. Paul opposes all schools of Gentile Ethics. “ Ut 
as a sneer on St. Paul’s speech at Athens, and so proving its dis- | oasis restitutio negetur, de una omnium philosophorum schola 
semination in the Gentile world, are far from casting any doubt | 3) nitup.”? (Tertullian, Prescr. 7.) 
on the Apostle’s assertion; they rather confirm his statement of SIE eek Tadvos ander] And so Paul went away 
the fact : though they do not concede his inference from it. . Srom them. They deferred the re-hearing of the cause to a more 
— 0 Gyvootvtes eioeBeite] ‘nomen guod ignorantes bené co- | “convenient season, and so he departed. He departed from Athens, 
litis, ego declaro vobis; Deus Qui” &c. The reading 6 and roiiro never, as far as we know, to revisit it. ‘“‘ Nusquam Paulus minore 
restored from the oldest MSS. by recent Editors, is more con- | ym fructu quam Athenis docuit.” (Bullinger.) 


sistent with the argument than dy and todrov. Cp. John iv. 22, A solemn warning to all, who, gifted with intellectual ad- 
iets mpookuveire d obx oldare. vantages, spend their time in speculation, and prefer novelty 


There seems a contrast between evocBecire here and Seioidal- | ty truth. Specially a warning to all such persons as seek for 
povia v. 22. : novelties in Religion, and in the Exposition of Scripture. The 
— KatayyéAAw] An answer to katayyercds v. 18. Spirit who dwelt in St. Paul may visit them for a time; but, if He 
24. ot—karoixe?] doth not dwell; is not locally confined to | be not reverently entertained, He will depart from them-—perhaps 
them as to a dwelling-place (Acts vii. 48), even though it be as | for ever. f : 
magnificent as the Parthenon and the Temple of Theseus. 34. Arovictos | Dionysius, afterwards ‘ the _first Bishop of 
This assertion, and others like it, of God’s Ommnipresence, | Athens, according to Dionysius, the Corinthian Bishop of the same 
was abused by the adversaries of Christianity into a charge | name. Huse. ill. 4; iv. 23. Cp. Bingham, ii. 1. 4. 
against the Christians that they Aad no Temples. Celsus, ap. There is now a Church dedicated to him on the Areopagus. 
Origen, c. Cels. viii. p. 389. Minuc. Felix, 10, ‘ nullas aras ha- | S. Chrys. de Sacerdot. (iv. Pp. 189, Hughes) says that the Da- 
bent, templa nulla.” But this was an erroneous allegation. See | maris here mentioned was his wife. 
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The works attributed to him by some belong probably to 
another Dionysius of the fourth century. See Bp. Pearson, 
Vindic. Ign. cap. x. pp. 249—264, ed. Churton. 


Cu. XVIII. 1. KépivOov] Corinth. “ Achaize caput’ (Florus, 
ii. 69); ‘“totius Gracie lumen” (Cicero, pro lege Manil. 6) ; 
“excisam quidem 4 Mummio, sed cum tempore reflorescentem.”’ 
(Grot.) The following summary is from Kwin. 

‘< Portus habebat duo, ad navium stationes aptissimos, alte- 
rum occidentalem, Lecheeum., versus Italiam, alterum orientalem, 
Cenchreensem (v. 18), versus regiones Asiaticas, v. Strabo lib. 
viii. p. 261, Pausan. Achaic. c. 16. Celebrabantur ibi, conventu 
totius Greecie (Curt. iv. 5) ludi Isthmici, ultra Hadriani tempora, 
v. Pausan. Corinth. c. 1. 2. Bello: Achaico 4 Lucio Mummio 
dirutam Flor. ii. 16. Plin. H. N. xxxiv. 2; xxxv. 5, centum annos 
post Julius Czesar, deductis illuc libertinis quam plurimis, resti- 
tuit ; et brevi tempore pristinum splendorem recuperavit, ita ut, 
propter civium opulentissimorum copiam, et artium studium, inter 
reliquas Greecis civitates principatum teneret. Quam in rem 
luculentissima extant scriptorum veterum testimonia, nominatim 
Strabonis, qui lib. viii. p. 263 scribit: 7 wey ody médAis Toy 
Kopw0lwy peyddn Te Kal mAovola Siaravtbs briptev, avdpay Te 
nomdpnkey ayabay els Te TH ToATiKG Kal eis Tas TéexVaS Tas 
SnutoupyiKds.”” 

On its present condition, see Col. Leake’s Morea, iii. 228— 
237 and 322. Howson, chap. xii. 

2. °AkvAav] Aguilam: probably a name adopted for com- 
mercial intercourse with the Romans; and the same as Onkelos. 
(Valck.) 

— Movtixdy] of Pontus. See ii. 9. 1 Pet. i. 1. 

— KaAavdiov—Tovdalous—‘Pduns] ‘Claudius Judeos, impul- 
sore Chresto: assidué tumultuantes, Roma expulit”’ (Sueton. 
Claud. 25). Cp. Bede, who says that it is uncertain whether the 
Christians were not confounded with Jews in that edict of Clau- 
dius, by which he banished the Jews from Rome. Lardner, 
Credib. i. 11. 3. Burton, 184. Howson, i. 454. Gieseler, § 28. 
It is probable that the Jews of Rome, as at Thessalonica and 
other great cities, had been stirred up against the Christians. 

A happy exile for Aquila. Banishment by Cesar from 
Rome brought him to Christ and the Church. He is afterwards 
at Ephesus (v. 19. 1 Cor. xvi. 19), and returns to Rome (Rom. 
xvi. 3), and at Ephesus again (2 Tim. iv. 19). His wife Prisca, 
or Priscilla, is always mentioned with him (see on v. 18); and 
probably they carried with them, wherever they went, the spi- 
ritual benefits they derived from their fellowship with St. Paul. 
Thus evil may be overruled for good; and exile from an earthly 
city may be the means of bringing many to heaven. 

3. oxnvorotol] tent-makers. To which St. Paul himself refers, 
ActsexxeS4.) le Cor: iv. 208 2iCors xi. 9 xi. 13.7 J Dhessii, 
9. 2 Thess. iii. 8. The word onvozoroi is best rendered “ opi- 
fices tentoriorum ex corio, in usum viatorum.” As Chrys. ex- 
plains it, ém) oxnvoppapelov Extras dépuata eppamre, and as Arator 
says (p. 206), 


— ‘tentoria quippe 

Fortia mobilibus fabricabat in aggere tectis ; 
Longitss hee abiens peregrinus ubique viator 
Erigit, atque hiemes solesque his pellibus arcet.”’ 


Some have supposed that St. Paul had learnt the art of tent- 
making in his own country Cilicia, celebrated for its cilicium, or 
goats’-hair, of which tents were made; and others, that he had 
practised it among the oxnvtra: in Arabia (Gal. i. 17). 

The supposition that these fents were made from the cilicium, 
or goats’-hair, of St. Paui’s native country Cilicia, does not seem 
to rest on any good foundation (cp. Meyer). 

There was nothing discreditable, in the eyes of a Jew, in 
manual labour. ‘‘ Mos erat etiam doctissimis Judeorum opifi- 


cium aliquod discere.” See Schoettyen. p. 472, and Rosenm. 
here, and Biscoe, p. 273. 

Hence St. Paul is called ‘ pellium sutor” by Origen (hom, 
17 in Num.). 

May we not add, in reference to Christ Himself, that Ipse 
Orbis terrarum Opifex, sacrosanctis Suis manibus fabri artem ex- 
ercebat (Matt. xiii. 55. Mark vi. 3). Sic et Apostolorum prima- 
rius, qui in Ecclesiz tabernaculo pangendo plus omnibus laborabat 
(1 Cor. xv. 10), tentoriis factitandis victum queritabat: et a 
terrenorum tentoriorum sutura (cp. Origen, hom. 17 in Num.) 
ad zterna habitanda vocatus est? Hence Arator says (p. 207), 


aS habitacula Paulus 
Dum terrena levat, docet ut ccelestia condat, 
Factaque seepe manu nunc construit atria verbo.” 


This was indeed a consecration of human labour. As Chrys. 
observes here, ‘‘ St. Paul, after working miracles, stood in his 
workshop at Corinth, and stitched hides of leather together with 
his hands; and the Angels regarded him with love, and the Devils 
with fear.’’ 

St. Paul, if would seem, from his free-birth at Tarsus (cp. 
xvi. 37), and from his education under Gamaliel at Jerusalem 
(see xxii. 3), was of an opulent family; and it is probable that at 
his conversion he incurred a loss of estate, as well as of friends, 
so that he was obliged to provide for his necessities by the work 
of his own hands. Acts xx. 34. 

But he thought all things oxvBada that he might win Christ, 
for whom he suffered the loss of all things (Phil. iii. 8). 

It was not honourable to the Corinthians, that the Apostle 
was obliged to provide a maintenance for himself by manual 
labour. And their “lack of service”? to him is contrasted 
(see v. 5) with the thoughtful liberality of the Macedonian 
Churches. 

But that lack of service on their part gave him an occasion 
for showing that he did not preach for an earthly reward; and 
also for stating the claim of Christ’s Ministers to a competent 
maintenance with greater force, because no one could allege that 
in so doing he was pleading for himself. See 1 Cor. ix. 7. 11, 12. 
hy PCa see 7, 

4. “EdAnvas] A remarkable passage, as showing that the word 
“EhAnves is sometimes used in the Acts for Greek-speaking Jews 
and proselytes. Here Hellenes are attendants on the synagogue- 
worship (as in xiv. 1; xvii. 4). When the Jews, whom St. Paul 
addresses (see v. 5), had rejected the Gospel, then,—but not till 
then,—did he say that he would go to the Gentiles (v. 6), eis Ta 
€0vn. See above, xi. 20. 

5. KarjAGov ard Tis Maxedovlas 5 Te Siras xa 6 TydOcos] As 
Dr. Paley observes, St. Paul had sent for them to come to him 
from Macedonia to Athens (xvii. 15, 16). And St. Paul says 
(1 Thess. iii. 1), “We thought good to be left at Athens alone, 
and sent Timotheus our brother to establish you.” Thus the 
Epistle implies what is said in the History, and supplies what is 
not said; and vice versa. 

Timothy, it seems, remained with St. Paul at Corinth as 
“his fellow-labourer”’ in preaching the Gospel; 6 cuvepyds pov, 
as he is called in the Epistle to the Romans (Rom. xvi. 21), written 
from that place. : 

— 76 dAdyw] by the word. So A, B, D, EB, G, and some 
Cursives and Versions ; and this reading is adopted by Griesb., 
Scholz, Lach., Tisch., Born., Alf.—Elz. cuvelyeto 76 wvebpari. 
The sense is,—after the arrival of Silas and Timotheus, he was 
constrained by the Word within him urging him to speak, and 
striving vehemently for utterance. (See on 1 Cor. ix. 16.) So 
the Syriac Version. Cp. Luke xii. 50, m@s cvvéxopmat, fas of 
Tercoby; and 2 Cor. v.14, % aydry cuvéyver uds. And see 
LXX in Jerem. xx. 9; xxiii. 9. Ps. xxxix. 3. Job xxxii. 18, 19. 

But why was he thus constrained, after their arrival ? 

Probably, because they brought to him pecuniary supplies 
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from Macedonia. See 2 Cor. xi. 9, ‘‘ When I was present with 
you and wanted, I was chargeable to no man ; for that which was 
lacking to me (at Corinth), the brethren which came from Mace- 
donia (i. e. Silas and Timotheus) supplied.’ See also what he 
says to the Philippians of Macedonia (Phil. iv. 14—18). 

Therefore, after the arrival of his friends from Macedonia he 
gave himself up to preaching; he left off making earthly tents, to 
build up the heavenly Tabernacle of the Church of God. 

“Tt is more blessed to give than to receive’ (Acts xx. 35). 
A double blessing was, therefore, on the Macedonian Churches. 
The Corinthians lacked in service to the Apostle in their own 
city ; the Christians of Macedonia sent supplies to St. Paul at 
Corinth, and so edified the Church in Achaia. 

%. éxeidey] thence, i.e. from the Synagogue. Cp. xix. 9, where 
St. Paul separates himself from the Synagogue at Ephesus, and 
transfers his disciples to the ‘ school of Tyrannus.” 

— “lotarov] Justus. Some Versions and a few MSS., E, B, 
D**, insert Titov before *Iovcrov; which is defended by Borne- 
mann. it is remarkable, that Titusis never mentioned in the Acts 
of the Apostles. Cp. Bp. Pearson, O. P. ii. 328; and see note 
below on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

8. Kpiomos] Crispus, who was baptized by St. Paul himself, 
1 Cor. i. 14. Cp. Paley, H. P. p. 39. 

— 6 apxiovvdywyos] chief of the Synagogue. Mark v. 22. 

There were several dpxicurvdywyo. to one Synagogue, see 
Acts xiii. 15. And therefore the article is used here to distinguish 
Crispus from others who had not the same function, as the words 
in xvii. 34, Avovdcwos 6 ’Apeomayirns, distinguish him from others 
who were not Areopagites. See on John xviii. 10. 

Hence, it cannot be concluded with some, that Sosthenes 
(v. 17) sueceeded Crispus. 

10. Aads wor roAds ev TH wéAGL Tabtn] I have much people in 
this city. Not so at Athens, xvii. 33, 34. The commercial Co- 
rinth was more favourable to the Gospel than Athens, with its 
love of novelty and empirical Intelligence. 

12. TadAlwvos avduraretovros ths “Axalas] When Gallio 
was proconsul of Achaia. These words, placed at the beginning 
of the sentence, with something of the style of an official do- 
cument, are designed to call the reader’s attention to the influence 
of the Imperial Authority of Rome in relation to Christianity. 
The incident now to be recorded is significant; it is pwvav ouv- 
eroiot; an epitome of history. Almighty God interferes here to 
protect St. Paul against the malice of the Jews; and the instru- 
ment which He uses for this purpose on this and other occasions 
is the imperial power of Rome (cp. Baumg. ii. 218). Thus He 
foreshadows what He will do hereafter, in a more signal manner, 
by making all the Powers of this world, indifferent or hostile 
though they be, subservient to the Triumph of Christ. 

— Tadrdlwvos] Gallio. M. Anneus Noyatus, the younger 
brother of the celebrated Stoic, L. Annus Seneca, uncle of the 
Poet Lucan; called “dulcis Gallio’”” by Statius (Sylv. ii. 7. 32), 
and “dulcis omnibus,” and lauded for his unruffled serenity of 
temper, and disinterested generosity and contempt of money, by 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


his brother Seneca (Preef. lib. iv. Nat. Queest.), who dedicates to 
him his books ‘‘ De Ird”’ and “ De Vita Beata.’’ He had been 
adopted by Gallio the Rhetorician, from whom he derived his 
name. He is called dominus by Seneca (Hp. 104)—his elder 
brother—on account of his official dignity. 

Another proof of St. Luke’s 
Achaia had been an Imperial Province under 


— avOurarevovtos] proconsul. 
accuracy. 


' Tiberius (Tacit. i. 76), but was restored to the Senate by 


Claudius (Sueton. Claud. 25). How much more St. Luke knew 
of the history of Rome, than the Roman Historians did of Christ ! 
Cp. Lardner, Cred. i. 1. 12. 

— *Axaias|] of Achaia. See xvi. 9. . 

13. avamel#e:] Primam persuasionem novis rationibus labefac- 
tatam evellit. West. 

15. dvoudrwy] of names ; i. e. whether Jesus was rightly called 
Christ. This question is dismissed by the Gallios of this world 
as of no moment ; but it is considered as all in all by God. See 
Matt. xvi. 13—18. 


— véyov Tod Ka® buas] the law, that is received by you—you 
Jews ; you who pretend to have a better law than we have who 
are Romans ! 

17. waves] all, i.e. the Jews. The words of “EAAnves are 
added by Elz. with D, E, and probably G, H, and the great 
majority of cursives. But A, B omit these words, and they are 
not in Vulg. and some other Versions, nor in Chrys., who says 
otrws itauol joay of Lovdator: and they have been rejected by 
Lachm., Tisch., and Alford. 

Why did St. Luke mention the circumstance, whatever it 
was ? 

The answer seems to be supplied by the close of the verse, 
ovdev TOUTwY TG TadrAlwyi uedev. He intends to mark the indif- 
ference of the Roman Power, as represented by the Proconsul of 
Achaia. It was not so bitter in its hostility to Christianity as the 
Jews were, who called themselves the people of God. It did not 
persecute, but it would not befriend the Gospel. 

It would not interfere to protect the cause of truth; and in 
its philosophic professions of toleration. and non-interference, it 
allowed the laws of morality to be infringed and outraged in its 
presence. It seems therefore probable, that rayres refers to the 
Jews. Gallio professed to be unwilling to adjudicate between the 
Jews and St. Paul, on the plea that the matter was not within his 
cognizance, and he drove the Jews from the judgment-seat; and 
it seems, that they, disappointed of their expectation, were so reck- 
less as to seize on Sosthenes, the chief of the Synagogue, and to 
beat him in the presence of Gallio. Cp. Paley, Hore Pauline, 
p- 40, who takes this view. 

But why cid the Jews beat the chief of their own Syna- 
gogue ? 

The answer seems to be supplied by the passage. where 
Sosthenes is associated with St. Paul, as ‘‘ Sosthenes owr brother,” 
in the beginning of the First Epistle to the Corinthians. 

It may be, that the Sosthenes here is not the same as there. 

N) 
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But Holy Scripture loves clearness, and not confusion, and seems 
to suggest their identity. See also next note. 

— Xwobévnv] Sosthenes. The Jews, being disappointed in 
their expectations of injuring Paul, turned their rage against Sos- 
thenes. Probably Sosthenes was favourable to St. Paul, and re- 
strained them from destroying him, and was therefore obnoxious 
to the Jews. (Chrys., Ammon., Gicum.) Perhaps the injury in- 
flicted on him by them attached him more closely to St. Paul, and 
hastened his conversion to Christianity, after the example of his 
brother apxicvvd-ywyos, Crispus (v. 8). 

— ka) ovdiv—*uerev] and Gallio cared nothing for these 
things. Ovddév is to be construed with ZueAev, not with todTwv. 
See the examples in Wetstein. 

Gallio was perfectly indifferent to these things, although this 
outrage in his presence was an insult to himself and to his office 
(Chrys.), and as if this was no adixnua! And yet Gallio was 
called “dulcis” (see above on v. 12),—and had professed, that if 
there had been any act of personal wrong (v. 14), he would do 
justice to the injured party. But the favourite of this world does 
not always make a good Judge. See further above, xiii. 7, And 
professions of toleration and non-interference are often only 
specious disguises for love of ease, or thin veils for cowardice and 
desire of popular applause. It is not surprising, that Gallio is 
afterwards heard of as ministering to Nero at Rome in his frivolity 
and sensuality, and as stage-manager in the scenes described by 
Dio, \xi. 20, which caused so much grief to the honest Burrhus 
(Tac. Ann. xiv. 15), and to Gallio’s brother Seneca. ‘At length 
Gallio, the favourite, as well as his brother Seneca, the instructor 
of Nero, were killed by him. 

18. TploxiAAa] Priscilla. 
band Aquila ? 

‘The head of the woman is the man”’ (1 Cor. xi. 3); and she 
is commanded to be in subjection to her husband as the Church 
to Christ (Hph. v. 22—24). 

Yet here the wife is placed before her husband. And this 
order is adopted in some places by St. Paul also, Rom. xvi. 3. 
2 Tim. iv. 19. There must be some reason for this. It is ob- 
servable also, that both St. Luke and St. Paul in other places 
put Aquila the husband before Priscilla the wife. See Acts xviii. 2. 
1 Cor. xvi. 19. 

But why is Priscilla ever put first ? 

Bengel says, ‘ Viro preponitur uxor spectatior ;’’? but he 
does not say in what she was ‘ spectatior’ or more honourable. 

Aquila was a Jew'when he came to Corinth; and he was 
known as such in the first instance to the Church. (See xviii. 2.) 
But perhaps his wife Priscilla was a Christian, and was instru- 
mental in his conversion (for he was converted) to Christianity. 

She is associated with him in xviii. 26, where some MSS. 
and Editors place her name first, in bringing the celebrated Jew 
Apollos to a mere perfect knowledge of the Gospel. 

It seems not improbable, that Priscilla was distinguished by 
her zeal and ability in disseminating the truth, and that she had 
an authorized position and official function in the Church. 

This conjecture is confirmed by what we read in 1 Cor. xvi. 
19, where St. Paul, writing from Ephesus, says, ‘ Aquila and 
Priscilla salute you; with the Church that is in their house.”’ 

And, what is more remarkable, St. Paul, in writing from 
Corinth to Rome, after his mention of Phebe, the deaconess of 
Cenchreee (the port of Corinth), proceeds immediately to send his 
salutation to the Roman Christians; and after the name of Phede, 
and at the head of that long list of names, he places first in order 
the name of Priscilla. | 

The position she here occupies, and the terms in which she 
is mentioned there (Rom. xvi. 3, where her name stands before 
her husband’s), show that she had been of signal use to St. Paul 
and to the Church. 

“ Salute Priscilla and Aquila, my helpers in Christ Jesus, who 
for my life laid down their own necks (probably at Ephesus), 
unto whom not only I give thanks, but ali the Churches of the 
Gentiles ; and salute the Church that is in their house.”’ 

From the position of her name immediately after Phebe the 
Deaconess, and before her husband and all the other Roman 
Christians, it may be inferred, that Priscilla also was appointed by 
St. Paul todo some special work, like that of a Deaconess, in the 
Church. 

It is indeed sometimes supposed, that either unmarried wo- 


Why is she named before her hus- 


men of mature age, or widows, were alone admitted to that office. 
(See Bingham, ii. 22.) But not enough is known of its consti- 
tution, to authorize a confident assertion on this point. 

Indeed, it may rather be inferred from St. Paul’s own direc- 
tions concerning Deaconesses, that married women sometimes 
held that office. See on 1 Tim. iii. 11, and v. 12; and there are 
many very good reasons, why some deaconesses, having especial 
charge of women, should have been married. 

Priscilla, by her marriage with Aquila, who was connected 
with the Jews by origin, and appears to have been led by his 
mercantile pursuits to travel from one populous city to another 
(for we hear of him at Rome, at Corinth, at Ephesus, and again 
at Rome), would have had many favourable opportunities for 
serving the cause of Christianity ; and from the terms in which 
she is mentioned in Scripture, she appears to have availed herself 
of them. 

It is therefore submitted for the reader’s consideration, 
whether she was not appointed by St. Paul to such an office in 
the Church asa holy and pious matron could hold in primitive 
times; and whether it may not be on account of the official dignity 
annexed to that office, that her name, which, if she were re- 
garded solely’ as a woman and a wife, would follow after that 
of her husband, is sometimes placed before it both by St. Luke 
and St. Paul. 

This incident—trivial as at first it may seem—is also of value 
as showing the truth of the history, and the connexion of St. Luke 
with St. Paul. 

The coincidence between the narrative of St. Luke, in the 
Acts of the Apostles, and the Epistles of St. Paul, does not con- 
sist merely in this, that they both mention the names of Aquila 
and Priscilla, or that they both mention that of Aquila first or 
that of Priscilla first, but that each sometimes places Priscilla 
first, and sometimes Aquila; i. e. they both seem to have re- 
garded Priscilla as holding a peculiar position in the Church, 
—a position nowhere fully explained, but only implied,—and as 
having precedence before Aquila in that official respect, though 
bound to submit to him, and therefore sometimes named after 
him, as her husband.’ , 

— Keipdpevos Thy Keparhy ev Keyxpeats, elxe yap edxhy] 
having polled his head at Cenchree; for he hada Vow. The 
context shows that this is not said of Aquila, but of St. Paul. 

So it was understood by Didymus, the Master of S. Jerome. 
See Caten. p. 307, where he says, ‘‘ Paul the Apostle of the Gen- 
tiles became a Jew to the Jews, in order that they might not be 
estranged from him as one who revolted from the Lord; and 
therefore, according to the custom of his country, he polled his 
head at Cenchrez, being under a vow; and further, when he 
arrived at Jerusalem, he joined himself to the four men who had 
such a vow as this upon them.’”’ See xxi. 23. 

As Bede observes here (p. 73), and in Retract. (p. 148), 
both Jerome and Augustine apply the words to St. Paul. 
Jerome says (Hp. ii.), “ Fratribus valedicens navigabat Syriam, et 
cum eo Priscilla et Aquila ; e¢ totondit sibi in Cenchreis caput ;” 
and Augustine (Hp. 80), ‘Timotheum circumcidit, et Cenchreis 
votum absolvit.”’ 

This would seem to intimate that the present reading of the 
Vulgate, ‘‘gui sibi totonderat caput,” is not so ancient as the 
fifth century. 

Some have asserted that Chrysostom applies it to Aquila ; 
but this is an error. 

It is also said by some (e. g. Meyer, p. 333) that Theophy- 
lact understands it of Aquila, and not of St. Paul. But Theo- 
phylact says (ili. p. 140), ‘ because he seemed to some to teach 
men to abandon the Law (of Moses), and they were offended with 
him on that account, and would not receive his preaching, there- 
fore he does this here, and in the Temple at Jerusalem (xxi. 24. 
26), in compliance with their scruples. And this is what he says 
of himself, ‘I became as under the Law to them who were 
under the Law’’’ (1 Cor. ix. 20). Therefore Theophylact applies 
it to St. Paul, and Bede observes, “hee fecit Paulus ut Judos 
lucrifaceret.”’ 

It is true that in the Editions of this author (Theophylact), 
there is also a scholium connecting it with Aquila; but this seems 
to be a more recent interpolation. 


Modern Expositors are divided. Erasm.. Luther, Beza, 
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Calvin, Bengel, Whitby, Rosenm., Olsh., Neander, De Wette, 
Baumg. (ii. p. 224), Hackett (p. 261), Alford, and others, refer 
it to St. Paul. 

Hammond, Grotius, Valck., Kuin., Wieseler, Meyer, to 
Aquila. 

The argument used by some, that if St. Luke had not 
intended that *AxtaAas should be construed with xeipduevos, he 
would not have put Priscilla first, is refuted by the passages cited 
in the preceding note. The verbs and participles of this verse 
and the next refer to St. Paul; and Aquila is only introduced 
parenthetically. 

The words eixev edx}v are best illustrated by Acts xxi. 23, 
cioly nuiy &vdpes Téeccapes evxHY ExovTes ep éavtav. The 
ebx} is the Hebrew 77) (nedher), a vow, and when thus placed 
by itself, can hardly be understood to mean any thing else but 
what was called «vx by the Jewish Hellenists (i. e. Philo, 
i. p. 357, edx}) meydAn), i. e. the vow of a Nazarite, concerning 
which see Numb. vi., and the Talmudistic traditions in the 
Mishna, Tract. Nazir, iii. pp. 146—178, ed. Surenhus. Amst. 1700. 

This then appears certain, that when St. Paul exefparo at 
Cenchree, the eastern port of Corinth, he had the vow of a 
Nazarite upon him. As Bede says, ‘‘ Navim ascensurus caput 
ex voto totondit,’’ and he explains the ‘votum’ as that of a 
Nazarite. 

But what is the meaning of the word reipduevos ? 

The action here is supposed by some Expositors to be similar 
to that in Acts xxi. 24, where we read of the “four men having 
a vow,” and “ shaving their heads.” 

But it ought to be noticed, that St. Luke does not use the 
same word in the two places. Here he says keipduevos, there 
(xxi. 24) tuphowyrat. 

The word used by St. Luke in the present passage (Kel- 
pduevos) is never applied by the LXX to describe the final 
Nazaritic shaving of the head on the expiration of the vow. 

The word xefpeoOa: is used to describe the more ordinary act, 
that of cutting the hair short, or cropping it,—as, for instance, 
the polling of his head by Absalom, who, as the Rabbis say, was 
a perpetual Nazarite. Lightfoot, i. p. 1092; ii. p. 774. See 
2 Sam. xiv. 26, év TG kelpecOar adbtoy Thy Kepadny avrod, Kal 
eyévero am’ apyhs jucpav cis nu€pas as by éxelpero, btt KarT- 
eBaptvero em abroy, kal Keipduevos eaTnoe Thy Tpixa THS KEpa- 
As avrTov K.T.A. 

Absalom let his hair grow by reason of a vow of Nazaritism, 
perhaps taken in a spirit of personal vanity. We do not hear 
that he ever éfuphaato kepaddy, shaved his head, But he 
periodically éxelparo kepaddy, polled his head on account of 
the weight of his hair. A temporary Nazarite might poll his 
head (kelpacda) in foreign lands. See Mishna, 1. ¢. vol. iii. p. 
167. And some of the Rabbis say, that in this case his hair was 
to be taken to Jerusalem and burnt at the door of the Sanctuary 
(Lightfoot, i. p. 1092), who says, ‘If he polled his head in the 
country (i. e. out of Palestine), as Paul did at Cenchree, he was 
to bring his hair and burn it,” in the room for the Nazarites at 
the Temple. 

The word used by the LXX to describe the shaving of the 
head by the temporary Nazarite is €upjoac@u. This word is 
used to signify both the process of shaving the head after a 
Levitical pollution (when the days already past were counted as 
nothing, see Numb. vi. 12, and the term of the vow began again), 
and also to describe the final process of shaving the head when 
the term of the vow had expired. See Numb. vi. 9, edv tis 
anodvyn em avr@ (and so he incur a pollution by nearness to a 
dead body) mapaxphua miavOhoeta 7 Kepadrh edx Hs adTov, kab 
Evphoerat. 

And again, as to the final shaving, on the expiration of the 
term of the edx%, or vow, it is said, Numb. vi. 18, Evpjoerar 6 
noyuevos mapa Tas Oipas TIS TKIYAS TOD paptuplov THy KEda- 
Ahy tis edx As adtod, Kal embhoe Tas Tpixas emi Td Tip, 8 
éotiy brd riv Ovolay Tod cwrTnpiov. 

The head of the Nazarite could not be shaved finally except 
at # particular place, i. e. at the door of the Sanctuary, which in 
St. Paul’s time was at Jerusalem (Numb. vi. 18). Cp. Joseph. 
B. J. ii. 15. 1, ereShwer 5¢ Bepvixn év Tols ‘LepoooAdbmots, edx HY 
éxtredovaa Te OcG. Josephus adds, that it was a custom 
for persons in sickness or other distress, to make a vow for thirty 
days before that on which they were about to offer sacrifices, and 
to vow to abstain from wine and to shave their heads. And in 
doing this at Jerusalem they went barefoot. 

Therefore St. Paul’s act at Cenchree was not such a shaving 
of the head. 


neh. 17. 2. 


St. Paul himself marks the distinction between xelpeoOo and 
tuphoacba. 1 Cor. xi. 6, aioxpdy yuvaiud 7d KelpagOat, 7) 
tvpao@at, where see Valck. The Vulgate well distinguishes be- 
tween the two words here and in xxi. 21 and 1 Cor. xi. 6, render- 
ing xelpecOa by tondere, and kvpaa@a by radi and decalvari. 
Cp. the Mishna as cited above. 

The word «elpec@a: signifies to poll the hair, or crop it by 
scissors or shears. But fvphoacba is to shave the hair off, at 
least in part, with a éupdy or razor, so that the skull appears. 

Hence it may be inferred, — 

That the word here used, keipdwevos, does not describe the 
shaving of the head on the expiration of the term of a Nazarite’s 
vow ; 

That it is here used to describe the act of cutting the hair 
short by a temporary Nazarite; 

That the addition of the words ‘for he had a vow,”’ inti- 
mates that St. Paul would not have cut his hair short, if he had 
not made a vow of Nazaritism. 

Having taken such a vow, he would be allowed kelpeoOau, 
to poll his head, because according to the Law he could not shave 
his head before he came to Jerusalem (Jahn, Archeol. § 394. 
Winer, R. W. B. p. 141, Art. ‘Nasirder’), and his hair might 
therefore otherwise become too long for comfort or for decency. 

It seems that St. Paul did not choose to cut his hair short 
(kelpeo@ar) at Corinth, where he remained more than a year and 
a half (wv. 11. 18), but deferred it till he came to Cenchree, the 
sea-port of Corinth, when he was just about to set sail for the 
East ;*where he would come into contact with many Jews and 
Jewish Christians. Indeed, in the next verse it is said that he 
entered into the Synagogue at Ephesus and disputed with the 
Jews (v. 19). And soon after he came to Jerusalem for the 
Feast. 

And perhaps the reason why he said (xviii. 21) that he must 
by all means (rdvtws) be at Jerusalem at the next approaching 
feast (for he did not attend all the feasts, nor nearly so), was that 
he had this vow upon him; and that he must take the hair he 
had cut short at Cenchrez, to be burnt at the temple at Jerusa- 
lem, and accomplish his vow by a final shaving, and by votive 
offerings at the Temple. As is said in the Mishna (de Nazireis, 
vol. iii. p. 156), ‘‘ Si quis vovisset Nazirzatum extra Terram (i.e. 
out of the Holy Land), proficisci debuit in Terram, et illic votum 
implere.”’ Cp. Lardner, i. p. 115. 

The knowledge that he was under such a vow would have 
been of much use to him in his dealings with the Jewish Chris- 
tians at Ephesus and elsewhere. It would be a visible and prac- 
tical refutation of the charge that he despised the Levitical Law, 
and condemned those who continued to observe it. 

Another reason, probably, why he did not choose to poll 
his hair or cut it short at Corinth, but waited till he came to 
Cenchree (when he left Greece for a time), was because with the 
Greeks it was usual only for s/aves to wear the hair cropped short, 
éreita dita SodAos Hy kdunv exes; (Aristoph.) 

To have appeared with his hair cut short in the Churches at 
Corinth among the Greek Christians, would have exposed him 
to ridicule and his preaching to contempt. He acted with pru- 
dence in reference to the Gentile Christians in not cutting his 
hair off at Corinth, nor till he was on the point of quitting 
Greece. And if the Greek Christians heard, as they probably 
would from some one at Cenchree, that the Apostle had cut his 
hair short there, they would learn also that he did it ‘‘ because he 
had a vow,’ and would thus be taught a lesson of forbearance 
towards the Jewish Christians from the example of the Apostle, 
who they knew did not enforce the Levitical Law, and yet, as 
they heard, did not despise it, but in his charity to the Jewish 
Christians, and to the Jews, sometimes complied with it in his 
own person. 


The grounds of St. Paul’s compliance, in this and other 
respects, with the Levitical Law, are well stated by S. Augustine 
in one of his Letters to S. Jerome (Epist. 82). 

After a considerable interval, St. Paul arrived a second time 
at Jerusalem (xxi. 17). He had been charged with contempt of 
the Levitical Law, as St. James tells him (xxi. 21); and he is 
advised by the Bishop of Jerusalem to associate with himself four 
other persons under a vow of temporary Nazaritism, and to be at 
charges with them (that is, to pay the expenses of the sacrifices to 
be offered in the Temple at the expiration of their vow), that they 
might shave their heads. And so St. Paul on the next day 
entered the Temple with them, announcing the fulfilment of the 
days of their purification, until the sacrifice was offered for each 
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ACTS XVIII 20—28. XIX. 1—3. 
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St. Paul’s ready compliance, are explained by what he had done 
before at Cenchrez. 

On the whole, then, by not polling his hair till he came to 
Cenchree, and by polling it there ‘“‘ because he had a vow,’’ he 
exemplified the great principle of his Apostolic life— Charity. 

19. katrhvtnoe] A, B, E have xarhytnoay, which has been 
received by Lachm., Tisch., and Alford. 

21. Se? we mdvtws—lepoodrvua] I must by all means keep the 
next feast at Jerusalem. For the reason see on v. 18. The next 
feast was the feast of Pentecost. See Anger, p. 61; Wieseler, 
p- 48; Alford, p. 190; and the Chronological Synopsis prefixed 
to this Volume. 

22. avaBds] having gone up to Jerusalem. 

23. thy Tadatiuchy]| the region of Galatia. See xvi. 6; and 
the Introduction to the Epistle to the Galatians, p. 40, as to the 
importance of this passage in settling the date of that Epistle. 

24. >AmoAAds| Apollos. A name contracted from ’AroAAGdvI0s. 
(See above on xv. 22.) He is spoken of in connexion with the 
Church of Corinth, Acts xix. 1. 1 Cor. i. 12; iii. 4—6. 22; iv.6; 
and Ephesus, xvi. 12; and Crete, Tit. ili. 13. 

— *Adrctavipe’s|] of Alexandria in Egypt; founded by Alex- 
ander the Great B.c. 332, and the royal seat of the dynasty of the 
Ptolemies, who, as well as Alexander, were instruments in God’s 
hands for the preparation of the way for the Gospel, especially by 
the diffusion of the Greek Tongue, and by the formation of the 
Septuagint Version of the Old Testament, and by its commerce. 
See the Introduction to this Volume, pp. 4—10. 

— Adyios] Distinguished for erudition in history and law, 
especially that of his own country, and eloquence. The sense of 
the word is well expressed by the phrase of Horace, “ qui sapere et 
fari possit que sentiat’’ (1 Hp. iv. 9); it signifies a learned and 
eloquent man. Hesychius: ddyios, 6 THS iotoplas eumespos, 
memadevpevos. Meris: oylous tovs mwodvicropas, ATTiKes Ka) 
‘Hpddoros* Aoylouvs tovs SiadexTiKods, “EAAnves. Phrynichus, 
p. 84: Adylos, &s of moAAol A€yovow em) Tov Se.vod cimety Ka) 
bYnrod, ov TiWéacw of apxaiot, GAN em) TOD TH ExdoTH Over 
emix@pia eknyoumevov eumeipws. So Josephus, Ant. xix. 5. 2, 
*Jovdalwy AoyiTarol, kal TaY TaTpiwy eknyntad vuwv. Thom. 
Mag.: roylous tos modvioropas of dpxator “ArtiKlCovtes, ws 
kal “Hpddotos* Aovyiovs 5& rovs Siadextixod’s of UVorTepor. 
Wetst. p. 578. 

25. katrnxnuevos] having been catechized. See Luke i. 4. 
Rom. ii. 18. 

—Inood] Elz. Kvuptov, but A, B, D, E have *Incod, which 
has been received by Lachm., Tisch., A/f. 


Cp. | 


come, and that Jesus is the Christ, the Lamb of God that taketh 
away the sin of the world (John i. 29. 36). It is probable also, 
that he was acquainted with the facts of the Crucifixion; Resur- 
rection, and Ascension; but the only Baptism that he knew was 
that of John; i.e. he had not been baptized into Christ. Not (as 
some suppose) that the baptism of John was a// that he knew ; for 
he was a Christian Catechumen, katnxnuévos Thy 6ddv Tod Kuptov, 


| v. 25, and Aquila and Priscilla took him and expounded to him 


more exactly than he had known it hitherto, the way of God; i.e. 
the divine plan of salvation by Baptism into Christ; and he was 
baptized with the Baptism of Christ, as may be concluded from 
the case of the twelve men in the next chapter, xix. 3—5. 

26. rappnoid(erOar] to speak boldly. This example affords no 
sanction (as has been supposed) for preaching the Gospel without 
a due call or mission. Any one might expound in the Synagogue, 
if invited to do so; and no one could do so without invitation. 
And as to his teaching in the first instance out of the synagogue, 
there is no evidence to show that it was approved, but rather the 
contrary; nor is it said that afterwards he had no call or mission. 
The contrary is implied in 1 Cor. iii. 5. 22. 

—Aktaras kal TpionAda] Aguila and Priscilla. So Elz. ; 
but A, B, E put Priscilla first. So Lachm., Tisch., Alf. Cp. v. 18. 

27. cvveBardetTo—dia THS Xa pitos] he contributed much to the 
spiritual edification of the faithful by the grace which he received 
in the Church through faith, by baptism and laying on of hands. 


Cu. XIX. 1. ev 7G 1. ’AmoAAY €. ev Kopiv0w] while Apollos 
was at Corinth. Compare St. Paul’s references to Apollos in his 
first Hpistle to the Corinthians (i. 12; iii. 6); and see Paley, 
ES Pep roo: 

— Td aywrepikd wépn} the upper or inland parts. 
22, 23. 

2. motevoavTes] on your reception into the Church by a 
public profession of faith. See on xiii. 48. 

— ef Tvetua doy @o71] St, Paul had asked them, Whether 
they received the Holy Ghost, when they made a profession of 
Faith? They reply, that when they made their profession they 
did not even hear whether the Holy Ghost is—i. e. is to be had. 

The phrase is similar to John vii. 39, ow yap Hv TMvedua 
dytov, i.e. the Holy Ghost was not as yet manifested in the 
Church, for Jesus was not yet glorified. 

The verb éoruv is emphatic here, and therefore so accented ; 
it signifies in-dwelling and energetic operation as the vital prin- 
ciple of the Church. 

When these persons were received into the Church, they did 


See xviii. 
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not hear whether the prophecy which John the Baptist himself 
had delivered, that Jesus would baptize with the Holy Ghost and 
fire (Matt. iii. 11. Luke iii. 16), had yet been fulfilled by the out- 
pouring of the Holy Ghost on those who had been baptized. 

If these disciples were Jews, as they seem to have been, be- 
cause they were baptized with the baptism of John, these words 
do not mean, that they never heard of the Spirit of God, but that 
they had not heard of the giving of it which the Apostle men- 
tioned, as we read elsewhere that the Holy Ghost was not yet 
(John vii. 39); not denying the existence, but the plentiful effu- 
sion, of it. Bp. Pearson on the Creed, Art. viii. p. 574. 

4. "Iwdvyns péy] John indeed. On the difference between 
John’s baptism and Christ’s —in that the latter was in the Name 
of the Blessed Trinity, and conferred grace—the former not— 
see on Matt. iii. 1—11, and John iv. 1.—Xpuordv is omitted here 
by A, B, E. 

6. Kal émiOévros k.T.A.] On this act of laying on of hands, see 
above on viii. 14—18, and on x. 47. 

St. Paul is seen here, at Ephesus, exercising the same 
Apostolic functions which the ‘‘ very chiefest Apostles,” Peter 
and John, are described in this book as exercising at Samaria 
(see viii. 17). 

Thus, he who was not one of the original Twelve, and who 
had not seen Christ upon earth, and had been a persecutor of the 
Church—and was therefore disparaged by some in comparison 
with them—is placed by divine authority on a par with them in 
the eye of the Church. Thus also it is proved, that the collation 
of the gift of the Holy Ghost, by the laying of hands on 
baptized persons, was not restricted to those who were appointed 
to the Apostolic office by Christ Himself when upon earth. And 
the gift of the Holy Ghost by the hands of St. Paul, is, as it 
were, a link of connexion between the first administration of 
Confirmation by the original members of the Apostolic College, 
Peter and John, at Samaria, and the subsequent exercise of the 
same authority by persons afterward appointed, such as Timothy 
and Titus, to be successors of the Apostles, and to discharge the 
ordinary functions of the Apostolic office,—particularly in the 
laying on of bands and prayer,—for the perpetual edification of 
the Christian Church. See Heb. vi. 2. 

— édddovy yAdoous] they were speaking with tongues, i. e. 
with the different languages, which the Spirit spake by their 
mouths. (Theophil.) 

9. rhv 656v] the way. See ix. 2; xix. 23. See here also a 
fulfilment-of Christ’s saying (Matt. xi. 10). 

— Kal? juépav—rivds] he could not dispute daily in the Sy- 


nagogues, for they were open only thrice a week, and the Jews ! 


blasphemed ‘that Way.’’ Therefore, as he had done at Corinth 
(xviii. 7), he collected the disciples in another place; either a pri- 
vate rabbinical seminary (Hammond) or a school of grammar and 
rhetoric—where they could meet daily. So the Church grew by 
persecution, and the word was preached to both Jews and Greeks. 
10. thy Actay] Asia. Seeii. 9. 1 Cor. xvi. 8, 9. 11, 12. 
Ul. ob Tas tuxovcas] extraordinary. See Acts xxviii. 2. 
On the phrase ody 6 tuxwyv = not obvious, but singular, see 
Kuin, and others, who quote Philo de Opif. M. p, 31, C, ov« éx 


Tov TuxXdYTOS mepous Vs, non ex qudvis terre gleba. Athen. 
lib. 9, p. 402, C, od tHv tTuxXOvTay Hdoviy, voluptatem exquisitam. 
Longin. cap. 9, § 9, Moses, Judeorum legislator dicitur ovx 6 
Tuxwy avip, non vulgaris intelligentie homo. 

Here is another proof of the divine sanction, given to St. 
Paul’s office and mission, and putting him on a level with St. Peter 
and the other Apostles. Cp. Acts v. 15. 

12. émipépeoOa:] A, B, EH, and some cursives have amropépec Oar, 
which has been received by some Editors. 

— oovddpia] napkins. See Luke xix. 20. 

— cyictvdia] ‘semi-cinctia.’ Some translate this word by 
handkerchiefs; so Ammonius and Theophylact. See Wetst. 
Others render it by aprons. Aprons used by workmen, perhaps 
by St. Paul in his cxnvornyia. See Martial xiv. 153, who dis- 
tinguishes them from tunics thus: “ Det tunicam dives (locuples ?) ; 
ego te precingere possum.” Rendered (wydpia by Suidas. 

Some have censured the acts of these persons resorting to 
St. Paul, as well as to St. Peter (Acts v. 15), as superstitious. 
But it is to be remembered that in both cases the application was 
in behalf of sick people, who could not come in person to the 
Apostles. The fact is related without censure by the Holy 
Ghost; and the Apostles do not seem to have blamed them. 
It is also here added that ‘they were healed,” and that “ evil 
spirits were thus ejected.’’ This testimony for these miraculous 
cures is more remarkable as coming from Luke the physician. 

The healing power was not in the shadow of St. Peter, or in 
the handkerchiefs of St. Paul; but in Christ responding to the 
touch of faith, and operating by the shadow or vestments of 
His Apostles on earth, as He had done when present in His 
human person by the fringes of His garment, touched by the 
hand of faith. See Matt. ix. 20, 21; xiv. 36. Mark v. 27. Luke 
viii. 44. 

Was there any superstition in this? Was there any cre- 
dulity in supposing, that at a time when, for wise reasons, Christ 
wrought extraordinary miracles by His Apostles (and these mi- 
racles are called here expressly extraordinary, ovx ai TvxovTu, 
that we may not look for them now), He could and would work 
by their shadow or their handkerchiefs on those poor helpless 
folk, who could not come to their hands, and who had faith in 
His Divine Power acting by them? 

If so, then there would also be credulity in supposing that 
the Divine Physician of body and soul can give health by medi- 
cines to the one, and grace by Sacraments to the other. 

Perhaps the working of Christ by means of the shadow of 
Peter and of the handkerchiefs of St. Paul, was designed to 
rebuke the scepticism of those who wil] not believe that Grace is 
given by means of Water, and of Bread and Wine, dispensed by 
Christ’s Ministers ; and in order to comfort and strengthen the 
hearts of those who believe that it may there be apprehended by 
the touch of Faith. 

Thus Christ’s power is magnified in the working of His 
grace; and the devout soul is assured of the reality of His opera- 
tion on itself, by means of such instruments, as, in human calcu- 
lation, seem inadequate for the merciful purposes, which they 
are designed by Him to perform, 
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In order to prepare us for this blessed assurance, our Lord 
had said, that after His Ascension greater works would be done 
-by those who believed in Him than He Himself had wrought (John 
xiv. 12). That is, when He was glorified in heaven, and had re- 
ceived the gift of the Holy Ghost to bestow upon men, He would 
work by their instrumentality greater miracles than He had 
wrought in person on earth; and thus prove that He was glori- 
fied, and that by virtue of the Holy Ghost, given after His 
Ascension to the Church, He, though not corporeally present, 
works greater things in His Church than He had wrought when 
visible among men. See note on John xiv. 12. 

Here, then, we see a fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy and 
promise, a proof of His Ascension, and an assurance of His 
perpetual presence and operation in the Church. 

It may also be remarked, that by the shadow of Peter 
passing by, Christ Himself works, and by handkerchiefs taken 
from the body of Paul. Is it not, therefore, suggested, that 
the bodies of the saints of God, which are Temples of the 
Holy Ghost (1 Cor. iii. 16; vi. 19), are regarded by Christ as 
chosen vessels for the indwelling of His Grace; and that thus a 
lesson of reverence for the body is inculcated (1 Thess. iv. 4)? 
and motives to holiness and purity are supplied, and a hope of 
greater glory and blessedness reserved for it, when it shall be 
made “like unto Christ’s glorious body, according to the mighty 
working whereby He is able to subdue all things unto Himself?” 
(Phil. iii. 21.) 

We may remark, also, that there was a special reason for 
the operation of these miracles at Ephesus ; 

The population of that city was then subject to the influence 
of Satan, exercised upon them by means of magical arts (Epéova 
ypdupara), witchcraft and sorcery, practised both by Gentiles and 
Jews. Almighty God showed in Egypt, by the rod of Moses, that 
Hlis power is greater than that of Satan working by Magicians ; 
He proved by the words of Daniel at Babylon, that He is more 
excellent in might and wisdom than the Evil Spirit who operated 
by the Chaldean Astrologers; so now at Ephesus, He shows by 
the handkerchiefs of Paul that the Gospel is opposed to all the 
practices of magic and sorcery by which Satan deceived the Gen- 
tile World; and is able, even by the feeblest instruments, and 
beggarly elements, to destroy the works of the Devil. 

Hence in v. 15 we read the confession of the Evil Spirit, 
that he owned the power of Jesus; and in vv. 18, 19 we see the 
surrender and conflagration of the Books of Magic as a conse- 
quence of the manifestation of the power “of the Lord Jesus” 
(v. 17) by these miracles of Paul. 

Since also Christ, glorified in heaven, could and did work 
these miracles of healing, and of casting out Evil Spirits, by 
means of the shadow of the body of St. Peter, and of handker- 
chiefs and aprons from the body of St. Paul, the faithful Chris- 
tian may defy the power of the Evil one acting upon his body by 
physical disease, or on his mind by spiritual agency. 

13. dpxi(w] So A, B, D, E.— Elz. dpriCouer. 

14. dpxsepews] chief-priest, head of one of the twenty-four 
courses of Priests. See Matt, ii. 4; xvi. 21; xx. 18. 

15. roy “Inootv ywdonw] See Mark i. 24, 25. Acts xvi. 17. 

— ywdono—eériotaua] The Vulg. has here “ Jesum novi 
et Paulum scio.” A distinction is made between yuwvdoKw and 


énlorauat. The former signifies knowledge producing some affec- 
tion and emotion of mind. I recognize and own His power. 
Cp. James ii. 19. 

But émlorama:—which is of rarer occurrence, being only 
once used in the Gospels (Mark xiv. 68)—expresses a knowledge 
of a lower degree, such as acquaintance with a fact, without any 
consequent reflection upon it; and sometimes only an instinct. 
Cp. Jude 10, dca ov ofdac1 Brachnpuodow, boa Sé puoikds os 
Te troya (Ga emloravrat, ev TovTos POelpovTat. 

— tpels Bt tives] but ye—who are ye? A remarkable in- 
stance of the power of Christ’s Name. Even when uttered by an 
unbelieving Jew, it extorted a confession of the truth from the 
Evil Spirit; and it recoiled with terrible force against those who 
dared to use it without faith in Christ, and without a due mission 
from Him—Who are ye? A solemn warning to those who ven- 
ture to minister the Word and Sacraments of Christ without 
inward faith and external mission from Him. Cp. xiii. 1, 2. 

16. katakupietous adtay] having mastered them. A, B, D, 
and several cursive MSS. have duporépwy, both, here for avrav, 
and so Vulg. 

— yuuvods] bare, i.e. as far as their (udria or oufer garments 
were concerned, which were torn off from them by the fury of 
those who were possessed. On this use of yuurds, see Mark 
xiv. 52. John xxi. 7. 

18. éfouoAoyovmevor] As in Matt. iii. 6. Mark i. 5, they were 
baptized in the river Jordan confessing their sins; of memirrev- 
kétes are they who had been convinced by Paul’s preaching, 
ces of the doctrine of the remission of sins through faith in 

hrist. 


19. tay 7a meplepya mpatévrwy] of those that practised 
curious arts. Ephesus was famous for its curious arts, such as 
Magic and Astrology, and, like other Heathen cities, especially 
Rome, was at that time the resort of diviners, genethliaci, Ma- 
thematici, Chaldei (S. Jerome, pref. Epist. ad Ephes.), whence 
magical figures, letters, symbols, and charms, were called *Epéo1a 
ypdmmata. 

See the authorities in Wetstein and Grotius here. 

The famous yéns, Apollonius of Tyana, had a school at 
Ephesus in the reign of Nero, and was there honoured with a 
statue (Philostr. v. Apollon. libb. iv. & v. See A Lapide and 
Biscoe, pp. 290—293. Cp. Howson, ii. p. 16). Probably St. 
Paul refers to the yénres of Ephesus in 2 Tim. iii. 13. 

This incident is more important, because there have not been 
wanting some who have ascribed the Miracles of the Apostles, 
and even of Christ Himself, to ‘“ curious arts,’’ such as Animal 
Magnetism, Natural Magic, &c. But Satan does not cast out 
Satan; and (as Didymus observes) wherever the Gospel grew, 
maoa yontela KateAveTo. 

— ras BiBdous] the books. “ Vana yeligio tollit malos libros,’? 
says Bengel, who observes, that as if in recompense for this sacri- 
fice of bad Books, Ephesus became afterwards rich in good Books. 
It received an Epistle from St. Paul, and the Gospel and Apo- 
calypse from St. John. They had rd iepd ypdumara instead 
of rd Edéota ypduuara It received also an Epistle from S. Igna- 
tius. There were ample amends for its lost books on ‘Curious Arts.’ 


— dpyuplov] silver ; drachmas, about 83d. each in value. 
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21. deAPdv T. MaxeSovlay] having passed through Macedonia 
and Achaia. See xx. 1, 2. 

— det we kad “Péuny idety] I must also see Rome. Cp. Paul’s 
declarations in the Epistle to the Romans (i. 13; xv. 23), of his 
desire and intention to visit them. See also on Acts xxiii. 11; 
xxv. 21, and Paley, Hor. Paul. p. 19. 

22. Tid0eov] Timothy, sent by St. Paul from Ephesus to 
Corinth by way of Macedonia a little before the writing of his 
first Epistle to the Corinthians. See 1 Cor. iv. 7; xvi. 10. 

He had returned to St. Paul when in Macedonia (2 Cor. 
i. 1), and is associated with him in writing the second Epistle to 
the Corinthians, and was with him at Corinth in his visit to that 
city soon after the second Epistle was written (see below, xx. 5, 
and also Rom. xvi. 21), and probably was with him at Jerusalem, 
and also in his first imprisonment at Rome. Heb. xiii. 23. 

—*Epacroy] Erastus, being a financier (oixovduos T. ToAcws, 
of Corinth, Rom. xvi. 23; xv. 25, and notes), was a fit person to 
be employed by St. Paul in the collecticn of alms to be gathered 
in Achaia and Macedonia, for the poor saints of Jerusalem. He 
had rejoined St. Paul at Corinth when the Apostle wrote his 
Epistle to the Romans, xvi. 23. 

— énéoxe eis] implying an adhesion to his work in Asia. 

24. Anuntpios—apyupoxdmos —vaovs apyvpovs| Demetrius, a 
silversmith, making silver shrines of Artemis —Diana. The Gos- 
pel of Christ, in its various conflicts with the Evil Spirit in the 
various forms he had assumed in the heathen world, had often to 
contend with worldly traffic and the love of gain. See the case 
of the Pythoness at Philippi (Acts xvi. 16—19), that of the Ma- 
gicians, &c. here (vv. 19, 20), and now Demetrius and the mem- 
bers of his guild, or fellow-craftsmen (vv. 24, 25). 

The feelings expressed by Demetrius in his speech (wv. 25— 
28), still obstruct the progress of the Gospel in the World. Cp. 
Bentley’s Sermon on the power of the Spirit of kamnAcla (on 
2 Cor. ii. 17) in the corruption of truth. Works, ili. pp. 241— 
262, and above on xvi. 16—19. 

These vaol or shrines of silver were small portable models of 
the statue and vads (edicule portabiles, argentee) of the Kphe- 
sian Artemis, or Diana, like TlaAAddia mepiavtdpopa (Athens and 
Attica, ch. xvi., note), and were carried on journeys and voyages, 
and placed in private houses for protection. See Mede’s Works, 
i. p. 299. Howson, ii. 89. 

Medallions of Ephesus still survive, representing the mpdvaos 
and statue of the Ephesian Artemis. One of the former may be 
seen in Kitfo, p. 398, and of the latter in Akermann, p. 49. 

A learned commentator of the Church of Rome (Corn. A 
Lapide) says here,—and the traveller who visits Loretto at this 
day can testify to the truth of what he says,—‘‘ eas imagines 
gestabant, sicut nostri peregrini gestant imagines B. Virginis 
Lauretane (our lady of Loretto), aut domi in larariis et oratoriis 
eas reponebant.’’ 

— *Apréuidos] The Artemis of Ephesus was not like the 
Diana of Greece and Rome, figured as a fair archer and huntress, 


but resembled rather an Indian Deity. See Jerome, preef. Epist. 
ad Ephes., ‘‘ Scribebat Paulus ad Ephesios Dianam colentes non 
hanc venatricem, que arcum tenet atque succincta est, sed illam 
multimammiam, quam Greci moAvmactoy vocant.” Cp. Mr. 
Long’s article in Dr. Smith’s Dict. of Ancient Geography, v. 
‘Ephesus,’ p. 837. 

— epyaciay] gain. See xvi. 16. 

27. rodro Td gwépos] this branch or department. 
euphemism for ‘idol-manufactory.’ Cp. Isa. v. 20. 

— ameheyudv] contempt; from amedéyxecba, explodi. Cp. 
Symmach. Ps. cxviii. 118, amnaeyéias mévtas, where LXX have 
etovdévwoas. 

— oikovyévn] the world. “ Diana Ephesia, cujus nomen unicum 
multiformi specie ritu vario nomine multijugo totus veneratur 
orbis.”’? Apuleius (lib. ii.). ‘“Templum Dianz Ephesie ”’ is called 
‘Orbis terrarum miraculum”’ by Plin. N. H. xxxvi. 14, and it is 
described as “ factum a tota Asia;” and therefore in contending 
against idolatry at Ephesus, the Apostle was contending against 
the religious superstitions of the Gentile World. Its history is 
given by Howson, ii. 85. 

29. 7d O€atpoy] the theatre; a place often used by the Greeks 
and Asiatics not only for dramatic exhibitions, but also for po- 
pular assemblies. See Diod. Sic. xvi. 84. Val. Maz. ii. 2, 
‘‘Legati in theatrum, ut est consuetudo Grecie, introducti.’’ 
Justin, xxii. 2. 

Even at Athens the Pnyx was deserted for it; probably be- 
cause the Theatre could be protected from rain and sun, which 
the Pnyx could not. Cp. above, xii. 21, Herod’s Oration, which 
was delivered ina Theatre. ‘Joseph. B. J. vii. 3. 3, Tod Shou 
Tov Aytioxéwy éxkAnoid(ovtos cis Td O€aTpov, Tév TE maTépa 
Tov avTov Kal Tovs &AAous evedelxvuTo Katnyopayv. Corn. Nep. 
Vit. Timol. 4, ‘veniebat autem in theatrum (Syracusis) cim ibi 
concilium populi haberetur.’ Tacit. Hist. ii. 80, 6, de Vespa- 
siano: ‘tum Antiochensium theatrum ingressus, ubi illis con- 
sultare mos est.’’? Juvenal (x. 128) describes Demosthenes as 
‘‘pleni moderantem freena theatri.”” Wetst. p. 585. 

The remains of the Theatre at Ephesus, which was one of 
the largest in the world, were seen by Dr. Chandler, and the site 
is still distinguishable. Cp. Fellowes, Asia Minor, p. 274. 

— Tédioy] Caius. It would appear that four different persons, 
bearing this common name, are mentioned in the New Testament. 

Caius of Macedonia, here; Caius of Derbe (xx. 4); Cains of 
Corinth, whom Paul baptized, and who is called his gévos (1 Cor. 
i. 14. Rom. xvi. 23); Caius, the beloved, to whom St. John ad- 
dresses his third Hpistle. 

— Aplorapxov} Aristarchus. See Acts xx. 4; xxvii. 2, after- 
wards imprisoned with St. Paul, Col. iv. 10. Cp. Philem. 24. 

— ovvekdhuous] companions in travel. cvvodoindpous, Hesych. 

31. “Aciapyav| Asiarchs ; the Presidents of the heathen games 
chosen from the principal citizens of Asia, the “‘ Commune Asiz,”’ 
i.e. of the region of which Ephesus was the head. The following 
is from Kwin., ‘‘Horum munus erat, in honorem deorum et im- 
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peratoris Romani, quotannis ludos theatrales, suis sumptibus (ut 
Rome edilium) edere, unde nonnisi opulentiores hance provinciam 
subire poterant. Munus Asiarche annuum erat. Eligebantur 
hoc modo ; initio cujusque anni, i.e. sub equinoctium autum- 
nale, singule urbes Asiz concionem habebant, in qua uni ex suis 
civibus "Aciapxlas honorem deferebant. ‘Tum unaquque civitas 
legatum in certam urbem mittebat Asiz proconsularis primariam, 
quales erant Ephesus, Smyrna, Sardes, ad 7d ko1vdv, commune 
gentis concilium, qui nomen ejus, qui domi electus erat, publicé 
renuntiaret. Ex his quos singule urbes Asie Asiarchas nomina- 
verant, synedri nonnisi decem Asiarchas designabant, et ex horum 
numero Proconsul Romanus summum sacrorum preefectum elige- 
bat. Asiarche porro, ut ex monumentis liquet, non semper 
Ephesi, ut existimarunt nonnulli, sed in aliis etiam civitatibus, 
sedem suam habebant, ubi communia Asie sacra habebantur, 
veluti Smyrne, Cyzici. Ho autem tempore, quo Paulus Hphesi 
commorabatur, Asiarcha cum collegis ibi sedem habebat, ab eoque 
ludi editi sunt.” 

Compare the account of S. Polycarp’s martyrdom at 
Smyrna, c. 12 (in Patres Apostol? ed. Jacobson, and the notes, 
vol. iil. pp. 614, 615, ed. 2). There an Asiarch Philip, as Pre- 
sident of the games, is requested to let loose the lion against 
Polycarp, but declines to do so. And now the Asiarchs are desi- 
rous to save Paul from the violence of the people. Perhaps he 
alludes to this circumstance, when he says, kat’ &vOpwmov ev 
*Edpéow eOnpioudxnoa (1 Cor. xv. 32), i. e. as far as I myself was 
concerned, I fought with beasts at Ephesus, but God delivered me. 
See Chrys. in Caten. here, p. 323. 

The mention of the Asiarchs as present here, may perhaps 
intimate that this uproar took place at the time of the public 
religious games; when Demetrius could reckon on a more than 
ordinary manifestation of religious zeal in behalf of the patron 
goddess of Ephesus. 

— bres aitG ptdrot] being friends to him. A remarkable 
circumstance. The Apostle of the Gentiles has friends among 
the Presidents of the religious games in honour of Artemis. He 
converts an Areopagite at Athens (xvii. 34), baptizes an ’Apyu- 
cuvdywyos at Corinth (xviii. 8. 17. 1 Cor. i. 14), and has made a 
favourable impression on some of the Asiarchs at Ephesus ; and 
has friends in Czsar’s household at Rome (Phil. iv. 22), —a proof 
of his courage and charity, and of the truth of his cause; and of 
the power with which it penetrated into, and leavened, all classes 
of society. 

An evidence this (as Paley has remarked) of St. Luke’s 
veracity. .He says that some of the Asiarchs were friendly to 
St. Paul. He does not spend any time in accounting. for this 
singular fact. Heis at nce pains to make it seem probable, but 
he states it simply and boldly, because it is drue. 

This incident is also to be noticed as a proof of Providential 
dispensation, and pre-arrangement for the diffusion of the Gospel 
by the spread of the Roman arms. Ephesus was under Roman 
sway. The ancient gods of the nations were now vassals of 
Rome. Diana had been conquered by Cesar. Thus the iniluence 
of the Pagan Mythology on the minds of the upper classes was 
impaired, and they were more ready to receive a purer faith. See 
Bp. Pearson, O. P. ii. 35; and above, Introduction, p. 9. 

83. "AAgéavdpoy] Alexander, of whom as yet nothing had been 
said ; but perhaps he is the same as the Alexander mentioned by 
St. Paul in his Epistle to the Bishop of Ephesus (1 Tim. i. 19, 
20, where see note, and 2 Tim. iv. 14). 

If so, he had apostatized from Christianity. Perhaps from 
the mention of his trade, yaAxeds, it may be inferred that he was 
connected by épyacta with the dpyvpoxdmor of v. 24; and thus we 
have a view suggested to us of the combination of the artificers 


and workers in metal, and all the large family of Tubal Cain 
(Gen. iv. 22), who supplied idols to Heathenism, against the pure 
faith of the Gospel. 

35. bd ypaupareds] the Recorder, the Custos Rotulorum, keeper 
of the archives of the city. 

See the Ephesian Coin in Akermann, p. 55, and below on v. 38. 

— vewkdspov] The word vewxdpos = (1) 6 Tov vedv Kopav, 7 
copay. (2) 6 Toy vedy Koouay, 2) KadAAwnlCwy. (3) a mar- 
guillier, or warden of atemple. (4) a votary and worshipper of a 
particular deity, as the patron of the city, &c. This is the mean~- 
ing of the word here. 

St. Luke’s report of this speech is happily illustrated by the 
coins of Ephesus, in which we see representations of Artemis, 
circumscribed with the words ’Epeciwy Newkdpwv. See Aker- 
mann, p. 54, and note v. 38. 

This practice of Gentile superstition has also found its imi- 
tators in Christian times, where particular countries, cities, and in- 
dividuals, derive a title from a local or personal object of Devotion ; 

Thus Hungary is described as follows by a Roman-catholic 
divine: “ Regnum hoc Hungariz, propter vetustissimam constan- 
temque Deiparz venerationem, Mariani regni epitheton promeri- 
tum ”’ (Abbé Jordanszky de Heresi abjuranda, 1822, p. 122). Cp. 
Bishop Bull, Serm. iv., ‘‘Such is the worship given to the 
Blessed Virgin by many, that they deserve to be called Mariani 
rather than Christiani.”’ 

It is remarkable that one of the spring months, correspond- 
ing to our May, was sacred to Artemis, at Ephesus, and called 
Artemision. See the ancient Ephesian inscription (in Boeckh, 
Corpus, 2954), dAov Toy pijva dvakeicOa TH Oe, tyecOat 5E TAS 
€optas, kal Thy Tay Apreuiclwy mavjyupiv. And the month of 
May is now called, in a large part of Christendom, the ‘‘ Mois de 
Marie.” 

— Ths meyddns] the great. Elz. adds Qeas, which is not in 
A, B, D, E. This popular ellipsis is found in the romance of an 
Ephesian writer of the fifth century, Xenophon Ephesius, 1 (not 
Xenophon’s Ephesiaca, as cited by some), ouvdiw thy mdatpiov 
nuty Oedy (see v. 37) Thy meydrAnv “Edeciwy”Apreuw. This 
passage (quoted by Rosenm. p. 263) is also of interest as show- 
ing the continuance of the worship of Artemis for some centuries 
after St. Paul’s visit. 

— Tov Avorerois] that fell from Jupiter. aydAuaros, bmep 
avobev ex Tod Aids SiabjracOa (read KabddrAacba, desiluisse) 
govto. (Ammon.) So the madaidby Bpéras of Minerva Polias at 
Athens, called dpxaiov kal dtometés. See Pausan. i. 26, ohun 
eon) meoely ék TOU ovpayvod. Cp. Eurip. Iph. Taur. 977, ovpavod 
TEON LG. 

How great was the triumph achieved and the change after- 
ward wrought by Apostolic preaching in this great heathen and 
idolatrous City! They who boasted themselves votaries of the 
Goddess whom Asia and the World worshippeth ; they who cried 
out for two hours ‘‘ Great is Diana of the Ephesians,’”’ and who 
adored the Image that fell down from Jupiter, the Father of 
the gods of heathenism, became worshippers of the Father of 
Lights, and of Jesus Christ, the express Image of His Person, 
Who came down from heaven for our salvation. And the City of 
Ephesus, which was the votary of the heathen goddess, was the 
residence of St. Paul for two years anda half, and the Episcopal See 
of his son in the faith, Timothy, and changed its name for that 
of the Christian Apostle, St. John, who wrote his Gospel there, 
and died and was buried there, and it bears that name to this day, 
Aio-soliik, so called from him, the éy.os OedAoyos, who wrote of 
the Everlasting Word becoming Flesh and dwelling among us. 

37. icpoovdous] (1) spoilers or profaners of temples. (2) sacri- 
legious persons, as here. 
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— 6ed5v] So A, B, D**, E*, and others; and this is con- 
firmed by Xenophon, Ephes.i. See v. 35.—Elz. dea. 

38. aydpaior a&yovra] sc. nucpa, court-days. Bos Hllips. v. 
Nuépa: aydpaos mév eorw 7 NuEepa, ayopatos dé 6 “Epujs 6 éml 
Tis dyopas. (Ammon. p. 4. Winer, § 6, p. 51.) 

Cp. Luke xxiv. 21, tplrny tavtny nuépay ayer ohmepov. 
Assize-days, or court-days, come round, and Proconsuls attend, 
before whom the cause may be tried. It does not follow from 
these words that it was then the time of the sessions or assizes. 

The expression is a general one, and therefore the plural 
avOdmaroe (Proconsuls) is used: ‘Uno tempore, unus erat Pro- 
consul, sed Scriba dicit in plurali, de eo quod nunquam non esse 
soleat.”’? (Bengel.) 

— ayvraro] The following ancient Inscription, of the age 
of Trajan, from an aqueduct at Ephesus (in Boeckh’s Corpus, No. 
2966, vol. ii. p. 606, and quoted by Howson, ii. 91), happily 
illustrates the accuracy of St. Luke’s language in speaking of 
Ephesus, 7 prrocéeBactos *Edeciwy Bova, nal 6 NEQKOPOS 
AHMOZ (see here, vv. 30. 33. 35), Kabiépwoar, ér) ANOYIIATOY 
(v. 38) Medouxatov Mpekeivov, Wnpicauévov Ti. KA. *Iradukod, 
+00 TPAMMATEQS (v. 35) tov AHMOY. 

There is an Ephesian coin extant of the age of Nero with 
the inscription, "E¢(eclwy) AiudkAn “AovidAg ANOYTIATQ: NEQ- 
KOPON. (Akermann, p. 55.) 


Cu. XX. 2. drer@dv ra wéepn exetva] having gone through 
those parts. Probably as far as I//lyricum. See the Epistle to 
the Romans, xv. 19, written from Hellas after the journey to 
Macedonia, to which he had come from Ephesus by Troas (see 
2 Cor. ii. 13), and to which Titus came to him from Corinth. 
Cp. Paley, Hor. Paul. Ep. Rom. iv. p. 21. Howson, ii. 154. 

— ‘EAAdba] Hellas. Southern Greece distinguished from the 
Northern, or Macedonia, which contained Macedonia Proper, 
‘Illyricum, Epirus, and Thessaly. See xvi. 9, 10. 12. 

This is the only place where the word ‘EAAds occurs in the 
New Testament ;—a memorial of its grandeur before it was merged 
in the Roman province of Achaia. Perhaps in this wider circuit 
St. Paul visited the countries on the west of the mountain-chain 
of Pindus in his descent southward from Illyricum. 

8. éemiBovdAjs] lying-in-wait; from malice, and perhaps, also, 
on account of the collection of money which he carried with him. 

4. Sématpos] Sopater; probably the same as Sosipater, Rom. 
xvi. 21. 

— Mvppov] Not in Elz., but in A, B, D, E, and in many 
Cursives, and received by Lachm., Tisch., Born., Alford. 

— Tiudbcos] Timotheus of Lystra, xvi. 1. 


— Tvxuros | Tychicus, mentioned therefore by St. Paul in* 


writing to the "Aciavoi, See Eph. vi. 21. Col. iv. 7. 2 Tim. 
iv. 12. 

Elz. and most editions have Tuxixds. But in proper names 
the accent is thrown back, which would have been otherwise on 
the last syllable. Thus in the New Testament we have ’Eraiveros, 
not -rds, {Antos, not -Tds, “Epactos, not -tds. Cf. Winer, § 6, 

49. 
" The word XPISTOS forms a signal and almost unique ex- 
ception to this rule; as if it was the desire of those who used it, to 
remind themselves and others of its etymology. 

— Tpddimos] Trophimus, 01 bphesus,—with St. Paul at Jeru- 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


salem, xxi. 29; and left by him at Miletus on his last visit to 
Rome. 2 Tim. iv. 20. 

5. ofto1] Therefore none of these persons, here specified, can 
have been the author of the Acts. 

— nas] us. St. Luke alone therefore, it seems, was in the 
company of St. Paul, between Corinth and Troas. 

For an important deduction from this circumstance see 
2 Cor. viii. 18. 

Almost imperceptibly does the blessed Evangelist glide into 
St. Paul’s company, and how uncbtrusively does he intimate his 
own fellowship in labour and suffering with him! See above, 
xvi. 10. 

Contrast with this modest silence the eulogistic declaration of 
St. Paul concerning his faithful companion St. Luke, AovKas 6 
iatpds, 6 ayamnrtds (Col. iv. 14); and Aoukds éort wdvos pet 
éuod (2 Tim. iv. 11), ‘‘ Let another praise thee, and not thine own 
lips” (Prov. xxvii. 2). 

If there be a code of gentle demeanour, good breeding, 
courteous manners, and refined delicacy in the world, surely it 
is the New Testament. 

— év Tpwad:] at Troas. It is observable, that they waited for 
St. Paul and St. Luke at Troas, the place where he seems to have 
joined St. Paul in the first instance. See xvi. 8. 11. 

Henceforth St. Luke seems to have remained with St. Paul 


till the end of the time comprehended in the Acts of the Apostles. 


St. Luke appears to have been left by St. Paul at Philippi 
(see xvi. 16. 40; xvii. 1), and to have rejoined the Apostle in that 
neighbourhood. 

It was St. Paul’s practice, after he had planted the Gospel, 
to leave some persons behind him to water it. Thus he left Silas 
and Timotheus at Beroea, xvii. 14, and Aquila and Priscilla at 
Ephesus, xviii. 19, and Titus in Crete, Titusi.5; cp. 1 Tim. i. 3. 
And perhaps this is what is implied of Erastus, 2 Tim. iv. 20, 


“Epaotos éuervev ev Kopivéw, he abode there to watch over the 


Church, and to endure patiently what he might be required to 
suffer for it. 

Probably St. Luke was entrusted with similar duties at Phi- 
lippi, and in its neighbourhood. From Macedonia, it seems, St. 
Luke was sent together with Titus by St. Paul, with the Second 
Epistle to the Corinthians ; and he waited at Corinth for St. Paul ; 
and thence accompanied him with the collection of alms for the 
poor Christians at Jerusalem, and from Jerusalem went with 
him to Cresarea, and thence eventually to Rome. See note on 
2 Cor. viii. 18. 

6. peta Tas Hugpas TAY aCiuwy] after the days of unleavened 
bread. Observe the minute specification of days in this journey 
from Philippi to Jerusalem. There are two limits marked,—the 
days of Unleavened Bread at Philippi (xx. 6), and the Feast of 
Pentecost at Jerusalem (xx. 16; xxi. 15), with an interval of about 
seven weeks between them. It seems that it is intended to be 
inferred from the mention of his stay at Philippi at the Passover, 
that St. Paul did not feel himself ob/iged to attend the great fes- 
tivals of the Levitical Ritual at Jerusalem. And yet he was de- 
sirous of doing so on certain occasions, to show that he did not, 
under existing circumstances, disparage the observance of the 
Ceremonial Law. Cp. xviii. 21. 

The days of Unleavened Bread had now been changed, into 
the Christian Haster; and perhaps he stayed at Philippi in order 
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to celebrate there the annual Festival of Christ’s Resurrection 
with the Philippian Church. We find also here a mention of 
the celebration of the weekly Festival of the Resurrection, at Troas 
see v. 7). 
There are also two notices of a stay of seven days in this 
journey (see xx. 6, and xxi. 4), which may perhaps have a refer- 
ence to the observance of the Christian Sunday. Cp. note below, 
Rev. i. 10. 

— uxpis 7. «| at the end of five days.—‘ Insolens forma 
loquendi pro Greecorum more meumrato.”’ (Valek.) 

— iuépas extra] seven days; aterm thrice mentioned in the 
Acts as the period of St. Paul’s stay (xxi. 4; xxviii. 14). See 
last note but one. 

7. ovvnypévwv judy] when we had been gathered together. 
For juav Elz. has trav walnrav; but judy is found in A, B, D, 
HE, and many Cursives and Versions, and has been received by 
Lachm., Tisch., Born., and Alf.—Eiz. has also rod before kAdou, 
but rod is not in A, B, E, G, and numerous Cursives. 

It may be added here, that in v. 8, for juev Elz. has hoa, 
but #ev is in A, B, D, E, G, H. This reading, and jay in 
v. 7, are deserving of notice, as showing that St. Luke was present 
at what he describes; that he joined in the Holy Communion ad- 
ministered on that Lord’s Day, and heard the Sermon of St. Paul, 
and saw Hutychus raised from the dead. 

Observe the word cuynyuévwv. They were not summoned, 
but came together, met for a stated religious purpose. Hence 
the word Suvaiis. Cp. émiovvaywyh, for Public Worship, Heb. 
x. 25, a word connected with the Suvaywy? of the Elder Church 
of the Jews—a word christianized by the Apostles. See note on 
James ii. 2. 

Some learned writers have supposed (see Augustine, Epist. 
36, p. 117, and Howson, ch. xx. vol. ii. p. 256) that the ula 
caBBdrwy here mentioned is the evening which succeeded the 
Jewish Sabbath, and that St. Paul set forth on his journey early 
on the Sunday morning (pp. 256—259). 

But it appears to be more probable, that this meeting for 
breaking of bread took place on the evening of Sunday: Kv- 
ptakh hy (says Chrys.), nal wéxpt wecovunttov thy SidacKaArlay 
extelvel, Kal cuverdpate Thy EopTiy 6 didBodos, by the death of 
Eutychus ; but this was overruled for the glory of God and the 
diffusion of the Gospel, by his restoration to life by St. Paul. Cp. 
Lewin’s remarks, pp. 589—592. 

It appears, then, that this was a stated Day and Hour for 
Christian assemblies, not perhaps without some reference to the 
fact mentioned by St. John (xx. 19), concerning the first Lord’s 
Day of the Christian Church ; ‘‘ The same day at evening, being 
the first day of the week, came Jesus and stood in the midst, 
and saith unto them, Peace be unto you!” 

The Holy Supper was instituted on an evening ; and it was 
“toward evening ’’ when our Lord took bread and blessed it, and 
gave it to the two disciples at Emmaus (Luke xxiv. 29, 30). 

It is not likely that St. Luke, writing for the use of Gentile 
Christians in all ages, should reckon his days from sunset, in the 
Jewish manner, especially when speaking of a Christian Festival. 
Even St. Matthew, writing more particularly for Jewish Chris- 
tians, says (xxviii. 1), dpé caBBdtwy, TH emipwoKovan cis piay 
caBBarorv. 

On the time of receiving the Holy Communion, which varied 
in different Churches in ancient times, see Bingham, xiii. 9, and 
xv. 7. ; 

These things were done on the Lord’s Day (Chrys.). Ob- 
serve the intimation here given, that the primitive Christians 


assembled specially on the Lord’s Day for the reception of the 
Holy Eucharist (see ii. 46), and for hearing of the Word. Cp. 
Routh, R. 8. i. 113. 120. 187. 180. 188. 224; ii. 4. 45. 240; 
iii. 100. 147. 157. 

Justin Martyr, in the second century (Apol. i. 85, p. 143, 
ed. Ashton, = § 67, p 269, ed. Otto) says, ‘On the day called 
Sunday, our common assembly of all who are in the cities and 
the country is held; and we read the Writings of the Apostles, 
and the Books of the Prophets.”” Then he describes the Sermon ; 
and then the Administration of the Lord’s Supper by the mpo- 
ectws and of didkovo.; and the collection of alms for the Poor. 
He adds, ‘‘ We all assemble together in common on the day 
called Sunday, because it is the day on which God created the 
world out of darkness and Ay, and on which Jesus Christ our 
Saviour arose from the dead ; for on the day before Saturday they 
crucified Him, and on the day after Saturday He arose from the 
grave, and taught His Apostles and disciples those things which 
we have delivered to you, for your consideration.” 

In the two preceding Chapters, Justin M. speaks distinctly 
of the two Sacraments, Baptism and the Lord’s Supper. And 
beginning with this description in the Acts of the Apostles, we 
may trace through his Apology, written less than fifty years after 
St. John’s death, a clear stream of teaching concerning primitive 
Christian Worship and Ritual. 

On the institution and obligation of the Lorp’s Day, see 
also above on Matt. xxviii. 1. Luke xxiii. 56; xxiv. 1. John 
xx. 26. Heb. iv. 9. 

8. Aaumddes] lamps. See Matt. xxv. 1. The miracle here re- 
lated was wrought at night, but the mention of the lamps shows 
that those who were present could see it done. They could see 
Eutychus fall, and perhaps they took some of the lamps down 
with St. Paul, and saw the dead restored to life. 

9. KabeGduevos] So A, B, D, BE, and several Cursives. 
KabhMevos. 

— tpiotéyou] the third story: ‘tabulata tertia,’”’ Juvenal 
iii. 199. 

10. érémecey] he fell upon him. “Hoe gestu non est usus 
Christus ; est autem co usus Elias, Eliseeus, Paulus.” (Bengel.) © 

ll. tov &prov] Observe the article—‘ the bread,’ or loaf, i.e. 
of the Holy Eucharist. 

Elz. has not the article, but it isin A, B, C, D*, and has 
been received by Lachm., Tisch., Bornemann, Alford. 

The disciples had met to break bread (v. 7). 
preaches till midnight. Eutychus falls from the window of the 
third story. Paul descends from the dmepgov, and revives him, 
and returns to break the bread; and after the breaking of the 
bread he has a repast (yevera, see x. 10), and converses till 
dawn, and departs on the morrow, i.e. on Monday morning. 
See on v. 7. 

18. “Accov}| Assos, in Mysia, twenty-four Roman miles south 
of Troas. Pausan. Eliac. ii. 4, 

It was a difficult place of access; in allusion to which circum- 
stance Nicostratus, a «:@apior}s, applied to it the line of Homer, 
—with a play upon the double meaning of the words adoooy and 
dooov,— Acco 10, &s Kev Paocor dr€Opov melpal” tena (Iliad, 
¢. 143). By a singular error, the Vulgate has confounded the 
meaning of the word decoy (nearer) in cap. xxvii. 13 with the 
name of this place, Assos, rendering that verse, ‘cum sustu- 
lissent de Asson ;”” and so Luther and others. 

— tv diatetaypévos] he had arranged. “ Significatio media. 
Sic enim disposuerat ipse.’’? (Bengel.) See on xiii. 48. Winer, 
§ 39, p. 234. 
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16. nexpicec] So A, B, C, D, H.—Elz. &xpive. 

17—36.] This Book,—the Acts of the Apostles,—is like a 
Divine Pandect of sacred specimens of Ecclesiastical Offices. 

We have had an Apostolic specimen of Confirmation (above, 
viii. 14—17; xix. 6), and of the Administration of the Holy 
Communion, and of Preaching on the Lord’s Day in a stated 
place of religious assembly (xx. 7), and we have evidence of many 
Presbyters settled in a City to feed the Church of God, and we 
see in this Address of St. Paul at Miletus an Apostolic pattern 
of an Episcopal Charge to the Clergy, at Visitations, or Diocesan 
Synods. 

17. tovs mpecBurépovs] the Presbyters, from Ephesus, which, 
as a large City, had many Presbyters (see xiv. 23); but they 
were subject, if not now, yet soon after, to one head, Timothy 
(1 Tim. i. 3), who had oversight of their doctrine (i. 3, 4. 1 Tim. 
v. 17—19), and performed the office of ordaining Presbyters and 
Deacons (1 Tim. iii. 1—10. 15; v.22). Cp. Rev. ii. 1. Jynat. 
ad Ephes. § 1, where Ephesus has an émiokomos, and also, § 5, a 
mpeaBurépiov, 0 cuvhpuootat TG emickdrm@, Gs xopda) x.Odpe, and 
didkovor, § 2. 

18. érictacbe] ye know. A modest word—underrating the 
effect of his own labours. See on xix. 15. 

19. dovrActwy TG Kuplw] serving the Lord. Cp. Rom. xii. 11. 

— pera maéons Taw.| He uses the same words in his Epistle 
to the Ephesians, iv. 2. 

— daxpiwy] Elz. has roAdGy before daxpiwy; but it is not 
in A, D, E, and many Cursives and Versions. 

20. oddtv treore:Aduny] The metaphor, reintroduced v. 27, 
is taken from Navigation ; and was therefore appropriate at a sea- 
port, Miletus, and in the mouth of one now on a voyage, and 
addressing persons who had come from the great commercial city 
Ephesus. An internal evidence of truth. The Apostle St. Paul, 
by this metaphor, compares the Church to a Ship, and himself to 
a Mariner or Captain of it, and the doctrines of the Gospel to its 
sails; and he says that he ovdtv imecrefAaro, lowered or reefed 
none of its canvas, but spread it all out boldly to the sun and 
wind, so as to conceal nothing, but to display the whole, and to 
give his hearers a perfect tAnpogopla of faith (see on Luke i. 1. 
Col. ii. 2; iv. 12), in their course over the sea of this world to the 
haven of life everlasting. 

For this nautical use of brocréAAopat,—brooréAAcobat Th 
iorta, see Pindar, in Passow, Lexic.; and compare the Apostle’s 
use of the nautical word oreAAduevor in his Epistle to the mari- 
time cities Zhessalonica (2 Thess. iii. 6) and Corinth (2 Cor. 
viii. 20). See also 2 Thess. ii. 2. 

22. Sedeuévos TH mvevuati] Some (e.g. Meyer) interpret 
this ‘constrained by my own spirit.’ Others (Howson, ii. 269), 
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‘a prisoner in spirit, not in body.’ The more ancient interpreters 
(see Chrys., Theophyl., Clem.) explain it, bound by the Holy 
Spirit. As Didymus says (in Caten. p. 333), “ He that is united 
to the Holy Ghost is bound in Him; he is the prisoner of Christ ; 
in these chains he rejoices, he wears them as ornaments” (avev- 
fatikovs papyapitas. Ignatius, Eph. § 11). They are bands 
of love. He bears in his body the marks of the Lord Jesus (Gal. 
vi. 17), and dies daily (1 Cor. xv. 31), Paul was now going up 
to Jerusalem to the Anniversary of the Descent of the Holy 
Ghost (v. 16). And as if his mind was dwelling on that event, 
he refers to the operations of the Holy Spirit in his speech, 
vv. 23. 28. 

The Vulgate well renders it, alligatus Spiritu, constrained 
and carried by the Holy Ghost. Perhaps it is a metaphor derived 
from the practice of chaining prisoners to their keepers (see xii. 6 ; 
xxi. 33), who carried them to a particular place. Thus Jgnat.:ad 
Rom. 5, dd Suplas wéexpe “Pouns Onpromax® Sedeuéevos deka 
Acomdpdois. So St. Paul was now carried as a prisoner to Jeru- 
salem,—but it was by the Holy Ghost. This explains his conduct 
in reference to the revelations described in xxi. 4. 

It also shows that St. Paul did not run into hazards with- 
out Divine guidance. As Chrys. says, ov ém) rods Kwvdvbvous 
platwyv éauTdy, GAN Hyovmevos TOU TyEevMaTos elym Td 
mpdotayua See further on this verse, the note on xxi. 4. 

23. wor] to me. So A, B, C, D, EH, and many Cursives and 
Versions. Elz. omits wor. The pronoun is important, as showing 
that this prophecy me¢ St. Paul on his arrival at different Cities 
in succession. 

— Aéyov]  D, B, G, and many Cursives, have Aéywy, mascu- 
line,—a reading which deserves consideration. 

— deoud pe—pévovow] bonds await me. It has been said by 
some, that this is a mere figure of speech, expressing what might 
have been expected by the Apostle on probable grounds; and that 
it is not an utterance of a divinely-inspired prophecy. But, on 
the contrary, it was noé likely that St. Paul, being a Roman 
Citizen, should have been bound. See Acts xxiii. 29. 

— Oates] afflictions. Compare the Epistle to the Romans, 
xv. 30, where he asks their prayers that he may be delivered from 
them that do not believe in Judea, and that he may come to 
Rome. See Paley, Hor. Paul. pp. 22—24. 

24. pera xapas] with joy. Omitted by A, B, D, and some 
Cursives and Versions; perhaps rightly. 

25. eye oda drt obKéTs dWeoGe K.T.A.] I know that ye all will 
see my face no more. See v.38. It has been argued from 2 Tim. 
iv. 13—20, where St. Paul speaks of being at Miletus after this, 
that he was not here divinely inspired, but was mistaken in this 
anticipation; and this, it is said, is accounted for from vv. 22, 23, 
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‘where he confesses that he did not know what would happen to 
him at Jerusalem ; 

But it was one thing to say that he did not know what 
would happen to him at a particular place, and it would have been 
another thing to say that something would nof happen which did 
happen ; 

His words are, odxér: BWeobe 7) mpdcwrdy mov duets may- 
tes,—and he might easily have touched again at Miletus without 
ever seeing all or any of the Presbylers of Ephesus. Besides, as 
Bengel observes, ‘‘ Rediit Roma in Asiam compluribus post annis 
Apostolus, sed interea defuncti alidve delati sunt feré ommes isti.”” 
It may indeed be inferred, that he never revisited Ephesus after 
this time, or only after a long interval. Cp. on 1 Tim. iii. 14. 

— thy Bacirctay} the kingdom. So A, B,C. Elz. adds rod 
@e0d, D rot *Incod: h BactAcla, the Kingdom, is emphatic, as in 
Matt. viii. 12; xxiv. 14; and 7d dvoua, the name, Acts v. 41. 
So 7 65ds, xix. 23, the way. All these are significant of the 
truth,—that there is no other Kingdom which will remain, but 
that of God; no other Name, by which men are to be saved, than 
that of Christ ; no other Way which can lead us to heaven, but 
that of the Gospel. Cp. note below, 1 John ii. 6. 

26. kabapds éyé] pure am TI. So A, G, H, and most Cursives, 
and Tisch., reading éy®, and not eiui, which is in B, C, D, E. 

27. bmeote:Adunyv] On the nautical metaphor here, see v. 20. 

— nacay Thy BovAhy tod Ocod] all the counsel of God; re- 
asserted from v. 20. A strong passage against the *‘ Doctrine of 
Development.” St. Paul says that he would not have been pure 
from their blood, i.e. he would have been guilty of destroying 
their souls, if in the time he had been at Ephesus, less than three 
years (v. 31), he had not declared to them ‘“ the whole counsel 
of God.’’ Cp. Eph. i. 11. 

What would he say, if he heard, that now, after the Church 
has been in the world 1800 years, a new article of faith has been 
declared, and an addition been made by men to the “ whole 
counsel of God?”’ Cp. Gal. i. 8. 

28. mpooéxere obv—aluaros] An exposition of this text, and 
an interesting application of it to the circumstances of the Church 
of England, may be seen in the Latin Concio of Bp. Andrewes, 
then a Presbyter, to the Convocation of the Province of Canter- 
bury, in 1593. Latin Works, p. 29. 

— 7d veda rd &ytov &bero] the Holy Ghost made you over- 
seers, Another assertion of the Divinity and Personality of the 
Holy Ghost (see v. 3; viii. 29; xiii. 2.4), and of His Divine 
office in Ordinations. See above on xiii. 2—4. 

— émiokdmovs}| overseers. Every mpecBirepos is an émtoxoros 
Tov Tousviov, an overseer of the flock committed to his charge; 
but the éwickomos is also an overseer of other Pastors; which a 
Presbyter is not. See below, the note before 1 Tim. iii. 

S. Ireneus (iii. 14), indeed, supposes that some Bishops as 
well as Presbyters were present, and that St. Paul addresses them ; 
‘‘Paulus in Mileto convocatis Hpiscopis et Presbyteris qui erant 
ab Epheso et a reliquis proximis civitatibus,’’ &c. So Ammo- 
nius here, who gives also the other exposition ; and cp. Professor 
Blunt, who says, p. 51, ‘‘ Paul sent for the Elders of the Church 
of Ephesus, or its Bishops, or rather both, to attend him at 
Miletus,’’ and who observes that the authority of Ireneus is of 
more value here, from his connexion with Polycarp and the 
neighbourhood, 

However, it is certain, that some of these émicroma:, if not 
all, were presbyters. 

On the subsequent restriction of the word ’Emlokomos to the 
highest of the Three Orders of the Christian Ministry, see Dr. 
Bentley (apon Freethinking, Camb. 1743, pp. 136, 137), “‘ They 
(the Bishops), with all Christian antiquity, never thought them- 
selves and their order to succeed the Scripture ’Exicxo7a, but 
the Scripture “AréaroAc: they were diddo0xo: Tov “ArooTéAwy, 
the successogs of the Apostles. é 

“The sum of the matter is this:—Though new institutions 
are formed, new words are not coined for them, but old ones 
borrowed and applied. ’Emloxomos, whose general idea is over- 
seer, was a word in use long before Christianity; a word of 
universal relation to ceconomical, civil, military, naval, judicial, 
and religious matters. 

‘This word was assumed to denote the governing and pre- 
siding persons of the Church, as A:d«ovos (another word of vulgar 
and diffused use) to denote the ministerial. 


“The Presbyters, therefore, while the Apostles lived, were 
’Enloxorot, overseers. But the Apostles, in foresight of their 
approaching martyrdom, having selected and appointed their suc- 
cessors in the several cities and communities (as St. Paul did 
Timothy at Ephesus, and Titus at Crete, a.p. 64, four years 
before his death), what name were these successors to be called 
by? not ’AmdaroAo, Apostles ; their modesty, as it seems, made 
them refuse it: they would keep that name proper and sacred to 
the first extraordinary messengers of Christ, though they really 
succeeded them in their office, in due part and measure, as the 
ordinary governors of the Churches. 

“It was agreed, therefore, over all Christendom at once, in 
the very next generation after the Apostles, to assign and appro- 
priate to them the word ’Emicxozos, or Bishop. From that time 
to this, that appellation, which before included a-Presbyter, has 
been restrained to a superior order, And here’s nothing in all 
this but, what has happened in all languages and communities in 
the world. See the Notilia of the Roman and Greek Empires, 
and you'll scarce find one name of any state employment that in 
course of time did not vary from its primitive signification.” 

— Thy éxxAnolay tod @cov| the Church of God, which He 
purchased with His own blood. On the purchase of the Church 
by the price of Christ’s blood, see 1 Cor. vi. 20. 1 Pet. i. 18, 19. 
Rey. v. 9. 

As to the reading of this passage, it is to be observed, that 
B and many cursives, and Vulg., and the Syriac, and Chrys., and 
Basil, and Epiphanius, and Ambrose have @cov; and this reading 
is received by Elz., Mill, Whitby, Bengel, Knapp, Rinck, Scholz, 
Alford, Bloomf. And so Bp. Pearson, Art. ii. p. 241. 

Other MSS. have Kupiou (not cod), particularly A, C*, D, E, 
and the Coptic, Sahidic, Armenian Versions, and Ireneus 
(iii. 14), Didymus (de Spir. § 2), Eused. (in Esa. xxxv. 9), 
Cyril Alex. (Mai viii. pt. 2, pp. 125, 6), Jerome and Augustine ; 
and this reading is preferred by Lachm., Tisch., Bornemann, 
Olshausen, Davidson, Meyer, Hackett, and Tregelles, p. 233. 

Others, C***, G, H, and more than 100 Cursive MSS. have 
Kuplov kal cod, and this reading is preferred by Venema and 
Valckenaer. ‘ 

The choice seems to be between Kupfov and @cod. 
evidence for each is strong. 

It may be remarked that St. Luke uses the word Kvpios in 
application to Christ, as appointing and ordaining the Ministers 
of His Church, as here. See on Luke x. 1. 

And in support of Kuplov, it may also be urged that the 
word Kvpios would mark His Lordship and Dominion over her, as 
His Household and Kingdom; and would be a happy preparation 
for the term by which the éxxAnola was to be described, i. e. 
Kupiaxh, Church, the spouse and body of the Kdpios, and pur- 
chased and purified by His blood. See above, ii. 25. 36. 

There would also be a memento here to Bishops and Pastors 
—that they are not to consider the exxAnota as their own, but. 
as Christ’s, and that they are not catarupievery, dominari, over 
what is to¥ Kuplov, Domini. 1 Pet. v. 3. 

On the other hand--in behalf of the other reading, roo 
©cov,—it appears (as Whitby observes, p. 489), that St. Paul 
never uses the phrase 7 éxkAnoia rod Kuplov, whereas he often 
employs the words 4 éxxAnota Tod @cod. See 1 Cor. i. 2; x. 32; 
Xi, 165 22); xvii95 2'Cor.si. ks (Gals 1S le Dhesseniianl 4e 
2 Thess. i. 4. 1 Tim. iii. 5. 15. 

The matter reduces itself to this question, 

Is it more likely that @cod should have been altered by 
Copyists into Kuplov, or Kuptov be altered into @eod ? 

Perhaps the former may seem the more probable alternative. 

(1) No one would have been staggered by Kupfov, or have 
been inclined to change that reading. : 

(2) But many might have been perplexed by @ecod, wit! 
alwaros following it. 

(3) Some orthodox persons might think that it seemed to 
give some countenance to the Noetian or Sabellian heresy, which 
confounded the two Persons of the Father and the Son; or to the 
Eutychian Heresy, which confounded the two Natures of Christ 
in One; or to the Apollinarian, Theopaschite, and Patripassian, 
which imputed suffering to God,—and to God the Father. 

(4) It cannot, therefore, be concluded with some, that a 
change was made here from a theological bias. 

(5) It is also observable that the word Kuplos has been inter- 
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polated, in connexion with ’ExxAncia, in Eph. v. 29, where 
A, B, D*, F, G have Xpiordés. 

(6) It has been said that the testimony of Athanasius is 
opposed to the reading of @cod. But this allegation is groundless. 
His words are (contr. Apollinarium, ii. § 14, vol. i. p. 758), 
ovdauod aiua Ocod dixa capKds rapadeddxacw ai ypapal, 7) 
@edy bia capkes wabdyra kad avacrdyTa. "Apetaveey Td TOLAVTA 
ToAMhmaT a, émesdiy phre Ocby arAnOivov Tov vidy Tod Oeod buodro- 
yovow, ai 5& Gytat ypapal ev capri cod Kal gapkds cod avOpamov 
yevouevov aiua kal mabos kal avacracw KnpvTToUCL. 

Athanasius is controverting the Apollinarian error that the 
Godhead itself suffered, and he asserts that the Scriptures have 
no where predicated to us the blood of God without the flesh; 
or that God suffered in the flesh (some read Sixa caprds here, 
and it may be the true reading): the older editions have 6a 
oapkos for 51x a caprds in the preceding clause. 

Athanasius might have written these words, and yet have 
read here éxxAnolay Tov @cot; for there is no representation, in 
the passage so read, of the aiua @cod Sixa capkds. St. Paul 
would thus say, ‘‘ the Church of God, which He (Who is Man as 
well as God) purchased with His own Blood.” 

(7) The argument from St. Paul’s use of ’ExxAnota cod, 
and his non-use of "ExkAnola Kuplov, confirms the same con- 
clusion. 

(8) It is probable that this passage gave occasion to the sub- 
sequent use of the still bolder expression afua cod in other 
writers, particularly Iynatius, writing to the same Church,—the 
Ephesian,—as that whose presbyters were now addressed by 
St. Paul, Eph i. So Tertullian, ad Uxor. ii. 3, “ Sanguine Dei.” 
Clem. Alex. “‘ Quis dives,” &c., c. 34, afuati @cod maidds. Cp. 
Ignat. ad Rom. 6, &peré we wiunthy elvar rod waOous Tod Ocod 
pov, where some copyists have inserted Xpiorod, to give ease to 
the phrase, as here. And cp. Jacobson in Clem. Rom. 2, p. 13. 
See also Wetstein here, p. 596, and the note in Catena, Pp. 338, 
where it is said, ‘‘ Many of weak minds, or of perverse opinions, 
speak evil of those who use the terms caua Kad aiua Ocod 7d 
cwrhpiov, but they may hear what our Lord says; and then re- 
ference is made to John vi. 35. 48. 53, and the conclusion is, Do 
not scruple at the words aiua kal cGua Ocod Td cwThpiov, as the 
Jews do; for by it thou hast been redeemed and art become a son of 
God, and an heir of life everlasting.”” And as to the doctrine 
thus taught Bede says, “ Non dubitat sanguinem Dei dicere 
propter unionem persone in duobus naturis Ejusdem Jesu Christi, 
propter quam etiam dictum, Filius Hominis Qui est in ccelo.” 
(John iii. 13.) “ Christ our Saviour is ‘ Agnus Dei,’ ” says Bp. 
Sanderson, i. 195. ‘“ He is also ‘Agnus Deus ;’ He is God, the 
Son of God, Very God of Very God; and it is this dignity of His 
Nature especially, and not His Innocency only, that setteth such 
a value upon His Blood that it is of an infinite price, of infinite 
merit, able to satisfy an infinite justice, and to appease an infinite 
wrath.” See also Waterland on the Trinity, c. 2, p. 39, who 
approves @cod; and likewise Blunt on the Early Fathers, p. 466. 
Cp. Titus ii. 13, 14. 

On the word mepierorhoato, purchased for Himself, see 
Eph. i. 14. 

— tod alwaros Tod tov) So A, B, C, D, E, and many Cur- 
sives. Elz. has 8:0 Tov idiov nares 

29. evs] Elz. adds ydp; and inserts todro after olda, which 
are not in A, B, C, D. 

— upitw] sometimes ‘arrival,’ sometimes departure, as here. 
See examples i in Kuin. drodnutav, Chrys. 

— AdKor Bapets] See on 1 Tim. v. 20. 

80. e sudv] of yourselves. Hymeneus, Alexander, and the 
Nicolaitans, 1 Tim. i. 20. Rev. ii. 6. Phygellus and Hermogenes, 
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2 Thess. 3. 8. 
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2 Tim. i. 15. See especially St. John’s Epistle, written probably 
at Ephesus, 1 John ii. 19, ‘ they went out from us’ (e& nudav), 
&c., which announces the fulfilment of St. Paul’s prophecy. See 
the note there; and the Introduction to that Epistle, p. 99, and 
the note before the second chapter of St. Peter’s Second Epistle 
addressed to Christians of Asia. 

— Tovs pabnras| the disciples—mine and yours, and Christ’s. 

31. tpretiav] three years. Three months in the Synagogue, 
xix. 8; two years in the School of Tyrannus, xix. 10; and he 
passed through Macedonia and Achaia, where he remained three 
months, xx. 3. 

32. 7G Adyw THs xdpitos] To His Word, of which the es- 
sential quality and characteristic is Grace. On this use of the 
Genitive, see note on Matt. xxii. 11 and James i. 25. 

It is to be remarked, that ‘‘the Word” here is understood 
by some ancient Expositors to be Christ, who is ‘full of Grace,” 
and from Whom all Grace has come to man. Johni. 14. 16. 
Cp. 1 John i. 1, Tod Adyou rijs Cwijs. 

And there is much that is personal here ascribed to the 
Aéyos. How can what is not personal be said to give an In- 
heritance ? So Ammonius, who, from the addition of the participle 
dvvauwéve in the singular, deduces an argument for the Unity of 
the Two Persons in one Godhead, as follows ; 

Aclkvuow, bt 6 Tathp kal Ocds kal 6 TobTov vids "Inoods, 6 
cod Adyos reir (read & cic, unum sunt) ov yap etre, Tots 
Suvamévots TAnOvyTiKGs, GAN EviKG dvdmaTi Thy povadichy 
ovolay eonmavev, eimay ‘TG Svvapmeva.’ 

It is indeed taken for granted by many modern writers, that 
the title 6 Adyos is only applied by St. John to Christ. But this 
assertion may be questioned. See on Luke i. 2. Heb. iv. 12. 
James i. 18. 1 Pet. i. 23. 

If St. John had been already at Ephesus, this mode of 
speech would have been very appropriate there, as a testimony to 
the unity of the doctrine of the two Apostles St. Paul and St. 
John. And even if St. John had not been there, yet, as St. Paul 
spoke under the guidance of the same Spirit as inspired St. John, 
he might and would very fitly bequeath this parting benediction 
to the Ephesian Presbyters, testifying his own adhesion to the 
great doctrines concerning the Logos, which were afterwards to 
be preached more fully at Epbesus oy St, John. 

— oikodoujoa] to build. So A, B, C, D, E,—a better reading 
than that of Elz., émoicodoujoa. 

33. dpyuplov] silver. How natural was this disclaimer, now 
that St. Paul was carrying pecuniary funds to Jerusalem, col- 
lected at his instance in Galatia, Greece, and Italy for distribution 
to the poor Christians at Jerusalem! See 1 Cor. xvi. 1—3. 
2 Cor. viii. J—21; below, xxiv. 17, and on 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

— tuaricuod] raiment. Oriental wealth consisted partly in 
“changes of raiment,’ Gen. xlv. 22. 2 Kings v. 5. 22. Hence 
the reference to the moth in warnings to the rich and worldly, 
Matt. vi. 19. James v. 2. Cp. Hackett. 

34. ianpérnoay ai xetpes atta:] these hands ministered —. 
Compare his declaration, made at Ephesus, in 1 Cor. iv. 12, kom- 
Guev épyaCduevor Tats (dlars xepot: and see Paley, H. P. p. 37. 

35. drt adtds cime] that He Himself said. A saying alluded 
to by S. Clemens Rom. i. 2, and in Const..Apostol. iv. 3; and 
one of the few sayings of our Lord preserved elsewhere than in 
the Gospels. a Grabe, Spicileg. i. pp. 14. 327. Fabricii Cod. 
Apocryph. N. T. i. pp. 321—334, “De dictis Christi que in 
Evangeliis non extant.” Kérner, de Sermonibus Christi aypd- 
gos, Lips. 1776; and Routh, R, S. i. 9, 10. 12. 29. 31. 471. 484. 

— pardpidy eort uaAdor | ‘it ig blessed rather to give than to 
receive. So A, B, C, D, E, G.—Elz. places d:5dva: before w&a- 
Aov. Another natural allusion to what was now uppermost in 
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St. Paul’s mind,—the purpose of his present journey to Jeru- 
salem, viz. to succour the poor Christians there, with the bounty 
which he had collected, and was carrying with him. See v. 33. 

86. Gels 7a ydvata| having kneeled down. See Dan. vi. 10. 
Luke xxii. 41. Acts ix. 40; xxi. 5. Cp. Eph. iii. 14. 

37. kateptrouy] they were earnestly hissing him. Karepidovy 
is a stronger expression than épiAovy, and marks also continuance 
by the imperfect tense, ‘‘ deosculabantur eum.” 

The outward act was similar to that described by the same 
word Matt. xxvi. 49; but how different was the inward affection ! 

A transposition has been adopted here, ixavds 5& AavOuds, 
from A, B, D, H, for the reading of Elz., tkavds 5& éyévero KA. 


88. Oewpcty] St. Paul himself uses drrouat, v. 25, a more, 


modest word. He would not say that his own apécwmov was 
&kiov Oewplas. Cp. on John xvi. 16, and the nice shade of dis- 
tinction between BAémw and Oewpd in John xx. 5, 6. 


Cu. XXI. 3. dvadhavévtées thy Kimpov] having discovered 
Cyprus. A nautical expression, dvapavetcay €xovTes; as sailors 
say, having raised the land. The opposite is amoxpimrew -yijv. 
See note on xxvii. 27. Cp. Gal. ii. 7, memlorevuat Td ebayyéAroy, 
and Rom. iii. 2. 1 Cor. ix. 17. Winer, § 39, p. 233. 

— Tvpov] The mention of a Christian Church at Tyre, and 
of St. Paul’s visit to it, suggests a reference to the prophecy, 
‘Behold ye the Philistines also, and they of Tyre, with the 
Morians, lo, there was He born.’’ (Ps. Ixxxvii. 4.) Cp. Ps. xlv. 
12, and see above on viii. 26. 

Perhaps the seeds scattered by the Divine Sower Himself on 
the border-land of Tyre and Sidon (Matt. xv. 21. Mark vii. 24), 
were now bearing fruit. 

— émopopti(Suevov] Thither the ship was on its course, fo 
unload its freight. Cp. Winer, § 45, p. 312. 

4. aveupdvres tovs pabntds] having found out the disciples, 
—an intimation that they were either not very numerous, or were 
not publicly known. 

— 810 Tod Mveduaros] through the Spirit. Cp. dedeuévos TG 
Tvedjmart (xx. 22). This is explained by v. 11. The Holy Spirit 
revealed to them that he would be bound there (see xx. 23) ; and 
they, acting on this intimation, dissuaded him from going to Jeru- 
salem. But the Spirit had done more than this for St. Paul. 
The Holy Spirit had not only foreshown to him the future, but 
had also revealed to him how to act under the circumstances 

foreshown. The Holy Spirit had bound him ¢o go to Jerusalem 


(xx. 22, where see note), even though he was to be bound there ; 
and therefore he went (see xx. 24, and below, xxi. 11—13). And 
at length those persons who had foretold his bonds, acquiesced in 
his resolution to go, as divinely inspired, and said, “‘ the Lord’s 
will (not ours) be done!”’ (v. 14.) The prophecy concerning his 
bonds was fulfilled. And the Lord assured St. Paul, in a vision 
at Jerusalem, that he had rightly understood and obeyed His will 
in going up to Jerusalem, xxiii. 11. 

5. aiyiaddv] the sandy shore. Acts xxvii. 39. Cp. xx. 36. 
The place of this holy and affecting farewell was shown many. 
centuries afterwards; ‘‘Hodie monstratur in arenis locus, ubi 
pariter orabant.”” (Bede.) aie 

6. arnoracducba] we gave a parting embrace to. Cp. the use 
of the preposition azo in amotaéduevos, Acts xviii. 18. 21. Elz. 
has mpoonvéducba kal aomacduevor. But the reading in the text 
is authorized by some of the best MSS. 

7. TroAeuatda] Ptolemais. Accho (Judges i. 31); still so 
called by Arabs, and Acre, or St. Jean d’ Acre, by Europeans. 

8. efeAOdvtes] Elz. adds of wep) roy MadAoy, which is not in 
A, B, C, E, and is probably a gloss. 

— irlrmov Tov evayyedtoTob] Philip the Evangelist, called 
here ‘‘one of the seven;’’ i. e. Philip the Deacon; see on Acts 
viii. 5, and the statements of Jsidorus and S. Jerome, quoted by 
Tillemont, Mém. ii. 30. Hence Ammonius says here, ‘it was 
lawful for a Deacon to live as a married man.” On Philip’s con- 
nexion with Ceesarea, see viii. 40. 

This was the third time Paul was at Cesarea. 
Xvili. 22. | 

It is now prophesied at Cesarea, that St. Paul would be 
bound ; and with a: special providence, for he was to be brought 
to C@sarea a prisoner, and to remain there in custody for two 
years, xxiii. 33; xxiv. 27. 

— bytos] Elz. prefixes rod, which is not in A, B, C, B, H, 
and numerous Cursives. Cp. Winer, p. 122. 

10. juepas mAclous] several days; but he was hastening to 
Jerusalem (see xx. 16), not, therefore, ‘ many days.’ 

— “AyaBos] Agabus. See xi. 28. 

Ul. dhous éavrot] Elz. has Shoas te abrod. But Shoas 
éavtov is the reading of A, B, C, D, E, and many Cursives and 
Versions. Agabus bound his own hands (not St. Paul’s) with St. 
Paul’s girdle. 

— Tods médas kal Tas xetpas] his feet and hands. So B, C, 
D, E, and many Cursives and Versions. Elz. has tas xeipas ka) 


See ix. 30; 
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tovs médas: but it is hardly probable that this would have been 
altered into the other reading. Such symbolical actions had been 
connected with the delivery of prophecies in the Old Testament. 
Isa. xx. 2. Jer. xiii. 1. 11. Ezek. iv. 1. (Grotius.) Cp. Jerem. 
Xxvii. 2; xxviii. 10.12. Ezek. xii. 3; xxiv. 3. 

12. jets] we: even St. Luke himself. A modest confession, 
and a proof of truth. We would have dissuaded Paul from going, 
but he would not yield to us, and went; and we acknowledged 
that what he did was the Lord’s will, v. 14. 

— Tod mw) GvaBatve] As to the construction compare xv. 20, 

13,14. rére—-yevéoOw] See on v. 14. 

18. pod] of me, emphatic. 

14. 7d OéAnua yevérOw] the Will of the Lord be done! From 
the Lord’s Prayer; perhaps an intimation of its general use. Cp. 
2 Tim. iv. 18, and see Blunt, Lectures, p. 38, and above on Matt. 
vi. 9, and below on | Pet. i. 17, and Mr. Humphry here. 

Also comp. our Lord’s words in His Agony, as recorded by 
St. Luke himself, Luke xxii. 42. 

15. émicxevacduevor] So A, B, E, G, and numerous Cursives. 
—Elz. arockevacduevot. D has droratduevor. The sense is, 
‘having packed up,’ ‘having taken what was necessary for the 
journey.’ (Chrys., Gicumen.) Vulg. renders it ‘ preparati,’ and 
other Versions give a like meaning, and Hesych. interprets it by 
edrpemioOeyTes. 

The word seems to be introduced, in order to show that, 
though St. Paul had full intimation of sufferings and imprison- 
ment at Jerusalem, yet he proceeded thither with calmness, and 
in a sober and orderly manner, without neglecting any common 
duties, such as prudence might suggest. Compare his request for 
his ‘‘ cloke and parchments ”’ just before his martyrdom (2 Tim. 
iv. 13). There are no symptoms of a heated imagination, or of a 
fanatical enthusiasm, or a reckless excitement, in his character 
and demeanour, in the most trying circumstances. 

16. &yovres rap G kevicOduer] bringing with them a certain 
Mnason a Cyprian—with whom we should lodge, i. e. at Jeru- 
salem. Objections have been made by several recent Expositors 
to this translation of the Vulgate, ‘“‘adducentes [secum] apud 
quem hospitaremur Mnasonem,” which is the sense adopted by 
the English Authorized Version ; 

It has been said, that the true meaning is,—“ conducting us 
to the house of Mnason (at Jerusalem), with whom we should 
lodge.’’ In this case the construction would either be &yovres 
(jas) Mvdowr, which is Winer’s opinion, § 31, p. 192, or by 
attraction, dyovres Huds map. Mvdowva map @ tevicOGpev. See 
Meyer here, and Winer, § 24, p. 149, and others; 

But perhaps in this case, as in many others, the older inter- 
pretation (which, as Winer allows, p. 192, is unexceptionable, 
grammatically) is the true one. St. Luke’s design in mentioning 
this incident seems to be this. At first the Christians of Cesarea 
attempted to dissuade St. Paul from going to Jerusalem (v. 12); 
but on his earnest expostulation with them, they desisted from 
their entreaties, and said, “the Lord’s will be done”’ (v. 14). 
And not only so, but some of these disciples of Cesarea sped him 


on his journey to Jerusalem, and accompanied him, bringing with 
them a person with whom he and his companions would lodge at 
Jerusalem, Mnason of Cyprus. Thus they, who at first would 
have deterred him from going to Jerusalem, were prevailed upon 
by St. Paul (such was his courage and constancy, and such his 
influence over them) to provide facilities for his journey thither, 
and for his reception there ; 

It was also an honourable circumstance to Mnason of Cyprus, 
that though he had heard, no doubt, from the men of Cesarea 
that the Spirit had revealed that St. Paul would be made a pri- 
soner in Jerusalem, yet he was willing to accompany him thither 
(a distance of about eighty miles), and to afford him and his com- 
panions a lodging there. 

These considerations seem to be lost sight of in the modern 
interpretation, which is also liable to the objection, that, according 
to it, St. Paul is said to be brought to Mnason to lodge, before his 
arrival at Jerusalem, which is not related till the following verse. 

— apxalm pabnrh)] an original disciple, i.e. from the first 
preaching of the Gospel. See on xv. 7, and xi. 15. Such a per- 
son was likely to have a house at Jerusalem. 

18. pbs “IdkwBov] to James. For the use of mpds see on xvi. 
40. On the position held by St. James the Lord’s brother at 
Jerusalem, see xii. 17. A distinction here is made between James, 
the Bishop of Jerusalem, and “ all the Elders, or Presbyters.”’ 
(Chrys.) ‘ Videtur Jacobus convocdsse collegium Presbytero- 
rum.” (Rosenmiiller.) 

The Bishop of Jerusalem is here presented to the view, 
surrounded by all his Presbyters, who are the ‘ Concilium 
Episcopi,’”’ (see Hieron. in Esa. iii. Bingham, ii. 19. 7,) for the 
reception of St. Paul and his friends, and for joint counsel and 
advice. An Apostolic precedent for the practice of the Church 
in all ages. See above, xv. 2. 4. 6. 22, and particularly xv. 23. 

19. 6 @eds] God. He does not say what he had done, but 
what God had done by his ministry ; and (v. 20) they glorified not 
him, but God. (Ammon.) 

20. éy Tots *lovdalois] So A, B, C, E.—Elz. "lovdatwy. This 
variation is. noticeable. It is not said that many myriads of the 
Jews believe, &c.; but that there are many myriads of believers 
among the Jews, and they are all zealous for the Law. 

— memortevkdtwy] of those who have made public profession 
of faith in the Gospel, and hold that faith. See viii. 13. 

21. xarnxnOnoav] They have been studiously indoctrinated 
to believe, ed:daxOncav Ka érlorevoay (Chrys.), cp. v. 24; such a 
misrepresentation was not unlikely to be made by Jews, concern- 
ing what St. Paul had taught not long since in his Epistles to the 
Galatians and Romans. Cp. Paley, H. P. pp. 24—26. 

— diddoness—ovdatovs] thou teachest Jews. It was not true 
that St. Paul taught Jews not to circumcise their children (see 
vii. 8); but it was true that he taught that circumcision was no/ 
to be enforced by Jews on Gentiles. 

What he did now, at the suggestion of the Bishop and Pres- 
byters of Jerusalem, was to refute the former assertion, not to 
disavow the latter. See vv. 24. 26. 
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22. wA700s)] a multitude must needs come together. 

23. cicly juiv] This was often the case on the approach of 
great Festivals, e. g. that of Pentecost, which was now at hand. 
Nazarite Vows were made terminable then, in order that they 
who had taken them might join with others in the joyful celebra- 
tion of that Festival. Cp. Lightfoot on Acts ii. 13, and on 
1 Cor. xi. 14, where he observes, that even Jews who were not 
Nazarites were accustomed to cut their hair in honour of the 
feasts. . 

— edxhy exovres ep’ éavtev] having upon them a vow of 
Nazariteship, that is, of separation from the world to God. See 
above, on xviii. 18. 

24. ayvicOnr: ov aitois} be thou a Nazarite with them; join 
thyself to them in their vow of abstinence or separation, and of 
dedication to God. 

It has, indeed, been said by some, that St. Paul only paid the 
charges of the four Nazarites (v. 23), but was no¢ himself under 
the Vow of a Nazarite ; 

But the word ayvioOnT: here, and the other kindred words 
used in this narrative, prove that he associated himself with them 
in the vow itself. 

The word ayvi{w is the word used by the LXX for 1 
(Nazar), in Numb. vi. 3, and ayviouds for 112 (Nezer), Nazi- 
reatus. The best explanation, therefore, of the word ayvic@nr: 
and Gyvicbels (v. 26), and ayviouds (v. 26), is to be derived from 
the use of those words by the LXX in the chapter concerning the 
Nazaritic Vow, Numb. vi. 3, 4, amd otvov ayvicOnoeTat, he 
shall keep himself separate as a Nazarite from wine mdcas ris 
juépas THs €vxX As avTov, which is expressed in v. 5 by macas 
Tas jucpas ToD ayviomod, and v. 8, mdcas Tas iuepas Tis 
edxAs dytos EaTat Kuply. 

It is probable that St. Paul was already under a vow of 
Nazariteship ; and was advised to join himself as such with these 
four Nazarites. See xviii. 18, and below, v. 27. 

The knowledge that he had not long since voluntarily taken 
on himself a Nazarite’s vow (xviii. 18), was enough to suggest 
the recommendation here made to him by St. James, and the 
Presbyters of the Church of Jerusalem. 

Origen (in Ep. ad Rom. lib. ii. 13) speaks of St. Paul as 
having offered ‘ sacrificia purificationis,’ and S. Jerome (Epist. ad 
Augustin. Ep. 74) supposes St. Paul to have assumed the condi- 
tion of a Nazarite, ‘“‘ obtulisse sacrificia, et exercuisse nudipedalia ;”’ 
and so Augustine, Ep. 82. 

The reason of St. Paul’s compliance is well stated by Augus- 
tine (Epist. ad Hieron. 82), who observes, that by his practice 
with regard to the ceremonies of the Levitical Law, St. Paul 
taught ‘“‘nec Judeos tunc ab eis tanquam 4a nefariis prohibendos, 
nec Gentiles ad ea tanquam necessaria compellendos.”’ 

“Paul became (says Zsidore in Caten. p. 352) a Jew to the 
Jews, when he made himself a Nazarite in the Temple, and offered 
oblations ; and, on the same principle, he circumcised Timothy, 
and sent him to preach-to the Jews, thus cancelling circum- 
cision by means of circumcision itself.” So also Gicumenius, who 
says that ‘ Paul underwent the tonsure, and complied with the 
Law.” See also below, note on v. 26. 

That he engaged in the vow of a Nazarite, has therefore, it 
seems, been rightly concluded by most later Expositors, e. g. 
Grotius, Rosenmiiller, Olshausen, Meyer, Baumgarten, Hackeit, 
Alford, and others. 


There was a special reason, why St. Paul, a Christian Apostle, 
should engage in a vow of a Nazarite. That Vow pledged the 
person who took it to abstain from all strong drink. And he 
who was known to be under the vow of a Nazarite, was known to 
be living a life of abstinence. The sight of the Nazarite’s locks 
would proclaim this. 

St. Paul had been converted by a heavenly Vision. He 
had Revelations in Arabia, and a Trance in the temple at Jeru- 
a8 (Acts ix. 4; xxii. 6.17; xxvi. 12. 1 Cor. xv. 8. 2 Cor. 
xii. 2); 

He relied much on the arguments thence drawn, in his public 
addresses to the People of Jerusalem (xxii. 6.17), and to Agrippa 
(xxvi. 12); 

Let it be recollected, that the Jews attempted to refute the 
evidence of the miracle of Pentecost, by a scornful insinuation, 
“These men are full of new wine’”’ (Acts ii. 13). It was very 
expedient that St. Paul, whose conversion was miraculous, and 


who was favoured with an ‘‘abundance of Revelations” (2 Cor. 
xii. 7), should be able to meet the objection, which would in all 
probability be raised against him, that he was under a strong 
mental excitement, and that he was inflamed by enthusiasm and 
deluded by fanaticism. 

One of the best refutations of such an insinuation, and one 
which would have most weight with the Jews, would be found in 
the voluntary assumption of the Vow of a Nazarite. This would 
show, that like the Baptist, whom the Jews contrasted with 
Christ, whom they dared to call a wine-bibber (Matt. xi. 18, 19), 
he was living an abstemious and austere life, that his judgment 
was cool, his mind calm, and, as he bimself says, that the words 
which he spake when describing his own Conversion, were words 
of truth and soberness (xxvi. 25). 

Consequently, though we hear it alleged by Festus against 
him, that ‘much learning made him mad” (xxvi. 24), we never 
hear it surmised, that he was labouring under physical or intellec- 
tual excitement. 

Thus, in his Christian prudence, St. Paul made the cere- 
monial Vows of the Levitical Law subsidiary to the diffusion of 
the saving Doctrines of Evangelical Truth. 

Such advice as that which is here proffered by St. James, 
came very appropriately from him, who is described by Hegesippus 
(cp. Eused. ii. 23) as conforming in his own person to the usages 
of a Nazarite; ottos ék KowAlas untpds adtod Gytos Hy olvoy 
Kal olkepa ove emiev, Evpdy em Thy Kepadhy abrod ovK avéBn, 
—a passage which affords an interesting illustration and con- 
firmation of the narrative of St. Luke. 

Perhaps, also, these characteristics of St. James may have 
pointed him out as specially fit to occupy the Episcopal seat at 
Jerusalem, as a person most conciliatory to the Jews. 

The following particulars concerning a Nazarite’s Vow, are 
from Lightfoot (i. p. 1092. On the Temple, chap. xviii.). Re- 
ferring to the Talmud (tract. Nazir, per. 1), he says, ‘* Nazarism 
was most ordinarily for thirty days, though sometimes it was for 
years, and sometimes for term of life. He whose vow was expired 
was to bring three beasts, one for a burnt-offering, another for a 
sin-offering, and a third for a peace-offering (Nazir 6). If he 
polled his head in the country, as Paul did at Cenchrez, he was 
to bring his hair and burn it under the caldron, where his peace- 
offering was boiling, which was in this place of the Temple that 
we are speaking of (i. e. at the s.z. angle of the Temple). 

“The Jews in the Treatise (of the Talmud) alleged in the 
Margin (i.e. the Treatise Nazir), speak of ‘a Samson Naza- 
rite’ and ‘an everlasting Nazarite,’ not but that Samson was 
a Nazarite always, but they use this distinction in reference to 
the manner of the Vow-making. He that took on him to bea 
Nazarite like Samson was, saying, ‘ Behold, I will be a Nazarite 
like Samson,’ or ‘ like the son of Manoah,’ or ‘like the husband 
of Delilah,’ or ‘like him that carried away the gates of Azzah,’ 
or ‘like him whose eyes the Philistines put ont,’ such an one 
might never cut his hair, but it must ever grow upon him; and 
such a Nazarite did Absalom take upon him to be, but he was 
forced to cut his hair once every year, it was so heavy. But he 
that was a Nazarite everlasting (that is, that took upon him 
Nazarism upon other terms, as he that said, ‘1 will be a Nazarite 
according to the number of the hairs of my head,’ or ‘ the dust of 
the Earth,’ or ‘sand of the sea-shore’), he might poll his head 
once in thirty days. 

‘* But he whose vow was expired, wheresoever he polled his 
hair, was to come to this place, and here to boil his Peace-offering, 
and to burn his hair; and the Priest took the shoulder as it 
boiled, and a cake, and a wafer of unleavened bread, and put all 
upon the hands of the Nazarite and waved them; and then was 
fe ae at liberty to drink wine, and to be defiled by the 

ead. 

— damdvncov em abrots] expend money upon them,—do an 
act of charity in helping them to perform their vow, and to shave 
their heads, by contributing to the necessary expenses of the sa- 
crifices to be offered ; on which see Numb. vi. 13. 

Thus refute the calumnies against thee, not by word, but by 
deed ; and do this here, not in a Gentile city, but at Jerusalem, 
where no scandal will be given to thy Gentile converts by this 
compliance with the Law. (Chrys., Theophyl.) 

It was usual for wealthier Jews to assi-t their poorer brethren 
in this way. Thus Agrippa showed his liberality at Jerusalem, 
in bis regard for the Levitical Law. Joseph. xix. 6. 1, is 
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“‘TepoodAuua eAbdov xapiornplous ekemAhpwoe Ovolas, ovdey TeY 
kata vouov amodimdy? 81d Kal Na Cipalwy Evpacbar dierate 
pdda ouvxvots. Cp. B. J. ii. V5. 1. 

The reason of this may appear from the specification of the 
sacrificial offerings required of a Nazarite, which were numerous 
and expensive. (See Numb. vi.) 

— pvadoowy] keeping. The accuracy of St. Luke’s style is 
seen in the distinction he makes between g@vAdcow here and 
pvddocoua in the following verse. 

26. civ abtots ayvicbels| having been separated and sanctified 
as a Nazarite with them. See above on v. 24; and cp. xxiv. 18, 
eipdy me hyvicmévoy ev TG lepS.—Ekvpato 6 MavAos, ov THs 
yvdauns KataBadrdAoneyvns, GAAG Tis aydmns ocvyKataBavovons. 
1 Cor. ix. 20. (Chrys., Theophy!.) 

— diayyéAAwy thy éexmrAnpwow Tov uepGv TOD ayviopuod, 
€ws of mpoonvéxon bmp évds Exdotov avtav % mpoohopa] an- 
nouncing the fulfilment of the days of their Nazarite vow, until 
the (legal) offering was offered for each one of them. 

That the éxrAfpwots Tov juep@y means the fulfilment of the 
days of the Nazarite vow, is evident from the passages in the 
Book of Numbers, according to the LXX, which describe the 
vow. See Numb. vi. 5, concerning the Nazarite’s vow, éupdv ovK 
émeAcvoeTar em) Thy Kepadty avTod, ws Gv TANPwOGoLY ai 
NmEepat, boas nitato TH Kupiw: and vi. 13, 7 dv nucpa mAnNpdon 
HmEepas evxis avtod, tpogolcer adtds...then the tpoapopal 
are specified; and then, v. 18, fuphoeta: 6 nvypévos Tapa Tas 
Oupas THs oKHYAS TOD waptuplov Thy KEpaArhy THs evXTS adTod. 
And then he shall burn his hair in the fire; and after he has 
shaven his head, the Priest shall take a part of the offering and 
place it in his hands, and offer it before the Lord. And so the 
ceremony was ended, and the vow was paid. 

€ws 08 mpoonvexOn is rendered by Vulg. ‘ donec offerretur,’ 


and by Engl. Vers. ‘until an offering should be offered ;’ and | 


this seems to be the correct rendering. See the examples of this 
structure in De Wette, Alford, and Kiihner, § 846. 

The sense appears to be this: St. Paul undertook to be the 
spokesman and paymaster of the four Nazarites. As such he 
took them with him to the Temple, and presented them to the 
Priests, and gave to the Priests the official notification that the 
term of their vow was expired; and made himself responsible for 
the payment of the fees for sacrifices to be offered, and services to 
be performed in the behalf of his presentees, before their heads 
could be shaved and they be released from their vow. 

It is probable that this release could not be consummated 
immediately, nor indeed till a term of seven days (see v. 27) had 
expired after this announcement and presentation were made. 
This was reasonable. It was necessary, that inquiries should be 
made by the Priests as to the identity of the persons presented 
for release, and as to the fact of their having complied with the 
terms of their vow (by abstinence from wine, by non-pollution, 
and the other conditions) before the sacrifice could be rightly 
offered for them, and they be emancipated from their vow. 

Hence the phrase €ws ob. St. Paul was their répresentative, 
and solicitor of their cause; and he must continue to act in this 
capacity ¢i// the seven days were completed, and the Priests were 
satisfied that all the requisites of the vow had been duly ful- 
filled. 

This is confirmed by what he himself states (xxiv. 18), that 
they who arrested him, nearly seven days after (xxi. 27), “found 
him purified (as a Nazarite) in the Temple :’’ i.e. he was in at- 
tendance there, promoting the cause of the four poor Nazarites, 
as well as his own, with a view to their release from the vow. 

27. ai éxtd jugpar] the seven days. Some Expositors interpret 
these seven days as “‘ the feast week of Pentecost”’ (Wieseler, 109. 
Baumgarten, ii. 448). 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


But the Feast of Pentecost lasted only one day (Acts ii. 1), 
though later Jews extended it to two (Jahn, § 352. Winer, 
li. 243). 

The true interpretation seems to be, ‘the seven days,’’ which 
were required to intervene between the notice given to the Priests 
of the expiration of the Vow, and the consummation of the Re- 
lease from it. 

This opinion is confirmed by Ammonius in Catena, p. 35], 
and Theophylact, p. 156, who says, €00s jv tobs Exovtas edx hy 
KelperOar Thy Kepadryy peta Td GyvicOfvat, Kat oUTws em) ExTd 
nuépas To.ety mpoaopay bmrép éavT av. 

Some reasons for this interval have been suggested in the 
preceding note. 

Why was it for seven days? Probably, because this was a 
stated period for purifications (Exod. xxix. 37. Levit. xii. 2; 
xiii. 5; xiv. 8; xv. 19. Numb. xii. 14; xix. 14. Ezek. xliii. 26). 

And in the Law concerning Nazarites (Numb. yi. 9), if a 
person under a Nazarite Vow had incurred a ceremonial pollution, 
he could not shave his head immediately, and begin his term 
afresh, but he must wait seven days, till the offerings could be 
offered for him, and his head be shaved, and then he was restored 
to the Nazaritic state, and he began his vow anew. So at the 
close of the Vow, it appears to have been required by the Priests 
that he should wait seven days, till he could be released from 
this Nazaritic state, and be declared by them to have kept himself 
pure, ayvds, in it, and be allowed to have the requisite offerings 
made in his behalf. 

St. Paul himself, as already observed, seems to have been 
under a Nazarite’s vow when he came to Jerusalem. 

“The seven days’ here mentioned could not have been the 
term of his vow, as some have supposed. This was too short a 
time for such a Vow. In the whole Treatise in the Mishna, con- 
cerning Nazarites (tom. iii. 146—178, ed. Surenhusii), there is 
no mention of so short a term, nor of any period less than thirty 
days. 

“ Potuit videri Paulus anté dudum votum Nazarei nuncu- 
passe,” says Lorinus, p. 782. Cp. Lewin, 661—665. 

On a former occasion, when he was under a Nazarite vow, 
he had said that ‘he must by all means keep the next feast 
(which was Pentecost) at Jerusalem” (xviii. 21). 

The reason probably then was, Jecause he was under that 
Vow. And now it is said, in like manner, that he hastened to 
be at Jerusalem, if possible, on the day of Pentecost (xx. 16). 
Perhaps the reason in both cases was the same. 

It was usual for persons ayvi¢ew éavtobs, to purify them- 
selves, before the great Festivals. See John xi. 55. 

St. Paul was still under a Nazarite vow when he was arrested 
in the Temple, as he himself asserts, xxiv. 18, ctipdy we jyvic- 
mevov ev t@ tep@. This is also confirmed by what he states, 
xxiv. 17, that he had come to Jerusalem, bringing not only alms 
but offerings, mpoopopas, the same word as used above con- 
cerning the Nazarites, v. 26. 

The ‘‘seven days” between the diayyeAla, or announcement 
to the Priests, and the mpooopa, were nearly completed, when 
he was arrested in the Temple; and they who charged him with 
breaking the Law, and dishonouring the Temple, were in fact 
guilty of preventing him from keeping the Law, and enabling 
others to do so; and thus ¢hey themselves did what. they charged 
him with doing,—they violated the Temple and the Law. 

— of amd Tis Actas lovdaior] the Jews from Asia. St. Paul’s 
compliance with the Law appears to have satisfied the Jews of 
Jerusalem, but not those of Asia, who had come up for the Feast, 
and who had been disappointed by his escape from their hands 
at Ephesus. They assailed him while showing bis charity and his 
respect for the Law, which they charged him with violating. 
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81. 7B yiAtdpx@ Tis orelpns] to the captain of the Roman Gar- 
rison,—Claudius Lysias,—in the castle or fortress of Antonia, 
built by Herod the Great, and called Antonia in honour of Mark 
Antony (Joseph. Ant. xv. 11. 4). 

See below, on wv. 34. 
The ozeipa, cohors, was properly 1000 men, or one-sixth of 
the Legio. 

— ovyxtverat] is in confusion. 
XVTAL. 

88. deOfval] to be bound. See xii. 6. A fulfilment of the 
prophecy (xx. 23), and therefore an asswrance to St. Paul that 
the Spirit which had spoken to him was ¢rwe. 

84. éreddvouvv] were shouting out different answers. 
B, D, H. See xii. 22.— Elz. eBdwyr. 

— mapeuBorny] the military garrison, or barracks, in the 
Castle of Antonia. See xxii. 24; xxiii. 16. 32. 35. 

For a full history and description of the fortress of Antonia, 
see Robinson, i. pp. 431—435. Williams, Holy City, i. 99; 
ii. 403—411. Howson, ii. 311. It was on the North-West side 
of the Temple-Area (Joseph. Ant. xv. 11.4. B.J.i. 5.4; v. 5. 
8; vi. 2.9), ona rocky hill; at each of its four corners was a 
lofty tower; it communicated by two flights of stairs with the 
northern and western arcades of the Temple-Area. 

On one of these two flights St. Paul stood, when he addressed 
the people, who were in the Temple-Area below him. 

86. aipe aitéy] Away with him! So they had cried against 
Christ, apov, apov, avroy, oravpwooyv (John xix. 15), where St. 
Luke uses, as here, the present tense aipe (xxiii. 18). So the 
populace cried at Smyrna against Polycarp and the Christians 
(Mart. Polyc. 3. 9), aipe rods dOéous. 

87, ‘EAAnviot) ywdores;] dost thou know Greek? A ques- 
tion of surprise, suggested by hearing St. Paul address him in 
Greek, «i eorl po. eimeiy; Probably the Chief Captain could 
not speak Hebrew, and St. Paul had spoken to him, a Gentile, in 
Greek; but he spoke in Hebrew to the Jews, which they did 
not expect, any more than the chiliarch expected him to speak 
Greek (v. 40). 

38. ovx &pa ot e?;] Rendered by some learned Expositors, 
‘Thou art not therefore, as I imagined, art thou?’ (Winer, § 57, 
p. 453.) But Chrys., and other ancient Greek interpreters, render 
it, ‘Art not thou then that Egyptian?’ MWHence Vulg., ‘Nonne 
tu es?’ and Engl. Vers., ‘ Art not thou?’ Their authority is of 
great weight; and though the meaning they assign to the words 
would be rightly represented by dp’ ov in classical Greek, yet the 


So A, B, D.—Elz. cvyté- 


So A, 


Hellenistic usage may well have admitted such a natural com- 
bination as od« &pa od ef; ‘Art not thou, therefore?’ Cp. 
Hackett, p. 305. 

— 6 Alyirtios| the Egyptian. The false prophet who had 
led a vast multitude (Josephus says 30,000) to the Mount of Olives 
to see Jerusalem fall, and who was routed by Felix. See Joseph. 
Bo Js. 18.5. Ant. xx.-856: 

The Egyptian had escaped; hence the supposition of the 
chief captain, which seems to have been confirmed by hearing the 
Apostle speak Greek. The Greek language had become common 
in Egypt, in consequence of the conquests of Alexander and the 
Ptolemies, as the LXX Version, there made, shows. 

The chief captain had perhaps heard the charges of some of 
the Jews against St. Paul, that he had spoken against their Holy 
Place and the Law; and this reminded him of the language of the 
Egyptian, who had prophesied that the City would fall; and who 
had been opposed by the citizens of Jerusalem, as St. Paul now 
was; and he had at first imagined that the Egyptian was now 
captured by them. 

Perhaps also the Jews themselves, in order to exasperate the 
Romans, had identified him with the Egyptian. (Burton.) 

— mpd toitwy tov juep&v] before these days. On this use 
of rovtwy with juepay see i. 5. 

It appears from Josephus, that this Egyptian was routed in 
the reign of Nero, probably in the first year of his reign, a.p. 55. 
(Wieseler, p. 76.) The word totrwy indicates that this event 
was still recent in the memory of the chief captain, and therefore 
St. Paul’s imprisonment was not long after that year. 

— r&v oixapiwy] the bandits, or assassins, from sica, seco (cut- 
throats). See Chrys., and Joseph. B. J. ii. 13. 3, erepov efdos 
Anor@y, of kadoviuevor ctxdptot, and Ant. xx. 6. The fana- 
ticism and ferocity of these zealots came to a height, and vented 
itself in the most barbarous outrages afterwards, in the siege 
of Jerusalem. See on Matt. xxiv. 15. 

39. obk donuov médAEws] no mean city. Many of the coins of 
Tarsus bear the epigraphs MHTPOMOAIS and AYTONOMOS,. 
See Akermann, p. 56. 

40. trav avaBabuey] the steps which led down from the bar- 
racks and fortress of Antonia (wy. 31. 35),—where he would have 
found refuge,—to the Temple-Area. 

What spectacle could be more striking than this! Paul 
standing on the stairs of the Temple, bound with two chains, and 
speaking to the people of Jerusalem at the Feast of Pentecost. 
Chrys. 

— katéceie TH xetpl] made a motion of the hand, to keep 
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down (kard&) the noise and passion of the crowd, and to produce 
silence ; 
Ms — calide fecisse silentia turbze 
Majestate mantis.” (Pers. iv. 5.) 


See above, xii. 17; xiii. 16; xix. 33. A very different move- 
ment from éxtelvas Thy xeipa, xxvi. 1. 

— ‘EBpatd: diaréxtw] See xxii. 2. Not yAdoon, but d:0- 
Aéextw. See ii. 6. 8. The Syro-Chaldaic, in which St. Paul 
addressed the people, was a dialect rather than a language. He 
conciliates his audience by the dialect which he uses, T7 ovyyevela 
Tis pwrijs abtovs emiomara. (Chrys.) 


Cu. XXII. 1. &vdpes adeAgol, ka marépes, dxovoare] Men, 
brethren, and fathers hearken. A procemium designed, it would 
seem, to show his hearers that he had S¢. Stephen in his thoughts, 
and to remind them of him who had begun his speech in their 
presence with the same words, vii. 2. Cp. below, vv. 20. 23. 

2. bri 7. ‘E. 5. mpocepadver adtois|] that he was speaking to 
them in the Hebrew tongue—which they did not expect him to do: 
he had been speaking to the chief Captain in Greek ; see xxi. 37. 

3. mapa Tovs médas Tapadnal at the feet of Gamaliel. The 
Hebrew Rabbis sat on an elevated seat, and their scholars at their 
feet. See above, iv. 85. Schoettgen, Hor. Hebr. p. 477. On 
Gamaliel see v. 34. 

4. rabrny tiv 656y] this way (see ix. 2), on which I myself am 
now going, and to which I would bring you,—a courageous pro- 
fession of his Christianity. At the same time he addresses them 
as brethren, in order that they may not suppose that the Gospel is 
at variance with the Law. On this use of the word 650s see ix. 2. 

— lwta] I persecuted. St. Paul was then eager to bring 
them of ‘‘ that way” bound to Jerusalem, to be put to death; he 
himself is now bound at Jerusalem for “that way.’’? So God 
adapts sufferings to sins, and yet he greatly blesses the Apostle 
in suffering those evils as a Confessor and Martyr, which he had 
before inflicted on others as a Persecutor. 

5. &s wad 5 apxiepeds poptupe? mor] as also the High Priest 


beareth me witness. Ananias (see xxiii. 2), probably then one 
of the Sanhedrim, which had sent Saul. If St. Paul was converted 
in or before a.p. 35, it was Caiaphas who gave him the commis- 
sion, and who was removed by Vitellius a.p. 36. 

He was succeeded by Jonathan son of Annas; and after one 
year he was removed to make way for his brother Theophilus. 
(Joseph. Ant. xviii. 4.3; 5. 3.) In a.p. 42, Simon son of Boé- 
thus was High Priest. (Joseph. xix. 6.2.) In a.p. 43, Matthias son 
of Annas ; and soon after him, Hlionzus son of Cantheras. (Joseph. 
xix. 8.1.) In a.p. 45, Joseph son of Kami (Joseph. xx. 1.3); and 
soon after him, Ananias son of Nebedeeus. (Joseph. xx. 5.2.) See 
Chronological Table prefixed to this Volume, and below, xxiii. 2. 

— pds Tobs &deApovs] to the brethren, the Jewish authorities. 
The words are equivalent to mpbs tas cuvaywyas, to the syna- 
gogues, in ix. 2. See also xxviii. 21, which shows that of &d<eAgo) 
was used by the Jews when speaking of their own people. St. Paul 
reminds the Jews that he, the Christian Apostle, regards them as 
his brethren; and therefore he had begun his address with the 
words &ydpes &deAgo) (xxii. 1; cp. xxviii. 17). 

No evil treatment from them could ever provoke the Apostle 
to lay aside the feelings and language of affection to his brethren, 
his kinsmen according to the flesh. (Rom. ix. 3.) He would also 
thus teach them that all men are brethren in Christ. 

8. *Incods 6 NaCwpatos] Jesus the Nazarene. See on ix. 8; 
xxiv. 5; xxvi. 9. 

9. kad ZupoBo. eyévovro] Not found in A, B, H. Cp. ix. 7. 

— wri odk Hrovoay| See owix. 7; and cp. dxodoam gwviy, 
v.14. Ammon. p. 361, of cuvdyres Thy xov Hrovoyv THs dwvijs 
ov why cuviKkay TX AoAovmMEVa. Cp. Birks, Hor. Apost. p. 326, 
where are some excellent remarks on this speech to the Jews at 
Jerusalem as compared with St. Paul’s address to Festus and 
Agrippa at Cesarea, xxvi. 4—14. 

14. roy Atraov] the Just One. The name applied to Christ 
by the First Martyr, vii. 52, and by St. James, see James v. 6; 
see also 1 John ii. J. 

16. adrod] So A, B, E, and many Versions.— Elz. rod Kuplov. 
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ACTS XXII. 17—27. 
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17. ev 76 fepG] in the Temple. Thus (in reply to the charges 
against him, xxi. 28) he shows that he does not despise the 
Temple, and is approved by the God of the Temple, and that he 
received his Apostolic mission to the Gentiles in the Temple, from 
Christ, Whom he here proclaims as Lord of the Temple. 

How fitly and forcibly does the Vision here described dis- 
play the, God of both Covenants as One; and the Christian 
Church as the true substance and consummation of the Levitical 
Law. 

The Jewish Temple is here seen to be the Vestibule, or 
apévaos, of the Christian Church; and the Waters of Life, which 
are to irrigate, fertilize, and purify the world, flow from the 
fountain-head in Jerusalem. (Isa. ii. 3. Micah iv. 2.) 

— éxotdce:] ecstasy. Perhaps on the occasion mentioned 
xi. 30; xii. 25, and to prepare him for his first mission to the 
Gentiles, whence the words, v. 21, mopevou, bt eyw eis E07 
Makpay eLamooTeA@ oe. 

The Vision is supposed by some to have been on the occa- 
sion of the visit in ix. 26. But to this the words wopevou k.7.A. 
seem to present an objection. St. Paul came again to Jerusalem 
after that visit, before he went to the Gentiles. See xi. 30; xii. 
25; xiii. 4. 

19. Kaye elrov, Kupte, x.7.A.] and I said, Lord—. They ought 
to receive my testimony, for they cannot but know it to be true, 
as the result of conviction, from such evidence as has converted 
one, whom they saw once a most zealous Persecutor of the 
Church, into a witness of the truth of the Gospel. Nothing 
but such evidence could prevail on me to preach a religion, 
which shows me to myself and to others as having murdered the 
saints of God. & 

— déowy Kata T. cvvarywyds| See below on xxvi. 11. 

20. bre efexeiro Td aiua Srepdvov tod uaprupds cov] when 
the blood of Thy martyr Stephen was being shed. A noble en- 
deavour to make public reparation for a public sin, by public con- 
fession in the same public place where the sin was committed. 

As St. Paul did not speak Greek on this occasion (v. 2), he 
did not use the word martyr. The LXX often employ the word 
wdptup for the Hebrew vy (edk), or witness. The application 
of this word to the first person who shed his blood for Christ, 
was enough to designate it as the fittest to be assigned to those 
who followed St. Stephen in his testimony to the truth, even unto 
death. 

The same word seems to have been used by St. Paul in 
relating the divine message to himself inv. 15. St. Stephen was 
Thy witness, and He whose witness Stephen was, has commanded 
me to be His witness, not to the Jews only, but to all men. 

— ouvevdorav| Elz. adds tH dvaipécer adtod, which is not 
found in A, B, D, E, and appears to be a scholium. As to the 
fact, cp. xxvi. 10. 

22. ob KadjKev] it was not fit: he ought to have been slain 
already, instead of being rescued as he was by the Chief Captain. 
So A, B, C, D, E, G.— Elz. has rajrov. 

23. purrotvTwy Td iudria, Kad kovioptdy BadAdvtwy] shaking 
their clothes, and casting dust, and crying, Away with him. 
Perhaps, a preparation for, or a menace of, throwing off their 


clothes, in order to cast stones, and kill him for blasphemy (Gro- 
tius, Whitby, Meyer),—as they had done to Stephen, when 
Saul himself ‘‘held the clothes of them that stoned him”’ (vii. 
58; xxii. 20). Orit may have been only an impetuous move- 
ment of rage and execration. See Harmer, Obs. iy. p. 203, on 
the similar movement of the populace of Persia, when in a state 
of excitement. 

The speech and scene are full of points of resemblance to 
what was said and done at St. Stephen’s martyrdom; and St. 
Paul must have had St. Stephen often before him at this time. 

They probably would have stoned him, if he had not had a 
retreat by the stairs into the mapeuBorn. 

24, cis Thy mapeuBoany] See xxi. 3]. 34, to be brought up by 
the stairs into the barracks. 

— Wa émvyvG] that he might know clearly; for he had not 
understood the ‘ Hebrew dialect’ of the Apostle’s speech. 

25. mpoéreway tots iuaow] The best MSS. are divided be- 
tween mpoéreivov A, E, mpocéreivay C, D, mpoéreway B,G. The 
last seems preferable. It appears that St. Paul was actually 
bound by the thongs. See v. 30, br: avroy Hy Sedexds. St. Paul 
put the question in the text to the soldiers, as mpoéreivay, i.e. 
when they stretched him forward with the iudyres, or thongs, to 
the ‘palus’ or post, in order that when he had been so bound he 
might be scourged with udotvyes. 

The Authorized Version has, ‘‘as they bound him with 
thongs,” a rendering which has been censured by some modern 
expositors ; but which seems more accurate than that which has 
been substituted for it, viz. when they stretched him out for the 


| thongs, i.e. to receive the lashes. The word fuds is used in three 


other places of New Test. (Mark i. 7. Luke iii. 16. John i. 27), 
and always as something used for binding or tying, as here. 

The rendering is’ also confirmed by v. 29, where it is said 
that the Captain was afraid when he heard that Paul was a Roman 
citizen, and because he had bound him. This, as Bottger and 
Hackett observe, could not refer to the command in xxi. 33; for 
he kept Paul downd with two chains, after he had heard that he 
was a Roman citizen (see v. 30, €Avcev), and Felix left him so 
bound (xxiv. 27). Such a detention of a Roman citizen in safe 
custody, was not against the Law. But the fear of the Captain 
appears to have been caused by some other action of binding, 
which seems to be no other than that mentioned in this verse, 
i.e. a binding with thongs, in order that the person so bound 
might be scourged. 

— ¢i tvOpwrov ‘Pwpuatoy] Is it lawful for you to scourge a 
man who is a Roman and uncondemned? Why did St. Paul 
now plead his Roman citizenship at Jerusalem, and so avoid 
seourging ? and why should he not have pleaded it at Philippi, a 
Roman Colony, but have incurred beating with rods ? 

What he did in the one case, and did not do in the other, 
was for the glory of God. See note on Acts xvi. 22; and con- 
sider the providential results of this appeal to his Roman citizen- 
ship here, as detailed in the sequel of this History. See note, 
xxv. 23. 

26. ri wed. m.;] Elz. prefixes dpa, which is not in A, B, C, E. 

— ‘Pwuatos| a Roman. See on Acts xvi. 37. 


ACTS XXII 28—30. XXII. 1—5. 
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27. Aéye wor] Elz. adds ei, which is not in A, B, C, D, E, 
and weakens the sense, ‘‘ Art thow a Roman?” 

28. kepadatov] properly, a capital sum put out for usury, but 
used by LXX for any sum of money. Levit. vi. 5, Numb. v. 7. 
(Grot.) 

— eye 5& Kal yeyévynuat] I have not only, like you, the ‘ jus 
civitatis,’ but I was also born with it. 

29. averd¢ew] to examine by torture; ‘ examinare, per ques- 
tionem probare,” i.e. ‘‘tormento flagrorum adhibito.” 

80. Zavcev oitdév] Elz. adds amd Tév Secuay, which is not in 
A, B, C, E, H, and seems to be a gloss. 

— katuyaydv] having brought him down from the Castle of 
Antonia overhanging the Temple, to the Temple-Area below it; 
and to the place in which the Sanhedrim were assembled— 
perhaps the same place in which he himself had taken part in 
their proceedings against St. Stephen, pleading before them (vi. 
12. 15). They usually met in the hall Gazith. Concerning the 
conclave Gazith, “‘ the seat of the great Sanhedrim,”’ see Lightfoot 
(i. p. 1105. Temple, chap. xxii.). It was on the south side of 
the Temple. 


Cu. XXIII. 1. rdon cuverdqoe: dyabh) in all good conscience. 
The Apostle says that he had served God from his forefathers 
with a pure conscience (2 Tim. i. 3); that is, he had no private 
ends, but had been zealous towards God (Acts xxii. 3; xxvi. 4), 
and exceedingly zealous for the traditions of his fathers (Gal. i. 14) ; 
and he thought it his duty to do many things contrary to the 
name of Jesus Christ (xxvi. 9). 

But yet he calls himself a blasphemer, and a persecutor, and 
injurious (1 Tim. i. 13), and chief of sinners (1 Tim. i. 14). 


Almighty God had given him a Conscience, and he was bound ° 


to obey its dictates. But first, it was his duty to take care that 
his Conscience was rightly informed. It was not enough that 
his Conscience was pure and good, i.e. without any admixture 
of sinister designs, of worldly aims artd personal interests, and 
desirous only of God’s glory ; but it was also necessary, that his 
Conscience should be conformed to God’s Will, and be regulated 
by His Law. 

As S. Augustine says (de Mendacio, 7), “It is indeed of 
great importance, with what intention, and for what end a thing 
is done; but that which is sinful, is never to be done, with any 
intention, or for any end, however good.” It is not enough to 
run toward the goal of God’s glory; it is also necessary to run in 
the way of God’s commandments. See below on Rom. iii. 8, and 
on | Tim. i. 13. ; 

Cp. Bp. Sanderson’s Lectures, “ De Conscientia ;”’ especially 
Lecture ii. ‘On good Intention,” Works iv. p. 23, in which it is 
shown that there is ‘‘no sufficient security in the consciousness 
of good intention,’ and Lecture iv. § 13, p. 72, where he con- 
siders this example of St. Paul, and says, ‘‘ Hac verba ad ante- 
riorem vite ejus partem, quum non dum factus est Christianus, 
extendenda esse mihi quidem videtur valdé probabile.” 

— nemodirevuat TS OcG] a Hebraism; in God’s sight I have 
lived in all good conscience, and not only in the eyes of men. 
The fuller expression is évémov cod, or évavrioy Ocod, Luke 
i. 6. Acts iv. 19; viii. 21, and mapa Oeg, Luke ii. 52. 

2. 6 épxsepeds ’Avavias] the high priest Ananias, the son of 


Nebed zeus; he succeeded Joseph son of Cami in the high priest- 
hood, in the procuratorship of Tiberius Alexander, a.p. 48 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 5. 2), and held it under Cumanus; his cruelty 
and avarice are recorded by Josephus, Ant. xx. 5.3; xx. 8. He 
was sent to Rome for trial, before the Emperor Claudius, a.p. 52, 
on the accusation of Quadratus, and (it is most probable) was 
acquitted, and held the office of the high Priesthood at this time, 
and continued in it till he was superseded by Ismael, son of 
Phabi, a little before the departure of Felix from Judea (Joseph. 
xx. 8. 2. Cp. Biscoe, pp. 70—76. Winer, p.57. Meyer, p. 397). 
Ge had himself been a prisoner, and yet he has no pity for 
St. Paul in his sufferings. 

On the succession of High Priests at this period, see above 
on xxii. 5. 

3. cé] thee; emphatic, and to be accented as such. 

— Totxe Kexoviapeve] O thou whiled wall; whitewashed out- 
wardly, and of a fair aspect, but inwardly unsound. Cp. on rdégox 
kekoviamevot, Matt. xxili. 27. 

St. Paul here spake ‘‘ unadvisedly with his lips,’’ yet this was 
a true prophecy; Ananias was guilty of many crimes, and his 
house was burnt in a sedition raised by his own son, and he 
himself was drawn out from a place of concealment by the sicarii, 
and slain. (Joseph. B. J. ii. 17. 2—9.) A remarkable retribution ; 
he who connived at the conspiracy of assassins against St. Paul 
(xxiii. 14), died by the hands of an assassin. 

— Kal od Kd0n] ‘And art thou sitting there, &c.?’ The kat 
connects the question with the command of Ananias, and brings out 
the inconsistency of his personal conduct with his judicial office. 
On this sense of kal, expressive of indignation, see James i. 4. 

5. ovt Hey) I wist not, brethren, that he is Hiyh Priest ; for it 
is written, ‘‘ Thou shalt not speak evil of the ruler of thy peo- 
ple” (Exod. xxii. 28). St. Paul’s apology shows, that he retracted 
what he had said, as language unfit to be addressed to any su- 
perior in the discharge of his duty ; 

Some have supposed that the words ove #dev, I wist not, 
merely intimated defect of eye-sight; but this notion is in- 
consistent with these words. If St. Paul could not discern that 
Ananias was High Priest, how could he see that he sat there as 
his judge ? 

Or, if it be supposed that he could not distinguish him as 
the High Priest, then his apology amounts to no more than that 
he would not, indeed, call the High Priest by an opprobrious 
name, but that he saw no harm in addressing such language to 
any one else sitting there, as his Judge. Indeed, what is an 
apology, would in that sense be only a repetition of the reproach. 

The same objection seems to lie against the interpretation 
(suggested by Lorinus, Witsius, Schoettgen, Baumg., aud others), 
which supposes that St. Paul means by ov« #dew to say, that he 
did not own him to be a High Priest, for he had purchased the 
office by bribery, and had shown himself to be a Tyrant. 

But St. Paul’s self-correction is recorded here as a warning, 
not to “speak evil of dignities” (2 Pet. ii. 10. Jude 8), even 
though the office they hold is disgraced by them—even though a 
Tiberius or a Nero sits on the throne, still the throne on which 
he sits, and the officer sitting upon it, are not to be treated with 
disrespect. See Matt. xxiii. 2. 

‘* Knowledge,” says By. Sanderson (Prelect. i. § 11, on 
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ACTS XXIII. 6—12. 
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Conscience), ‘‘may be taken for the actual consideration of a 
thing that was known before; in which sense alone the words of 
St. Paul (in this passage of his speech, Acts xxiii. 5), that have so 
racked the Commentators, are to be understood; I wist not, 
Brethren (says he), that he was the High Priest; that is, I 
thought not, or I did not sufficiently consider it. As if he had 
said, ‘Pardon, I pray, my Brethren, this just Resentment of 
mine; if my Heat and Passion have carried me into Expressions 
too free, I did not remember the Person I was speaking to, and 
forgot my own Duty. I confess my mistake; I ought not to re- 
vile the High Priest, though he has forfeited the Dignity of his 
Character, but my Passion blinded me so, that I did not suf- 
ficiently consider it.’ A sense perfectly easy and agreeable.’’ See 
also By. Sanderson’s Serm. xiii. ad Aulam, § 11, i. p. 331. 

On this sense of #dev, see Acts vii. 18. Rom. vii. 7. Eph. 
vi. 8, Col. ili. 24. It is also involved in the right and enlarged 
use of the word cuv-eldyo1s, or Con-science. 

S. Jerome, referring to this passage, and arguing from it 
against the Pelagians, says well, ‘‘A man who is alway on his 
guard may haply escape sin; as a lyre, of which the cords are 
always stretched, may avoid uttering a harsh sound. But if he ever 
relaxes his vigilance, he lapses whither he would not; and thus 
our human nature learns its own weakness. The Apostle was 
smitten by a minister of the High Priest, and he retorted on the 
High Priest thus, ‘ The Lord shall smite thee, thou whited wall!’ 
Where then was the patience of the Saviour, Who, when He 
was led as a lamb to the slaughter, opened not His mouth? We 
do not disparage the Apostle; but we celebrate the praise of 
Curist.” SS. Jerome (c. Pelag. iii. 1). West. 

On the bearing of this avowal on the question of Inspiration, 
see above, xv. 38; below, James iii. 2. 

6. yvovs 5&6 MatvAos] But when Paul perceived that the one 
part (of the Council) consisted of Sadducees, and the other of 
Pharisees. An example which has been much perverted in modern 
times. Thus a celebrated Roman-catholic expositor (Corn. A 
Lapide) builds on it the famous maxim, “ bellum hereticorum 
pax est Hcclesiz ;”’ and he adds, “id sapienter vidit et edixit Car- 
dinalis Hosius,” the great persecutor of the Protestants in Poland 
in the sixteenth century ; 

He calls this the only method of maintaining the Unity of 
the Church; seeking to give a colour to this Machiavellian prin- 
ciple, from God’s act in dispersing the builders of Babel, and 
from the practice of heretics themselves, in burning the corn of 
the field of the Church, like Samson’s foxes, with firebrands to 
their tails (Judges xv. 4, 5). 

But St. Paul gives no sanction to this unhappy maxim 
“divide, et impera.” His end is not division, but wnity ; and he 
does not seek to attain that end by any questionable means, but 
by a statement of the truth: ‘‘ concerning the resurrection of the 
dead, I am this day called in question.” Cp. xxvi. 23. 

The confession so freely made by Romish Divines of the use 
they themselves make of this example, may serve to put others 
on their guard against their perversions of it; especially when it 
is remembered how they have applied their principles in practice, 
by personating Puritans, Anabaptists, and other sectaries, in order 
to sow dissensions among us, and so to weaken and subvert the 
English Church. See Ware’s Foxes and Firebrands, pp. 31—47. 
Abp. Bramhall’s Works, i. p. xevii. Wall on Infant Baptism, 
ii, p. 372, and the late Dr. Wordsworth’s Eccles. Biog. iv. 64. 


The proofs there given of the evils of Schism, and of the 
occasions thence afforded to Romish adversaries, and eagerly 
caught at by them, of supplanting the principles of Christian 
doctrine, which we hold, and of propagating their own errors, may 
serve to remind all true friends of the English Reformation, that 
if they desire to promote, and not to damage, the holy cause vin- 
dicated by it, it is their primary duty to discountenance Schism, 
and to maintain Unity. 

— apicalwy] So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Vulg. 
St. Paul means that his family, for more than one generation, had 
been Pharisees.—Elz. bapicatov. 

8. Saddovxator—bapicaio| for the Sadducees say that there 
is no Resurrection (of the body), nor Angel, nor Spirit, but the 
Pharisees confess both. 

The Sadducees explained away the Angelic appearances in 
the Pentateuch, by supposing that what are there called angels 
were mere creations for the time, and of only a transitory and 
evanescent existence—like clouds. Cp. Lightfoot, ii. p. 702. 

See the passages from Josephus and the Talmud in Biscoe, 
pp. 92—102, and cp. Dan. xii. 2, 3. 2 Macc. vii. 9—36. Matt. 
xxii. 28, and see note above on Acts xii. 15. 

9. &yyedos] Elz. adds uh Ocowaxa@mev, which are not in the 
best MSS., A, B, C*, E, H, and many Versions; and were pro- 
bably added, to fill up the Aposiopesis, by the copyists from v. 39. 
For examples of Aposiopesis in New Test., see Matt. xv. 5. 
Mark vii. 11; xi. 32. Winer, § 64, p. 529. 

The Aposiopesis is very appropriate here; it seems to inti- 
mate that the conclusion of the sentence was drowned in the 
clamour of the Sadducees. 

ll. Odpoet] Elz. adds TladAe, which is not in A, B, C, BE, H, 
and many Cursives and Versions. 

— oe det kad cis ‘Pa&unv waptupjoa it is necessary for thee to 
bear witness also at Rome,—eis ‘Péunv, at and to Rome. On this 
use of eis see Mark i. 37; xiii. 9. St. Paul was Christ’s udptus 
in the two great Capitals of the world; first at Jerusalem, the spi- 
ritual Capital; then at Rome, the civil Metropolis. See on Acts 
xxv. 11, This prophecy was interpreted in a special manner by St. 
Paul’s martyrdom at Rome. «is here repeated with the accusatives 
‘lepovoaAnm and ‘Péuny, expresses more than af. ‘Thou barest 
witness ¢o Jerusalem; thou shalt bear witness to Rome.’ 

12. moihoavtes ovot. of “Iov.] the Jews having made acom- 
bination. So A, B, C, E, and many Cursives.—Elz. has 7ro:. 
Ties THY lovdalwy cvor. But it is usual with the sacred writers 
to attribute to the Jews generally whatever is done by some of 
them, with the concurrence or connivance of others, especially of 
those in authority, as now. 

— aycbeudrioay Eavtots] they subjected themselves to an 
aydbena or OW (kherem), imprecation. Gal. i. 8,9. 1 Cor. xvi. 
22. They were probably of the number of Anora) or Sicarii or 
factious insurgents and assassins, who, under pretence of zeal for 
the Law, perpetrated the worst crimes. Joseph. B. J. ii. 13. 3. 
Biscoe, pp. 278, 279, who observes, that ‘from their perverted 
oral traditions and the ill-adduced ewample of Phineas” (on 
which see Bp. Sanderson’s admirable remarks, vol. ii. pp. 65. 67. 
251; iv. 50), “it was made a rule among them that a private 
person might kill one who had forsaken the law of Moses. Of 
this there is the clearest proof in the Talmud (Sanhedr. c. 9), — 
Philo (de Sacrific. p. 855, de Monarchia, i. p. 819), and Josephus 
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And it was of the crime of apostasy 


(Ant, xi, 622. ,9xv. 6. 1): 
See also Lardner’s Credibility, i. 


that St. Paul was accused.’ 
ch, ix, 

To such monstrous abuses may large bodies of men be led by 
the two false propositions, viz. : 

(1) That the “exempla piorum,’’—examples of holy men 
(e. g. Phineas),—may be safely followed, without reference to the 
special circumstances under which they acted ; 

(2) That a good end justifies bad means. 

It has been asked, What became of these conspirators ? 

The answer to this question is, that it was as easy to loose 
as to bind. The same person who Jaid on the excommunication 
could also take it off, and particularly with regard to vows of not 
eating ; any of their Rabbis could absolve them. (Lightfoot, ii. 

. 703. 

: heron was now legalized and consecrated among the 
Jews ; and this diabolical spirit had full vent during the Siege of 
Jerusalem, in a few years after this time. And it may be re- 
garded as an act of mercy, that the Jewish Nation was delivered 
by its Roman conquerors from the sanguinary atrocity of its own 
citizens. 

St. Paul found in his own person, that the zeal ‘‘ not accord- 
ing to knowledge,” by which he himself had been actuated, recoils 
against those who have been hurried on by it to do evil that good 
may come. 

13. mAclous tecoapdxovra] more than forty. On this use of the 
comparative without 7, see iv. 22; xxiii.21. Winer, § 35, p. 214. 

— romoduevol] So A, B, C, E.—Elz. wemoinnédres. 

14. rots dpxsepedot] to the Chief Priests. It would seem that 
the conspirators presumed on the secrecy and the assistance of 
the Chief Priests conniving at, and abetting them, in an act of 
murder under pretence of religion ; a proof of the power of the 
Evil Spirit to tempt men, and even Ministers of Religion, to be 
guilty of heinous sins, on a pretence of piety and zeal. 

This conspiracy proves that the Jewish Sanhedrim had not 
(as some have supposed) unlimited power of life and death in 
causes of Religion. If they had, there would have been no need 
for this plot against St. Paul. See above, ix. 2. 

15. 8rws] Elz. adds aijpiov, which is not in the best MSS., 
and is probably a gloss from v. 20. 


— €romor—rod averciv] ready to kill him: on the genitive 
with the infinitive, see Luke xxiv. 25. Acts xiv. 9. Wéiner, 
§ 44; below, xxvii. |. 

16. 6 vibs Tijs adeAPHs] his sister’s son. The only mention in 
the Acts of the Apostles, of any of St. Paul’s relatives. See 
above, Introduction, p. 6. 

The Holy Spirit does not gratify the curiosity of the reader 
of Holy Scripture by graphic sketches of the persons of the holy 
men who are employed by Him to preach the Gospel. He does 
not recite particulars of their private and domestic history. He 
seems studiously to practise reserve and to keep silence in these 
respects, Perhaps He thus designed to bring out in clearer out- 
line and bolder relief the importance, dignity, and sanctity of 
their public mission. He would have us regard them as ab- 
stracted from what is merely personal, local, and temporary, and 
as holding a position of their own, which neither time nor place 
can affect,—that of Ambassadors of Christ, Preachers of the Ever- 
lasting Gospel, Foundation-stones set in the wall of the heavenly 
Jerusalem. (Rev. xxi. 14.) 

— 7d &vedpov] their lying in wait. The Hellenistic form. See 
LXX, Jud. ix. 35, ard rod évédpov. Hustath. Odyss. 0, v. 124. 
(Bornemann, who specifies (vydv, KéAevOov, odpov, as similar 
forms.) It is here found in B, G, H, and several Cursives.—Elcz. 
has Thy évédpay. 

20. wéAAwy] So A, B, EH, and some Cursives.—Elz. wéa- 
AovTes. 

23. SekiordBovs] mapapirakas (Suid.), lancearios (Vulg.). 
The word is used by the Emperor Constantin. Porphyr. (early 
in the 10th century), Themat. i. 1 (i.e. in his treatise on the 
quartering of troops), where he says that the tovpudpyns has 
under him orpatidtas totopdpous mevtakoctous, kul meATacTas 
tpiaxoolous, Kal detvoAdBous éExardy. The rendering of the 
Authorized Version, ‘spearmen,’ is probably correct. And .so 
Meyer, p. 405. Cp. Weitst., p. 616. 

24. a—diacdowo.] That they might conduct him in safety 
through the whole journey to Cxsarea, where he would be under 
Roman protection. 

25. tov rinov 7.] this form; as follows. Cp. 3 Macc. iii. 30, 
6 wey THs emioToARs TUTOS oUTws eyéypamto. St. Luke does 
not merely give the substance, but the words. If he had com- 
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posed a letter, or given an outline of one (as has been sup- 
posed by some), he would not have imputed to the writer such 
a distortion of the true circumstances of the case as is found 
in it. 

26. fru] to Feliz, the Roman Procurator, appointed by 
Claudius late in A.D. 52 or early in 53; originally a slave, 
brother of Pallas the favourite of the Emperor Claudius; and 
freedman of Antonia, the mother of Claudius, described as 
follows by Roman writers, — ‘Antonius Felix erat libertus 
Antonie matris Claudii imperatoris, frater Pallantis, ejusdem 
Antonie liberti, Plin. H. N. xxxiii. 10, qui maxima auctori- 
tate apud Claudium valebat. Tacit. Annal. xi. 29. 1, ‘ flagran- 
tissimaque eo in tempore gratia Pallas.’ De Felice Tacit. Hist. 
v. 9. 6, ‘Claudius defunctis regibus, aut ad modicum redactis, 
Judeam provinciam equitibus Romanis aut libertis permisit ; 
€ quibus Antonius Felix, per omnem szevitiam ac libidinem, 
jus regium servili ingenio exercuit.’ Jd. Annal. xii. 54. 1, ‘ At 
non frater ejus (Pallantis) cognomento Felix pari moderatione 
agebat, jampridem Jude impositus, et cuncta malefacta sibi 
impuné ratus, tanta potentiad subnixo’ etc. vid. et not. ad Act. 
xxi. 37, extr. Suetonius in V. Claud. c. 28, § 2, ‘eum trium re- 
ginarum maritum’ vocat. Reginas dicit Suetonius regum filias et 
neptes. Duas habuit Drusillas, alteram Cleopatree Aigyptiace et 
Antonii, triumviri, neptem, filiam Jube Mauritanie regis, é 
Cleopatra Selene, Antonii filia, sororem Ptolomei, v. Tacit. Hist. 
v. 9. 7, alteram Agrippz majoris regis, Herodis magni, nepotis 
filiam, vid. not. infra ad xxiv. 24, tertia ignoratur, nec constat 
quonam tempore singulas sibi adjunxerit, v. intpp. ad Sueton. 
1.1., et Walchit Commentatio, de Felice, Jude procuratore, Jan. 
1747. 4.” Kuin. 

27. oly TS otparetuatt] with my soldiery. It was true that 
Claudius Lysias had rescued Paul after he had ascertained that 
he was a Roman. See xxii. 29; xxiii. 10. It was also true that 
he had rescued him before he knew that he was a Roman (xxii. 
25) ; 

But it was not true, that he had rescued him because he 
knew that he was a Roman, and that he then brought him to the 
Council.—The incidents mentioned are true, but not in the order 
in which they are recorded; and they are so stated as to obviate 
the charge that he had bound and put him to examination; and 
they afford strong evidence of the genuineness of the document. 


29. undey etiov Oavarov] nothing worthy of death. St. Paul 
is pronounced innocent by Lysias, as Christ was by Pilate. St. 
Paul is again pronounced innocent by Festus, xxv. 25, and again 
by Agrippa, xxvi. 31. 

30. ereupa] I send; as éypaa, scripsi, I write,—the reference 
being to the time at which the detter would arrive. See Phil. ii. 
28. Philemon 1], and 2 Cor. viii. 18. 

81. oi uév] With regard to their route, see Robinson, iii. 46. 
Howson, ii. 330. 

— *Avtirarpt6a] Built by Herod on the site of Caphar-Saba, 
and named Antipatris from his father Antipater. (Joseph. Ant. 
xvi. 5. 2. Robinson, iii. 45. Raumer, Palestin. p.132.) It was 


about thirty-five miles from Jerusalem, and twenty-six miles from 
Cesarea. 

82. mwopetecOa] A, B, EH, and some Cursives, have dmrépxeodat, 
which is received by Lachm., Tisch., and Alf. 

83. cis r. Katodperav] to Caesarea. Thus by God’s Providence 
overruling the designs of the Jews, the Apostle is sent, in conse- 
quence of their conspiracy against him, to preach the Gospel, as 
Chrys. expresses it, ‘in a nobler Theatre, and before a more 
splendid audience, at Caesarea ;’’ and thence, eventually, to the 
Capital of the World,—Rome. On Cesarea, see above, x. 1. 

34. dvayvods 5é] Elz. adds 6 jyeuev, which is not in the 
best MSS., and is probably a gloss. 

— amd Kiuclas] from Cilicia. Felix, the Procurator of 
Judea, hearing that Paul was of the Province of Cilicia, says 
that he will hear his cause. ; 

There was therefore a connexion between Cilicia and Judea, 
and this is explained by what has been stated above, Luke ii. 2, 
Both were in the same Presidency, that of Syria. 

85. diaxovcoua] I will hear thee thoroughly. See Wetst. 

— 7. Tpartwply tT. “Hpwdov)] the pretorium of Herod; the 
palace which had been built by King Herod, and was now probably 
occupied as an official residence by the Roman Procurator. On 
the remarkable coincidences between the testimony of the suffer- 
ings of Christ, in the Roman pretorium at Jerusalem, and of 
those of His Apostle, first in the pretoriwm of Czesarea, and 
afterwards in the pretorium at Rome, see below on Phil. i. 13. 


Cu. XXIV. 1. peta mévte juépas] on the fifth day (Matt. 
xvi. 21 and xxvii. 63) after St. Paul’s departure from Jerusalem. 
See on v. Ll. 

— peta T&v mpeoBuTépwr] with the elders. The reading of 
A, B, EH, wet& mpeoB. tiwv, seems to be due to a desire to obviate 
an objection, that all the Elders were not likely to have gone 
down to Cesarea. But see xxiii. 12. 20, where of *lovdator is 
used in a similar way. The elders are rightly said to do, and to 
be responsible for doing that which is done with their concurrence 
by those who are their representatives. J/ St. Luke had written 
f. mpecBuTépwy Tivwy, it is not probable that the other reading 
would be found, as it is, in the majority of the MSS. 

— propos] a ‘rhetor’ (Horat. Sat. i. v. 2), or ‘caussidicus,” 
acquainted with Roman Law and Language. In legal phraseology 
such a man was sometimes called Sikavinds and dicentarius ; he 
was a very different character from that of the pTwp, orator, of 
the age of Demosthenes. 

The Gospel, in the person of St. Paul, had now to contend 
with Jewish prejudices allied with Roman Rhetoric, at the bar 
of the Imperial Power, represented by Felix. New combinations 
of hostile forces arose in succession against it; but it overcame 
them all. 

It appears that the Speech of Tertullus was in Latin. He 
was employed, because he was (what his employers, the Chief 
Priests, were not) familiar with that tongue, his native language, 
as well as with Roman law. And his harangue, as reported by 
St. Luke, has a Roman character and tone. 


ACTS XXIV. 2—10. 


153 


Tov Iavhov. * Kdnfévros 8€ avrov, npato Karnyopeiv 6 Téprvddos éyor, 


° IIohMjs eipryvyns tuyxdvovtes Sia cod, Kal KatopOwopdrov ywopuever TO Over 


7, SS A ial lal 
TOUTH Oia THS OHS Tpovoias, wavTn Te Kal TavTaxod arodeyspeba, KpdTLiCTE 


OnE, wera Tdons evxapiotias. 4 Iva Se 


la’ b) lal , c lal “ “~ (y 
KAA@ AKOVTAL TE NUOV TUVTOMMS TH O7 ETLELKELD. 


NGR OSE A vis , 
1) €7l aNELov OE EyYKOT7TO, TApPa- 


5 b e 4 QA bs » 
a b ch. 6. 13. 
Evpovtes yap Tov vOpa ben. uA 


a NV \ \ A , a A > 5 , A \ XN > & 21. 28 
TOUVTOV AOLLOV, KAL KLYVOVVTA DOTACGELS TATL TOLS Iovodatous Tow Kata TYV OLKOVU- Date 


Hevnv, TpwtoaTatyny Te THS TOV Nalwpaiwy aipéoeus, 


Once igs aps 2aer_ c ch. 21. 28. 
OS KQL TO LEepov EMT EL John 18. 31. 


“~ a XN > , Nj ‘ \ e - , b} Ve 

pace BeBnr\acau OV KL EKPATNOAMEV, KAL KATA TOV YMETEPOV VOLOV HOedH- 
, é vf NOanr be A , e Xr. \ MAN , > A 

OapLev KPLVELV TAPE @V O€ VvoOlLas O Xe lapKOS PETA TIONANS Bias €K TWV 


la € A b) , 8 ?, \ , B (oe oh SEEN - 
XELPWV NL wv aTNYaAYVE, KENEVTAS TOUS KQATYYOPOvs QAvUTOU epxer Oat €77l OC’ 


> & , \ a e e a 
Tap ov Suvyon avtdos dvakpivas mepl mavtwyv TovTwy emuyvaval, aY TNmEls 


KaTyyopoupmev avTov. 


9 SuvereHevto S€ Kal ot "Iovdaior ddoKovres Tadta ovtws exeuv. 
10 °ArrekpiOn dé 6 Ilad)os, vevoavtos avT@ Tod yyendvos héyew, "Ek moO 


s,s oA >” XQ ny , SS AN “A 
€TWV OVTA OE KPLTNV TO Ove TOUT@ ETLOTAPLEVOS, evOuporepov a Ta TEpt €LAUTOU di Pet. 3. 15. 


Did St. Paul also speak before Felix in Latin? It would 
seem that he had private interviews with him, without an inter- 
preter (v. 26). 

The practice thus indicated, of the most Jearned men of a 
country, such as the Chief Priests here, hiring Roman Rheto- 
ricians, such as Tertullus, to plead for them, affords an indirect 
and incidental confirmation of the supernatural power of the 
Apostles to speak with divine eloquence, and in languages they 
had never learnt. It is an evidence of the Gift of Tongues. 
St. Peter and St. John, illiterate Galileans, and St. Paul, of Ci- 
licia, a country whose barbarous dialect gave a name to solecisms 


—from Soli, in Cilicia,—never have a Tertullus to speak for them; | 


and yet they are more than a match for the Sanhedrim ; and never 
have any difficulty in addressing popular assemblies, ‘and pour 
forth their thoughts with irresistible eloquence. How was this 
done? By the gift of the Holy Ghost. 

2. Teprvadov] Tertullus; a Roman diminutive from Tertius, 
as Lucullus from Lucius. 

3. xatoplwudtrwy| good deeds. So Elz. But A, B, H, and 
some Cursives have d10p@wudrwy, which is confirmed by Vudg., 
“‘ctim multa corrigantur.”’ If d:opAwudrwy, reforms, is the true 
reading, it affords remarkable evidence of the servile sycophancy of 
the orator and the Jews in their zeal against St. Paul. It might 
be said that Felix had conferred benefits on the nation, but it could 
hardly be said that he had done any thing to correct it. The 
orator pleading for the Spiritual Power of the Jewish Nation, 
and for the Nation itself, confesses that his clients needed cor- 
rection at the hands of a heathen Magistrate. 

See Joseph. Ant. xx. 8. 5. B. J. ii. 13. 3, for an account of 
the attempts of Felix to quell the Stcarii. On the other hand, 
Felix had perpetrated many acts of misgovernment. See Joseph. 
xx. 8.9. Tacit. Hist. v.9. Annal. xii. 54. Sueton. Claud. 28 
(cp. above on xxiii. 26). Although he, as Governor, had quelled 
some insurgents, yet he was more guilty than any of them. 
And in two years after this panegyric from the mouth of Ter- 
tullus, the advocate of the Jews, he was recalled, and was accused 
by them at Rome, and would have been punished, but for the in- 
tercession of his brother Pallas, then in favour with Nero. Joseph. 
xx. 8. 10. 

4. éni rdetoy] more than is fit; too long. On the ellipse after 
the comparative, see v. 22. 

5. Aoudv] pestem; a pest or plague. The Apostle who 
preached the Gospel of life and health is called a pestilence! So 
Christ had foretold. Matt. x. 25. 

— Na(wpalwy] of Nazarenes. A term of contempt. He 

would not call them Christians ; and they are still called by this 
name by Jews and Mahometans. But St. Paul had declared 
boldly (xxii. 8), that He who had appeared to him on the way to 
Damascus had said to him, ey eis Incods 6 Na€wpaitos, dv ob 
Sidnets. ; 
It was ordered by the Providence of God that the Name 
Na(wpatos, used in despite by the enemies of Christianity, con- 
tained, though unknown to them, a fulfilment of the ancient 
prophecy concerning the Messiah as the Netser or Branch (see 
on Matt. ii. 23. John xix. 19), and so was an assertion of the 
truth,—that Jesus of Nazareth is the Christ. Hence the term 
Na(wpatos is readily applied by the Apostles to Him. Acts ii. 22; 
iii. 6; iv. ]0; xxvi. 9. 

6—8. kal Kara 7. H. v.—epxeoOau em) ce] 

Vor. I.—Parr II. 


Not in A 


(“‘multas hic lituras lacunasque habens.’”” Bornemann), nor in 
B, G, H, and many cursives; and omitted by Griesb., Lachm., 
and Tisch., not by Matthei, Bornemann, or De Wetie. But per- 
haps these words may have been cancelled by some Copyists, who 
supposed that the Jews had no power of judicature. Cp. John 
xviii. 31. 

Besides, an interpolator would not have charged Lysias with 
‘great violence’—of which no evidence had been given in St. 
Luke’s narrative; but he would have taken care to conform him- 
self to the history. 

The words are found in E, and in a great number of 
Cursive MSS. and Fathers. And the probability seems greater 
that they should have been omitted, either by chance (and omis- 
sions may take place accidentally, whereas additions cannot) or 
purposely, than that they should have been interpolated by the 
Copyists. They are therefore left in the text. See further, 
on v. 8. 

— Kara Tov huérepov vduov] according to our law. Why 
then the conspiracy, at which the Chief Priests connived (xxiii. 14) ? 
See note there. In cases of BeBhAwois Tov iepod, the Romans 
permitted the Jewish Judicature to inflict capital punishment. 
Joseph. B. J. vi. 2. 4, where Titus says, odx jets tovs bmep- 
Bdvras (i. e. profaning the Temple by intruding beyond the sacred 
limits) duty dvaipeiy ewerpéWauer, Kal éav “Pwuatds tis %. 
Therefore Tertullus laboured to establish this charge against Paul. 
See also St. Paul’s reply, xxiv. 18. 

8. map’ of] from whom. Perhaps, as some Expositors say, 
from Paul. Cp. xxv. 26, drws Tis dvakploews yevouerns K.T.A. 
If so,—this was a suggestion, on the part of Tertullus, that he 
might be examined by questio, such as Lysias had employed 
(xxii. 24), where a similar reason is given, iva émivyvg (so Corn. 
A Lapide, Grotius, Rosenm.). 

It may be said that Paul, as a Roman citizen, could not be 
so examined. But though it was contrary to law to begin with’tor- 
ture (as Lysias had done) and Roman citizens were legally exempt 
from it, yet since the age of Tiberius, it was commonly resorted 
to even in their case. Cp. the authorities in Howson, ii. p. 322, 
note. 

If the words in wv. 6—8, Kal kata—epyxeobat em) ce, are not 
genuine, then of in this verse must refer to Paw. 

But it deserves consideration whether,—if those words are 
genuine, as is probable,—the relative of here does not rather 
refer to Lysias. 

This interpretation is confirmed by what Felix says, v. 22, 
brav Avolas 6 xtAlapxos KaTaBh, d.ayvdoouat,—a speech 
which corroborates the opinion, that the words in vy. 6—8 are 
genuine. Let the learned reader judge. 

Besides, to refer to Lysias, was a proof of confidence, which 
Tertullus might well be disposed to show, in the goodness of his 
cause. And it was not very likely that he should refer to the 
defendant himself. 

9. cuverébevro] So A, B, HE, and many Cursives,— Elz. 
ouvébevTo. 

10. ex moAAGy ery] from many years. About six years. See 
Joseph. xx. 6.3, and 7. 1, and cp. Chronological Synopsis pre- 
fixed to this Volume, p. 28. Six years were many, compared with 
the length of the tenure of office of most provincial magistrates. 
Felix succeeded Cumanus as Procurator in aD. 52 or 53. 
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ll. c<iot wor jucpar] there are days to me not more than twelve. 
On this use of the dative mo. after juépar, see Matt. xv. 32. 
Mark viii. 2. 

— jepa Sexadto] Elz. has ju. q dex. The 7 is not in A, B, 
BK, G; and see above, on xxiii. 13. 

The twelve days may be reckoned as follows :— 

lst Day, arrival at Jerusalem, xxi. 15—17. 

2nd, interview with James and the Presbyters of the Church 
at Jerusalem, xxi. 18. 

3rd, ‘Ayviouds, Nazariteship declared, xxi. 26. 

7th, The seven days nearly completed, xxi. 27. Paul ar- 
rested in the Temple, xxi. 30; his speech to the people, xxii. 1. 

8th, On the morrow (xxii. 30) he is brought before the San- 
hedrim. Vision in the night, xxiii. 11. 

9th, In the morning (xxiii. 12) overture of the Conspirators 
to the Chief Priests, with a view that Paul should be brought 
forth by the Chiliarch on the following day (xxiii. 15. 20). 

Paul sent by night to Antipatris. 

10th, On the morrow arrives at Czesarea. 

13th, After five days (xxiv. 1), i.e. on the fifth day after 
his departure from Jerusalem, he is accused by Ananias and Ter- 
tullus before Felix, not more than twelve days after his arrival at 
Jerusalem, xxiv. 11. 

— mpockvyjcwy| to worship. Not to profane the temple, as 
they say. See also wv. 17, 18. 

13. ddvavtat co] The pronoun oo (not in Elz.) is found in 
A, B, E, and many Cursives, and is confirmed by the Syriac, 
Vulgate, and many Versions. 

15. tv Kad obror mpocdéxovra] which they also entertain. A 
remarkable testimony to the general belief of the Jewish Nation 
(notwithstanding the influence of the Sadducees) in a Resur- 
rection to come,—a belief, therefore, to be derived from the Old 
Testament. See xxvi. 7. 

17. 8¢ eray mrcidvwy] after several years; four years after 

_his last visit, xviii. 22. 

— édenuosbvas| alms. For an illustration of the coincidence 
of this statement, thus incidentally introduced in the Acts, with 
passages in St. Paul’s Epistles concerning the collections made 
by him for the poor Saints at Jerusalem (Rom xv. 25. | Cor. xvi. 
1—4, 2 Cor. viii. 1—4), see Paley, Hore Pauline, No. i. p. 10. 

— mpoohopds| offerings. Some Expositors say, for the Feast 
of Pentecost, xx. 16. (Meyer.) But this word suggests a sup- 
position that St. Paul came to Jerusalem under a vow, in order to 
present the offerings due at its expiration. See the use of this 
word mpoopop&, in connexion with this visit, for the offering made 
by a Nazarite, xxi. 26, éws 08 mpoonvéx On smep évds Exdorou 
avTay % mpoopopd. And so Bede (Retr. p. 153), ‘* Oblationes 
pertinent ad ea que ad suasionem Jacobi et seniorum in templo 
obtulerat.’’ 

18. év ois] in which things. See xxvi. 12, év ofs, ropevduevos 
eis Thy Aauackdy. Rom, vi. 21, ep’ ofs viv émaroxdveobe. Phil. ii. 


15, év ofs gatverOe. 1 Tim. iv. 15, év rovros 1761. The reading 
ev ais, found in A, B, C, E, and received by Lachm. and Tisch., 
not by Alf. and Bloomf., seems to be a correction of the copyists 
to make an agreement with mpoogopas,—and it is not probable 
that if ais had been written by St. Luke it would have been 
altered into ois. 

— cipdy pe hyvicpevov év TG icp@] they found me separated 
or sanctified as a Nazarite in the Temple. See above, on xxi. 
24. 26. : 

His argument is, ‘‘ They have charged me with profaning the 
Temple (v. 6). But the fact is, I came from a distance to Jeru- 
salem to worship (mpocxvynjowy, v. 11) in the Temple; and to 
bring alms of charity, and also offerings of piety (mpoopopds), as 
a Nazarite (see xxi. 26); and they themselves found me in the 
Temple engaged in a holy service, proving my respect for the 
Temple; and they who accuse me of profaning it, were guilty of 
profanation, in abetting those who seized me when there employed 
in a religious act, of which they prevented the completion.”” Thus 
their outrage on St. Paul resembled that of Pilate on the Gali- 
leans, whose blood he mingled with their sacrifices. Luke xiii. 1. 

19. ef ri €xorev] si quid haberent—. 


20. cimdtwoav, ti] For 7 Elz. has ef 71, but «i is not in the 
best MSS., and the sentence gains force by its removal. t/—?) = 
what but ? 

21. povijs, is Expata] this voice, or cry, which I uttered. Cp. 
Winer, p. 148. 

22. aveBdAero] Elz. prefixes dkovoas dt radra 6 RAE, which 
words are not found in the best MSS., A, B, C, E, H, or in 
Vulg., Syriac, and several other Versions. 


— axpiBéorepoy €idés]| Although he had more accurate know- 
ledge of Christianity, than that he needed to be taught the truth 
concerning it, or than would have been supposed in one whose 
practice was such as his with regard to its Apostle. : 

The comparative is used in similar manner in v. 4 and in 
xxv. 10, KdAALov emiyiwdorets, i.e. “thou knowest better than 
that I need instruct thee, and that thou shouldest make such a 
proposal,”” This use of the comparative is very convenient, as 
suggestive of something understood, which it might be uncourteous 
to express. 

Felix had been Procurator of Judea for six years; as such 
he had, doubtless, been at Jerusalem on the great festivals, and 
on other occasions when he could not have failed to hear of 
Christ. And his ordinary residence was Cesarea, where Philip 
the Evangelist lived (viii. 49; xxi. 8), and where was a Christian 
Church (xxi. 8—16),—and where, many years before, St. Peter 
had preached, and baptized the Roman Centurion Cornelius 
(x. 1—48). How striking the contrast between the Roman soldier 
sending for Peter to Czesarea, and the Roman Procurator leaving 


Paul bound a prisoner at the same place! The one condemns the 
other. 
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283. Exew—tveow—pndéva kwdvew] Cp. the similar expres- 
sions concerning his detention at Rome, xxviii. 16. 30, 31. 

— tmnpeteiv] Elz. adds 7} mpocépxecbat, which is not in 
A, B, C, BH, or in Vulgate, Syriac, and some other Versions. 

24. ApovotdAAn] Drusilla, daughter of Herod Agrippa L., 
whose miserable end is described Acts xii. 19—23, and sister of 
Herod Agrippa II., or Junior, mentioned in the two next chap- 
ters. She had deserted her husband Azizus, king of Emesa, and 
married Felix (Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 1. See above on xxiii. 24) 
against the Jewish Law. Agrippa, the son of this unhappy 
woman, by Felix, lost his life by an eruption of Vesuvius, a.p. 79 
(Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 2). 

The words oon “lovdaig, being a Jewess, are emphatic. St. 
Paul was tried on a charge of breaking the Law at the instance 
of the Jews, before a Ruler who had set those laws at defiance, 
and who yet is flattered by them! (wv. 3—9.) 

— mepl tis cis Xpiordy mlorews] concerning the faith in 
Christ. St. Paul is brought before Felix, the Roman Procurator, 
by his enemies, as a Criminal; but in the second hearing, he 
pleads before Felix and Drusilla as a Preacher of the Gospel. 

The same process takes place in the two following Chapters. 
Felix, having rejected the overture made to him, is withdrawn 
from his office. His opportunity is lost; his day of grace is past, 
and he makes room for Festus, his successor. St. Paul is arraigned 
before him; he invites Agrippa to hear the Apostle. St. Paul is 
brought to answer for himself, before Agrippa and Bernice, and 
he preaches Christ. 

These incidents are doubtless recorded, with a divine design 
ofsteaching the Church and the World, by two remarkable speci- 
mens, that all Persecutions, excited by the Enemy of God and 
man against the Truth, are, have been, and ever will be overruled 
by God for the Propagation of the Gospel of Christ. 

25. diarcyoucvov avtod—€upoBos yevduevos] as he was dis- 
coursing of righteousness, and temperance, and of the Judgment 
to come, Felix trembled. For the reason of which, see above on 
xxiii. 26 and xxiv. v. 3 and v. 27. 

Here is a lesson to Preachers ; 

(1) To lay the foundation in Faith in Christ (v. 24). 

(2) To build upon it, in practical exhortations to Righteous- 
ness and Temperance, and in warnings of the Judgment to come. 

(3) To apply their preaching to the particular cases of their 
hearers. 

(4) Especially to the particular cases of the great and power- 
ful, whose example is of much influence with others. 

(5) Not to think their labour lost, if the Felix, before whom 
they preach, does not repent. His history has been a warning to 
many: fis impenitence has Jed others to repent. 

— méddovtos] Elz. adds écecGai, which is not in the best 
MSS., and appears to be a gloss; like many other words similarly 
inserted in the Textus receptus in this Chapter. See wv. 22, 23. 26. 

St. Paul preaches, before this unjust Judge, concerning the 
just judgment to come, when all Judges will be judged. ‘‘ Merits 
coram adulteris Paulus disserebat de Castitate; meritd coram 
injusto Preside disserebat de Justitia; meritd iniquum judicem 
admonebat Judicem suum fore Christum.”” (A Lapide.) 

23. xphuara] money. Having heard that Paul had brought a 
pecuniary collection to Jerusalem (v. 17), and supposing that he 
could command funds from his friends for his release. 


Such a hope of a bribe was opposed to the Roman Law, 
which Felix was appointed to administer, e. g. the Lew Julia 
de Repetundis. Wetst., p. 624. 

— TataAov] Elz. adds émws Avon adtdv, which is not in 
A, C, E, or in Vulg., Syriac, and several other Versions. See 
above on v. 25. 

— aulre adit@] he used to converse with him. On this sense 
of 6u1A@ see Luke xxiv. 14. 

27. dverfas] two years. Even Felix had two full years of 
God’s long-suffering. ‘‘ Lord, let it alone this year also, till I 
shall dig about it and dung it, and if it bear fruit, well; if not, 
then after that thou shalt cut it down.” (Luke xiii. 8, 9.) 

Festus came to displace him, and Felix left Paul bound, who 
would have released him from the thraldom of his sins. 

Two years of imprisonment.—God did not need the labour 
even of St. Paul: and though he was bound, ‘‘ the Word of God 
is not bound.’”’ (2 Tim. ii. 9.) God shows his own Omnipotence, 
and teaches men humility, by dispensing sometimes with the 
use of His’ best instruments when, to human eyes, they seem to 
be most needed. 

Perhaps, also, we should not have had some books of Scrip- 
ture,—perhaps not the Gospel of St. Luke and the Acts of the 
Apostles, and some of St. Paul’s Epistles,—if St. Paul had not 
been imprisoned at Cesarea and at Rome. Cp. note on Col. iv. 18. 

— rae diddoxov] he received for his successor. Cp. the words 
of Josephus, Ant. xx. 8. 9, Tlopktov horov SiaddxXov PhAcKe 
meupdevtos. Observe the lenity of St. Luke. He says nothing 
of the subsequent arraignment of Felix at Rome, for malad- 
ministration of his province, on the prosecution of the Jews them- 
selves. 

He states that St. Paul preached before Felix, and ‘“‘ his wife 
Drusilla, a Jewess,’’ concerning ‘“ Righteousness, Temperance, 
and the Judgment to come,’ but he leaves us to gather the evi- 
dence of their unrighteousness, intemperance, and iniquity—and 
by consequence, to ascertain the special pertinency of St. Paul’s 
Sermon before them—from other sources, particularly from the 
Jewish annalist Josephus, and from the Roman Historian and 
Biographer, Tacitus and Suetonius. See xxiii. 26. 

A signal proof of Charity and Truth, and, may we not add, 
an evidence also of Divine Inspiration? Such History as this, 
with reverence be it said, could only be written with a pen 
dropped from the wing of the Divine Dove. i 

— xdpita] So A, B, C.—Elz. xdpiras.—E, G xdpuv. 

— xdpita xarabécba] to deposit a favour which might be of 
use to himself. 

Gratie in hac formula loquendi tanquam depositum con- 
siderantur. Demosth. de fals& legat. extr. apavi, xdpita Kata- 
0é00a. Plato Cratyl. 11, xphuara redodyTa Kal xdpitas KaTa- 
TiWéuevov. Diod. Sic. p. 505, B, xdpw Bovadsuevos karabécbat 
(7@ Bacide?) awhdravve mpds Tovs moAcuiovs. Exempla alia plura, 
vid. ap. Kypkium, Elsnerum, Westenium. (Kuin.) 


Cu. XXV.1. rH érapxia] the ‘provincia’ of Festus, as Pro- 
curator. On the time of his arrival see above, pp. 24, 25. 

2. 6 dpxuepeds] the chief priest. A, KH, G, and some Cursives 
and Versions have of dpxvepeis, which may be the true reading. 


Cp. v, 15. 
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ACTS XXYV. 4—12. 
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4. cis Kaicdperav] at Caesarea. The reading of A, B, E, G,— 
more expressive than that of Elz., év Ka:capela. 

5. of Suvarot] those in power; the chief among you, the same 
as of mpdrou, v. 2. Cp. 1 Cor. i. 26, od moAAol Suvarot. Rev. vi. 
15, of mAovoror kad of Suvatot. So Thucyd. i. 89, and fre- 
quently Josephus, see B. J. i. 12. 4, "lovdatwoyv—oi Suvarol: 
cp. ii. 14. 8; ii. 15.2; and ii. 16. 2. (Wetst., p. 625; Biscoe, p. 
107.) Festus did not wish to have 7d mA}Oos at Ceesarea (xxv. 
24), for fear of an uproar; and he desires to conciliate the dv- 
varol among them. He knew why Paul had been left bound by 
Felix, and would have been glad to dismiss the cause; and he 
supposes that after two years’ imprisonment of St. Paul, for no 
proved offence, the anger of the Jews had been cooled. But it 
was not so; and the new Governor, with little moral courage, is 
ready to ingratiate himself with the Jews, even by a surrender of 
St. Paul (vv. 9. 11). 

6. od mAclous dxTw 7) Séxa] So A, C, and several Cursives and 
Versions, and B, except that it has mAclovas.—Elz. mAclous 7) 
déxa. Cp. on John vi. 19. 

7. avtév] omitted by Elz., but in A, B, C, E, and many Cur- 
sives and Versions ; it intimates that they had access to Festus, 
and beset him, in order to prejudice him against Paul. 

— aitiéuatra] So A, B,C, G, H. ‘ Notabilis in vitio con- 
sensus,”’ says Bornemann.—Elz. aitiduara. If, indeed, the word 
here used is from airidw, then the reading of A, B, C, E, G, H is 
erroneous; but it is to be derived from aitidw, ‘reum (atriov) 
facere,’ ‘ criminari.’ 

9. xdpw xatabécba] to deposit a favour. An imitation of the 
policy of Felix (xxiv. 27). 

— xpi0jva] So A, B, C, EH, and several Cursives.—Elz. 
xplveoOa. 

— én euod] before me. Not before the Sanhedrim, who are 
thine enemies, but Jefore me, an impartial Judge. And yet 
Festus “wished to do the Jews a favour.” And why would he 
take Paul to Jerusalem, where there was a conspiracy against him? 
Why not judge him at Cesarea? St. Paul saw the snare and 
avoided it. Cp. xxviii. 19. 

10. én! rod Bhuaros Kaloapos éords ciutj I already stand in 
my own resolve, founded on the divine will, at Cesar’s judgment- 
seat. I desire to be sent to Rome, and to be judged there. 
(Ammonius, Chrys.) As Chrys. observes, he remembered the 
divine Vision at Jerusalem (xxiii. 11), and made the appeal more 
confidently. This is a reply to the proposal of Felix, art thou 
willing to be judged before me ? 

He replies also to the secret designs of Festus, who wished 
to gain the favour of the Jews by the sacrifice of Paul; and he 
says, oddels pe Sivara adtois xaploacbat’ Kaloapa émixa- 
Aotuat. See v. 11. 

That this is the true interpretation, and not, that, in standing 
before Festus, Czsar’s representative, he then stood before 
Cesar, appears from the answer of Festus (v. 12), to Cesar thou 
hast appealed, to Cesar thou shalt go. Compare also xxviii. 18, 
19, where St. Paul explains the reasons of his conduct in this re- 
spect, and says, that the Jews delivered him a prisoner into the 
hands of the Romans, who were ready to release him as innocent, 


but that the Jews resisted this design, and that therefore he was 
compelled to appeal to Cesar. 

St. Paul’s privilege of Roman Citizenship was here made 
serviceable as before (xxii. 27; xxiii. 27) for the furtherance of 
the Gospel. See note on xxii. 25, and below on ». 23. 

In the resistance of the Jews to his liberation, St. Paul re- 
cognized a fulfilment of what had been already revealed to him 
by God, concerning the witness he was to bear to Christ at Rome 
(see xix. 21; xxiii, 11). Therefore he adds, 06 wé Se? kpive- 
o0a:, where it is God’s will that I should be judged. On this 
use of Sez, see xix. 21, de? we kad ‘Piuny ideiy: xxiii. 11, d€7 kat 
eis ‘Péunv paptuphoa: xxvii. 24, Kaloaps o¢ de? rapaorhva. 

Observe,—the words are not 00 de? we KpivecOa, but ob we 
de? KplvecOar, with an emphasis on ue, me; so xxvii. 24, Katoape 
ot de? mapaoriva. I have received a special direction from 
heaven in this matter. J, the Apostle of Christ, have a special 
duty to perform. My. arrest by the Jews, and their charges 
against me, have already been made ministerial by God to the 
preaching of the Gospel by my mouth, from the stairs of the 
castle at Jerusalem to the People, and to the Sanhedrim, and 
before Felix at Ceesarea (see on xxi. 40; xxv. 23); and they are 
yet, under divine counsel, to be made subservient to a wider and 
higher design—that of carrying me to preach the Gospel at Rome. 
Therefore I will not return to Jerusalem to be judged there, as 
thou proposest that I should do. I have delivered my message 
there; and it has been rejected. I have also delivered it at 
Cesarea. I must now declare it at Rome. 

These considerations may suggest a reply to the question,— 

Why St. Paul appealed to Cesar? 

— KdAdtoy] thou knowest better than to need information 
from me. See dxpiBéorepoy, xxiv. 22, and 2 Tim. i. 18, BéAriov 
ob yryvaonets. Cp. 2 Cor. viii. 17. Winer, p. 217. 

ll. od maparroduat] ‘non deprecor.”’ 

For examples of its use, see Wetst., p. 626. 

— me xapicacba) to compliment me away to them. ué is 
emphatic—me, an innocent man. 

— Kaloapa émixadovua] ‘ Ceesarem appello.’”’ I appeal to 
Cesar: a process which was allowed to Roman Citizens, and 
often saved them from the unjust usage of inferior Magistrates ; 
by the Lew Julia, L. xlvii. 6. 7, ‘de vi publica tenetur,’ &c. 
and L, xlix. de Appellat. (Wetst. p. 626.) The same right of appeal 
followed from the Valerian, Porcian, and Sempronian Laws, 
which had given a right of appeal to the People; afterwards 
transferred to the Emperor. Cp. Plin. x. 97, in his letter to 
Trajan concerning the Christians whom he sent to Rome, “ quia 
cives Romani erant.”’ 

12. wera Tot cuuBovalov] with his Council, or Assessors. 
‘“‘Habebant provinciarum preesides suos assessores (ut vocantur & 
Lamprid. Vit. Alex. Severi ¢. 46) consiliarios (Sueton. Tib. 33) 
qui a Josepho B. J. ii. 16 dicuntur $lao Ayeudvos, A Dio. Cass. 
p. 505, E.—7dpedpoi, quibuscum, antequam sententiam dicerent, 
deliberarent, v. Perizonius de Pretorio p. 718. Casaubonus 
Exercitt. Antibaron. p. 137.” (Kuin.) 

— mopeton] ‘hee videtur dixisse terrendi Pauli causa.’’ 
(Bengel.) 


ACTS XXV. 13—23. 
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18. ’Aypiamas 6 Baotheds|] Agrippa the king. Agrippa II., or 
Junior, son of Agrippa I., who was struck by a mortal disease at 
Cesarea, a.p. 44 (see Acts xii. 19 —23) ; and brother of Bernice 
and Drusilla (Acts xxiv. 24). It would seem as if the curse of 
Edom hung over this unhappy family. 

Agrippa was only seventeen years old when his father died 
(Joseph. Ant. xix. 9 1), and was not allowed to succeed him at 
once; but received from Claudius (a.p. 46) the principality of 
Chalcis (Joseph. xx. 1. 1; 5. 2), and the superintendence of the 
Temple at Jerusalem, and the nomination of the High Priests 
(Joseph. xx. 1. 3). Four years afterwards he received the tetrar- 
chies that had belonged to Philip and Lysanias (Luke iii. 1), with 
the title of Kiny. And in a.p. 55 his dominions were further 
increased by Nero, with some cities in Galilee (Joseph. Ant. xx. 
8.5). He was the last of the Herods, and lived to see the fall of 
Jerusalem, and died at the age of seventy-three, in the third year 
of Trajan, A.p. 100 (Phot. Bibl. Cod. 33. Winer, i. p. 485). 

The assertion of Photius extending the life of Agrippa to 
the third year of Trajan is doubted by Pearson and Weistein 
(p. 628), who state grounds for believing that Agrippa died before 
that time. The difference of the language of Josephus, who 
flatters Agrippa in his Jewish History, published in Agrippa’s 
lifetime, but sometimes censures him in his Antiquities (xx. 8. 11), 
published afterwards, has thus been accounted for. 

It is observable, that although St. Luke calls Agrippa a 
King, he does not call him by the title which he gives to his 
father (xii. 1), ‘‘ Herod the King (of Judea) ;’’—another instance 
of his accuracy. 

— Bepvixn] Bernice, the Macedonian name for epevlicn (see 
above on xvii. 10), eldest daughter of Herod Agrippa I. She had 
been married to her uncle Herod, king of Chalcis, and after his 
death to Polemon, king of Cilicia (St. Paul’s country), whom she 
had deserted 67 dxoAaclav, as epacay (Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 3) ; 
her infamous character was well known at Rome (Juvenal, vi. 
155), where she had an illicit connexion with the destroyer of her 
country. (Sweton. Tit. 7.) 

The fullowing are the statements of Josephus and other 
ancient writers concerning her. Joseph. Ant. xx. 7. 3, Bepvl«n 
dé pera Thy ‘Hpddov TeAcuTiy, ds abtis avhp rad Oeios eyeydvet, 
mod xpdvov emxnpevoara, pnuns emioxovons, bTi TE AdEAPS 
ovvifer, metBer TloAguwva, Kidiklas 5¢ Av otros BaotAeds, mepiteu- 
voéwevov byecOa mpds yduov adrhy, otrws yap éAéykew eto 
Wevdeis Tas diaBoAds. Kal 6 TloAguwy éretobn udrrota dia roy 
mAodTOY avTAs ob wey em) mOAY cuvemewer 6 ydos, AAG Bepylien 
8° d&koraclay, &s epacav, KaTadelre: Toy ToAduwva 6 Se dua 
70d yduov Kad Tod Tvis eo TOY lovdalwv eupéver amhrAdakTO. 
Juvenal, Sat. vi. 156 sqq. “ Adamas notissimus, et, Berenices In 
digito factus pretiosior, hunc dedit olim Barbarus inceste, dedit 


hune Agrippa sorori, Observant ubi festa mero pede sabbata 
reges, Et vetus indulget senibus clementia porcis.” Suetonius, in 
the life of Titus (7), says, ‘‘ Suspecta in eo (Tifo) etiam luxuria 
erat—nec minus libido propter exoletorum et spadonum greges, 
propterque insignem regine Berenices amorem, cui etiam nuptias 
pollicitus ferebatur—Berenicen statim ab urbe dimisit, invitus 
invitam.” Tacit. Hist. ii. 81, “ Regina Berenice—florens etate 
formaque, et seni quoque Vespasiano magnificentid munerum 
grata.” 

— donacduevor tov bijaTov] to salute Festus on his promo- 
tion to the office of Procurator—a significant sentence: they 
came thither to pay their court to the Representative of Cesar, 
and there they rejected the Gospel preached to them by the 
Ambassador of Christ. 

15. katadixny] So A, B, C.—Elz. dtenv. 

16. ‘Pwyatois| not the Romans, but Romans, as such. 

— &vOpwrov] Elz. adds «is amédctay, which is not in A, B, 
C, H, and is probably a gloss. 

18. @pepov] So A, B, C, E, G.—Elz. émépepov, which would 
rather mean ‘brought iz addition ;’ which is not the sense here. 

— eye tmevdovv] So A, B, C.—Elz. imevdouy éyd: but eye 
is emphatic here; ‘ ¢heir charges differed from what I was antici- 
pating.’ 

— movnpdv] evil. So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Ver- 
sions; the word is omitted by H/z. The word does not appear 
to be a gloss, but is well opposed to (ythuara, which follows. 

19. rijs idtas Sercidauovias] his own (i.e. Paul’s) private su- 
perstition. Festus would not have spoken thus to Agrippa, the 
King of Judea, concerning Ais religion. 

21. SeBaorod| Augustus, at that time Nero. Cp. v. 10. 

22. €Bovadunv] I myself was wishing to hear the man,—of 
whom doubtless Agrippa already knew much. See xxvi. 26. 

28, 24. "Aypirma — Bepvikns —bhorov] Agrippa—Bernice— 
Festus. St. Paul’s arrest in the Temple at Jerusalem, and his 
appeal to his Roman citizenship, were made by Divine Providence 
the occasions for the public preaching of Christ on numerous 
great occasions, and to many illustrious auditories in different 
places ; and thus the fury of Satan against him was overruled to 
the glory of God, and to the extension of the kingdom of Christ 
by the preaching of His Word, as follows— 

(1) To the people at Jerusalem from the stairs of the Castle 
(xxi. 40; xxii. 1—21). 

(2) To the High Priest and Sanhedrim there (xxiii. 1—6). 

(3) To Feliz and the Roman Garrison, the Chiliarchs or 
Captains of the Roman Cohorts at Cesarea (Joseph. B. J. iii. 
4, 2), and other Chief Persons of that City (xxiv. 10—21). 

(4) To. Feliw and Drusilla privately at Caesarea (xxiv. 


| 24, 25). 
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ACTS XXV. 24—27. XXVI. 1—8. 
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(5) To many others at Caesarea, to whom Paul had free 
access (xxiv. 23), during his two years, custody there. 

(6) To Festus at Cesarea (xxv. 10). 

(7) To Festus and King Agrippa, and Bernice, and the 
officers and Court there (xxv. 23 —2'), xxvi. 1—29). 

(8) To the sailors and others in the voyage from Czsarea 

XXVii. ). 
(9) To the chief and people of Malta (xxviii. 7—10). 

(10) And lastly, the climax of all—at Rome, the Capital of 
the world (xxviii. 16—31). Well might St. Paul say what he did 
at Rome; ‘the things which happened unto me have fallen out 
rather unto the furtherance of the Gospel.’’ See Phil. ii. 12. 

It is a striking coincidence, that Herod Agrippa II., the son 
and successor, and Bernice and Drusilla, the daughters of Herod 
Agrippa I., were brought by Divine Providence to hear the preach- 
ing of the Apostle Paul, at Cesarea, the scene of the vain-glorious 
display and miserable end of their father, Herod Agrippa I., who 
had killed St. James, and imprisoned St. Peter (xii. 1. 3. 19—23). 

Almighty God showed His long-suffering to the Princes, as 
well as to the People, of Judea. He had sent the Baptist to 
Herod Antipas; he wrought a miracle to deliver St. Peter, and 
to awaken the conscience of Herod Agrippa the First; and his 
Children are now permitted to hear the word of God from St. 

* Paul; a message made more solemn by the circumstances of their 
father’s death. But as it was with the People, so also with the 
Princes of Judea. They let the day of grace pass by. They 
neglected God’s invitations and warnings; and in them the royal 
house of the Herods became extinct. Their kingdom was 
destroyed by those whose favour they courted, and to whom they 
looked for protection. They relied on the Roman power at 
Ceesarea, rather than on the favour of the God of Jerusalem ; and 
they were enslaved by the Cesars, because they rejected Christ. 

25. undev &kwov ait. Oavérov| A confession of St. Paul’s in- 
nocence from the mouth of his Judge. See also the avowal of 
Lysias above, xxiii. 29, and of Agrippa, xxvi. 31. 

26. 7@ Kuplw] ‘Domino meo,’ my Lord; a title declined by 
Augustus (Yertull. Apol. 34. Sueton. Octav. 53) and by Tiberius 
(Tacit. Aun. ii. 87. Sueton. Tiber. 27), because in their judg- 
ment it was due only to the gods; but now accepted and borne 
by Nero, who murdered his mother Agrippina, and his wife Oc- 
tavia, and his master Seneca, and set fire to his own capital, and 
persecuted. and martyred the Christians for his own sin, and 
killed the Apostles, St. Peter and St. Paul. 

In this world, he who calls Nero “his Lord,’”’ has the dis- 
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In the Acts of the Apostles, Christ is displayed as Kupios, 
“ Lord of Lords.’’ ‘‘ Heec ided observo (says Wetstein here) ut 
intelligamus Lucam qui Christum vocat nat’ ekoxhv Kuptov, di- 
vinam ejus naturam indicare voluisse.’”” See Introduction, p. 4. 

— Tis dvaxpioews] the ‘ divinatio,’ or preliminary inquiry. 

— ypaw] So A, B, C.—Elz. ypdwar, but ypdpw is prefer. 
able. He was not simply desirous of having something to write, 
for writing’s sake, but to have something that he might write with 
the prisoner whom he was obliged to send. 


Cu. XXVI. 1. thy xetpa] the right hand,—the hand which 
was at liberty ;—the other was chained, v. 29. 

St. Paul’s courage and presence of mind in public assemblies 
is noted by St. Luke on several occasions by reference to the ac- 
tion of his hands (see xiii. 16; xxi. 40); and this reference is 
characteristic of the narrative of an eye-witness. 

2. tyynuat] I have thought. St. Paul distinguishes between 
Hyovua and Hynuat Phil. iii. 7, 8. 

3. wddicta yvdorny bvta ce] because thou art eminently 
skilful. Winer, Gr. Gr. § 32, p. 206. So Eph. i. 18. 

On Agrippa’s zeal for the 7 of the Jews, see Joseph. Ant. 
xvili. 9; xix. 5. 6. Biscoe, p. 53, and the mention in the Talmud 
concerning his knowledge of the law; Schoettgen, p. 480. 

5. axpiBerrdrny] strictest. A word frequently used also by 
Josephus to describe the sect of the Pharisees, to which he be- 
longed. B. J.i. 5; ii. 18. Ant. xvii. 2. 

6. marépas huav] our fathers: jay is not in Elz., but it 
is in A, B, C, H, and adds force to the argument. St. Paul, as a 
Christian Apostle, is studious to present himself in Agrippa’s sight 
as a true Israelite, a legitimate heir of the promises to Abraham 
and the Fathers. Agrippa himself was a Proselyte. 

7. 7d dwSexdpudrov judy] our twelve tribes. See James i. 1. 
St. Paul appeals from the Jews at Jerusalem to the Jewish na- 
tion throughout the world. He calls them dwdexdpvdoy, making 
one body spiritually, though scattered every where locally. 

— eyKadovpat, Bacired, bd “lovdalwy] Elz. has imo TGV ’I., 
but ray is not in A, B, C, E, G, H; and the sense is stronger 
without it. ‘JZ, who am a Jew indeed (see v. 6), and am con- 
tending for the hope of Israel, am now accused by Jews.’ Some 
MSS. place BactAcd after *Iovdaiwy. But lovdafwy stands with 
peculiar force at the end of the sentence. And so it is placed in 
A, G, H, and other MSS. Cp. the position of *Iovdato. in v. 4, 
Papicaios, v. 5; Kpivduevos, v. 6; ‘Ieporoavuors, v. 10; Whoor, 
v.10; and BAacpnpetv, v. 11. In all these the xévtpoy or acu- 
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in the mind. Cp. in St. Stephen’s speech, BaBvAdvos, Acts vii. 43. 
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8. ei] if; not for dri, nor for ‘ whether ;’ but ‘if’ If God, Who 
is Omnipotent, raises the dead, will you be incredulous? No; 
rather, we ought to receive such evidence of His power and love 
to us with thankfulness and joy. 

Cp. the similar use of ¢¢ in Clem. Rom. 26, Oavuarrdy vout- 
Couey civat ci 6 Snusoupyds amdvtwy avdoTaciv TOLnTET AL 
(Grinfield). 

— éyelpe:] raiseth. The present tense indicates a permanent 
attribute, and repeated act, of God. 

10. toAAods tay aylwy] many of the saints. Cp. Acts ix. 1, 
SadrAos eumvéwy pdvov. The death of St. Stephen is the only 
martyrdom described in the Acts, but doubtless there were many 
others, of which it is a specimen. See Heb. x. 32—34. The 
words, Heb. xii. 4, “* Ye have not yet resisted unto blood,”’ ad- 
dressed to the private Christians of Palestine, do not preclude 
the supposition, that many of their teachers, and many of the 
faithful at an earlier time, had suffered martyrdom for Christ. 
See Stuart on Hebrews, i. p. 72, § 10. 

— tiv—étovotay] the requisite authority and commission, 
which made them responsible for my conduct, which is also thus 
proved to be of public notoriety, and cannot be questioned. 

— karhveyka Wapov|] I gave a vote against them. It would 
seem that Saul himself had been a member of the Sanhedrim, 
and took part in its Judicial proceedings, by hearing causes and 
voting upon them. ‘ Presbyteratis dignitatem (of a Jewish 
Elder) 4 Gamaliele accepisse Paulum, antequam Christo nomen 
dederat, non videtur dubitandum.” Selden, de Synedr. ii. 7. 7. 
Vitringa, de Synag. iii. 7, p. 707. Biscoe, p. 269. Though called 
a young man, veavias (vii. 58), he was probably at least thirty 
years of age. Wiéeseler, p. 155. On the phrase évéyxat Wi por, 
see Wetst. p. 633. 

ll. Kara mdoas Tas ovvarywyds| through all the synagogues. 
A fulfilment of Christ’s prophecy, Mark xiii. 9. St. Paul himself 
was often afterwards scourged in the Synagogue, 2 Cor. xi. 24. 
On the practice of scourging in the synagogues, see Selden, de 
Syned. ii. 10. Biscoe, p. 270, who examines the question why 
Paul was scourged in the Synagogue, but not ‘put out of the 
Synagogue,’ John ix. 22; xii. 42. 

12. év ois] A phrase used by St. Paul, xxiv. 18. 

— énitporis] commission,—a proof of his former dignity, and 
of what he sacrificed for Christ. On the history, see Acts ix. 3; 
xxii. 6. 

18. @as] light. If such was the splendour of His appearance 
then, and such its effects,—what will they be, when He comes 
hereafter in His glorious Majesty to judge the quick and dead ? 

14. 7. ‘EBpatd: dSiadéer@] in the Hebrew tongue. St. Paul, there- 
fore, was not now speaking in Hebrew, but probably in Greek. 
This appears also from a comparison of this passage with xxii. 7, 
where he was speaking in Hebrew, xxi. 40. 

— ri pt didnes;] Not ri didrers wé; but rh wt 8.; me is em- 
phatic. Me,—the Lord of all; Me, thy Saviour and King; Me, 
the Head of the Church, Who am persecuted by those who per- 
secute her. See above, ix. 4. 

— okdnpdy cor mpds Kévtpa AaKriCey] A proverb taken from 
the act of an ox kicking against the goad which wounds him when- 
ever he kicks. (Vorst. de Adag. N. T. p. 821.) “Durum est 
tibi adversus stimulum calces mittere,’”’ says Aug. Serm. 169, 


“‘possem enim te dimittere; tu vexareris punitionibus Meis, non 
Ego frangerer calcibus tuis, sed non te dimitto. Szevis, et mise- 
reor; Quid Me persequeris? Non enim timeo te, ne iterum Me 
crucifigas ; sed volo agnoscas Me, ne occidas non Me sed te.” 

It is not (as some have supposed) divine grace, but the re- 
sistless power and punitive justice of Christ, which are here com- 
pared to the kévtpoy, or goad. By persecuting others, Saul was 
resisting Him Who is irresistible, and provoking Him Who is the 


| Judge of all,—&AdAous didxwy aitos exdidnerat. He is impinging 


on the “stone of stumbling,’’ which will grind him to powder. 
Luke xx. 18. 

Even when in Heaven, our Blessed Lord did not disdain to 
use a proverb familiar to the Heathen world. Cp. Pindar, Pyth. 
ii. 173, pépew & Crappds "Eravxéniov AaBdyta Buy dv y aphye. 
Tlot) xévrpov S€ ror AakTiCewev TeAeEL GALoOnpos oluos. 
4ischyl. Prom. 323, ovKkouy Euovye xpdmevos didackddrAw pds 
kKévTpa KGAov exTevets, where the Scholiast says, mpds Kévtpa 
K@dov extelver 6 Bods, AaxtiCer 5¢ Kevrovmevos brd KévTpov, 
dote AaktiCer mpds Kéevtpov kal Td K@Aov atudooe. ‘O yap pds 
KkevTpa AakTiCway Tovs idlouvs mddas aiudooe. nol ody édy 
Hot pa mechs, BAdWets ceavTdy'—éeor SE Tapomla. Aga- 
memn. 1633, mpds Kévtpa wh AdKTiCe, MH whoas moyns. Eurip. 
Bacch. 791, O@upodmevos mpds Kévtpa AaKTICouu, OvnTds dv beg. 
Terent. Phorm. i. 2. 27, ‘‘ Venere in mentem mihi isthec: nam 
que inscitia est, Advorsum stimulum calces !”’ 

On our Lord’s use of Proverbs, see Matt. vii. 3; xiii. 52. 
Luke v. 39. 

The adage is fitly introduced by St. Paul in this speech 
before a heathen Procurator and a mixed audience at Cesarea, 
but was not recited in his address at Jerusalem, xxii. 7. It was 
very suitable to be addressed to him who was to be the Apostle of 
the Gentiles. The ox is a Scriptural emblem for the Christian 
Minister (Isa. xxxii. 20) drawing the plough over the field which 
is to receive the seed of the Word; or as treading out the corn 
when grown, in order that it may be ground into bread. It is 
used as such by St. Paul himself, 1 Cor. ix. 9. 1 Tim. v. 18. 

16. d¢Ohooua] I will reveal myself. A prophetic intimation 
that Saul was to expect further revelations from Jesus; this pro- 
mise was afterwards fulfilled in Arabia (Gal. i. J1. 17), at Jeru- 
salem (xxiii. 11), and elsewhere (2 Cor. xii. 1—7). 

17. efaipotmevos] ‘eripiens,’ Vulg. puduevos, Hesych.; ‘ deli- 
vering thee from,’ Authorized English Version,—a rendering 
censured by some learned Expositors, e.g. Heinrichs, Kuin., and 
others, who translate it, ‘choosing thee.’ But how could St. 
Paul be said to be chosen from the Gentiles? And the word . 
e€aipetoba: is used for ‘deliver’ four times in the Acts, vii. 10. 
34; xii. 11; xxiii. 27, which, with the present passage, are the 
only places where it is found in this book. Indeed, éfa:peio@ar is 
never used for ‘choose’ in the New Testament. 

It may be observed here, in justice to the Authorized Ver- 
sion, that it has not unfrequently been condemned for renderings 
preferable to those which some persons, who censure it, have pro- 
posed to substitute for them. See xxi. 16; xxvi. 22; xxvii. 12. 

— ct amoactéAAw] oé is emphatic; i.e. thou, now a Perse- 
cutor, art to be My Apostle to them. I am sending ¢hee to them. 
See on Rom. i. 1. Christ gave an Apostolic commission to St. 
Paul at his Conversion; but St. Paul was not ordained and enabled 
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by the Holy Ghost to execute the Apostolic office till some years 
afterwards. See above on xiii. 1,2. In like manner also, the 
other Apostles received an Apostolic mission from Christ, to go 
into all the world, after His Resurrection; but they were com- 
manded by Him to tarry in Jerusalem after His Ascension, till 
they should be endued with power from on high (Luke xxiv. 49. 
Acts i. 4. 9); and they were not ordained and empowered by the 
Holy Ghost to execute their Apostolic functions until the Day of 
Pentecost. 

This is very necessary to be observed, because some persons 
have dated St. Paul’s Apostleship from his Conversion ; thus ex- 
cluding the Holy Spirit from His proper work in the Ordination 
of St. Paul. See note above on xiii. 2. 

19. ov« eyevdunv areOhs| I did not become disobedient. 
Therefore, even in this extraordinary case of St. Paul, divine 
Grace was not irresistible. (Bengel.) He might have been dis- 
obedient, if he had not taken care to live with a pure conscience. 
Acts xxiii. 1. 

22. and] So A, B, E.—Elz. apd. dd is more expressive ; 
the ém.xovpla proceeding from, as well as given by, God. 

— paptupduevos] So A, B, G, H; ‘testificans’ (Vulg.); 
‘witnessing’ (Auth. Vers.),—a rendering censured by Meyer and 
De Wette, who read waprupovmevos, and translate it, ‘ witnessed 
to by small and great.’ Cp. above, v. 16 and xx. 26, and note on 
1 Thess. ii. 11. ey 

23. ei] for dr, says Theophyl. p. 308, and so Chrys. But it 
may retain its proper sense, whether, and so it marks the modesty 
of St. Paul. It does not depend on éeAddAncay, but on Aéyor,— 
and the sense is, ‘I debated the question whether (as I affirm) 
the Christ was to be capable of suffering, and whether He was to 
be first,’ &c. See xvii. 11, dvaxpivovres ei Exo TadTa ovTws. 
xxv. 20, @Aeyov ei BovAoiro. ‘I did not shrink from these in- 
quiries, but argued them with the Jews.’ 

— nadnrés)| passibilis. So Ignat. Eph. 7, mp&rov radnrds, 
«at tétTe dmabhs. Cp. Phil. 9, ma@nrdy xpiordy ai ypadal 
«npicoove. Polycarp. 3, Toy amab7, Toy BC juas wadnrdv. 
Justin M. c. Tryph. 36, madntds Xpiords mpoepntrevOn meAdcw 
eivat. That the one and the same Messiah should not only reign 
but suffer, be made perfect through suffering, and so enter into 
His glory, was a doctrine which even the disciples had yet to 
learn at the close of Christ’s ministry. (Luke xxiv. 26. 46.) But 
they did learn it under the influence of the Holy Ghost (Acts iii. 
18; xvii. 3) afterwards, when Ta maOhjuata Tov Xpiotov were 
often in their mouths. 2 Cor. i. 5—7. Phil. iii. 10. Heb. ii. 9, 10. 
1 Pet. i. 11; iv. 13; v. 1. See Bp, Pearson on the Creed, Art. 
iv. pp. 344— 360; see also Art. ii. p. 164. 

24. peydan Th pwry] with his voice raised. See xiv. 10. 
1 Cor. xi. 5. Winer, § 18, p. 98. ‘ 

— palyn, Maitre] Thou art mad, Paul; ‘we fools accounted 
his life madness ;’? see Wisc. v. 4,—a lesson happily chosen by 


the Church for St. Paul’s day. 
éoTnmev, Oc. 

-— 70 TOAAG yoduuata] thy much learning. John vii. 15. 

25. od waivowat] ‘1 am not mad now; I am now sober.’ He 
had charged himself with exceeding madness in his former career 
as a Persecutor, v. 1]. 

26. rovro] this. The last word in the sentence, and emphatic. 
See above, v. 17. Iu acorner was not done this; i.e. this my 
Conversion ; it was in the public road at mid-day; not so, the two 
conspiracies of the Jews to take away my life (xxiii. 16; xxv. 3). 
They were done in a corner. 

28. &y dAlyw me melOers Xpiotiavoy yevéoOu] in a trice thou 
art persuading me to become a Christian. The meaning of these 
words, and of St. Paul’s reply, which must be considered with 
them, has been the subject of much controversy. It appears to 
be as follows: 

St. Paul had been relating to Agrippa the history of his own 
sudden conversion from a strict Pharisee (v. 5) and bitter Perse- 
cutor of the Church (v. 9), to a Christian Confessor and Apostle 
(wv. 16—20). 

Festus had interrupted him by the exclamation, “ thou art 
mad, Paul.” Paul, having denied that assertion, and having as- 
serted his own sanity, next turns himself to Agrippa, and appeals 
to his knowledge of what had been said. He then makes a per- 
sonal application to him as a Jew, and appeals to his faith in the 
Hebrew Scriptures of Moses and the Prophets. And on the 
ground of that faith he urges him to take the next step as a 
logical consequence of that faith, and to confess Christ, and de- 
clare himself a Christian (see »v. 22—27). 

Agrippa feels the force of the appeal; he does not deny the 
truth of St. Paul’s premises, nor does he say that the duty of 
confessing Christ is not their reasonable conclusion; but he en- 
deavours to parry the blow, and evade its force. He tries to 
repel St. Paul’s appeal by a personal reference to his case. Thou 
hast described thine own conversion to Christianity. It was very 
rapid and sudden ; it was effected év dAlyw, in a short time,—in 
a moment,—as it were with a word and a blow. This might 
have been very well for thee, who hast had, as thou sayest, a call 
from heaven to become a Christian. It may be right that I also 
should embrace Christianity; but such a great and important 
change requires much time and thought, for one like myself in 
high estate and royal dignity,—one who is a Jewish king and has 
the charge of the Temple. What a change would that be to me / 
—to me, the head of the royal house of the Herods, to become a 
Christian! You are hurrying me on too fast. You are attempting 
to do in a short time, and with little effort, what requires a long 
time and great consideration. You are endeavouring to do with 
me what you say was done with you. Hence the words are not 
melOers we, but we mefOers. “Ev oAly@ we melOers Xpioriavdy ye- 
vésbat, ‘You are attempting in a short time and with a few 
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words, and with a slight effort, to persuade me to imitate thee, 
and to become a Christian at once.’ 

As Gcumenius (p. 177) well explains it, 8? dAlyov pnud- 
Tov, ev Bpaxéat Adyos, ev dAlyn SidarKadrla, xwpls moAAOD TdvOU 
kal cuvexovs Siadétews. And so Cassiodor., ‘‘ sub celeritate vis 
me facere Christianum.”’ 

This interpretation is also confirmed by the reading of A, 
mel6yn—motjoat, i.e. you persuade yourself that you can make me 
a Christian éy 6Aiyw,—as you were made. The latter reading, 
motjoat, is also in B, and has been received by Lachm. and Tisch., 
not by Born. and Alf. 

Further, it is illustrated by the other passage, where éy 
oAly occurs in the New Testament, viz. Eph. iii. 3, mpoeypaya 
év dAlyq@, in a short compass; which is similar to St. Peter’s 
be dAtywy &ypaya, 1 Pet. v. 12; and there is a similar ellipsis of 
xpdvoy after dAlyoy in Rev. xvii. 10, 6Alyoy abrdy det petvan. 

This exposition is also corroborated by St. Paul’s reply, 
which may be thus paraphrased : 

“You speak of my reliance on my powers of persuasion to 
bring you to become what I myself am. You think that I am 
hoping and endeavouring to hurry you on into a profession of 
Christianity by my oratory. No; I rely not on human elo- 
quence, but on divine grace. That it was which converted me. 
And in your case also, I do not rely on persuasion, but on 
prayer,—not on the arguments of Paul, but on supplications to 
God.” Perhaps St. Paul thought of St. Stephen’s prayer for 
himself (vii. 60). Perhaps Stephen’s words were so ordered 
by the Holy Spirit as to give to that prayer a part in the work 
of his own conversion. Persuade I may not, in a short time and 
with little effort, but pray I may and will to God, not only now, 
in a brief address, and with little labour, but in a long time, and 
with great earnestness and intensity, that not only thow (cé is 
emphatic, as the preceding wé) ; but that all who hear me this day 
may become such as J am,—except these bonds.” 

Thus St. Paul calmly disposes of Agrippa’s disparaging allu- 
sion to the case of his Conversion, as if that had been unduly 
hasty, sudden, and precipitate. He disclaims the notion which 
Agrippa had ascribed to him, of attempting to carry him away by 
the force of his powers of persuasion; he vindicates for divine 
grace its proper place in all works of genuine Conversion, and 
therefore in his own; and he extends the range of his appeal 
from Agrippa to all who heard him; and he instructs all Chris- 
tian advocates to endeavour to win souls to Christ by fervent and 
unwearied prayer. 

— Xpiotiaydv] a Christian. A more courteous term than the 
Na wpatos of Tertullus, xxiv. 5: but probably here used ironi- 
cally. The first time that we hear the word ‘ Christian’ actually 
employed in a speech, is here in the mouth of an Idumzan 
Prince ; a proof that it was commonly known as a name of the 
believers, although it only occurs three times in the New Testa- 
ment. Acts xi. 26, here, and 1 Pet. iv. 16. 

Herod Agrippa II., who had received from Rome the privi- 
lege of superintending’ the Temple at Jerusalem, and of nomi- 
nating the High Priests (Joseph. xx. ]. 3), is here presented as 
an example of knowledge, without moral courage to act upon it. 
This is also the clue which unravels the mysterious inconsistencies 
in the character and writings of Agrippa’s friend (Joseph. Ant. 
xx. ad finem. Euseb. iii. 10), the Jewish historian Josephus ; on 
which subject the Editor may, perhaps, be permitted to refer to 
what has been said by him more fully in another place, as iilus- 
trating the case of Agrippa also. (Sermon “On the Life and 
Character of Josephus.’’) 

Agrippa lived to see the destruction of that Temple and 
Ritual of which he had the charge; he saw them dissolved and 

Vox. I.—Parr II. 


ruined by that secular Power, to which, from motives of policy 
and worldly expediency, he had attached himself. 

What might have been the destiny of Herod and of Jeru- 
salem, if he had possessed the moral courage of St. Paul! 

29. citaluny dv TG OG] See the note on v. 28. The words xa) 
év 6Aly» are not to be joined to what follows (a forced con- 
nexion), but to what precedes: ‘‘ Persuade I may not be able 
now, but pray I well might now and ever.” 

TloAA@ is found in the majority of MSS. and in Chrys. 
and other Fathers; but A, B, and four Cursives have peydAw, 
which has been received by Lach., Tisch., Born., and Alf. It 
may perhaps be the true reading; but A, B are not always 
trustworthy guides (see Bornemann on xxiii. 16; xxv. 1); and 
here, v. 28, they have moijoa, and A has wel0n, which readings 
seem to proceed from a criticism that did not scruple to modify 
the text. Besides, St. Luke uses weydA@ as opposed to mixp@, 
v. 22, and viii. 10. jeydAn has been substituted for moAA} by 
some MSS. in viii. 8. 

The words are well explained by Geumenius, ev ddAty@ kal 
€y TOAAG, Gt) TOD ev GAlyw Adywy ayau, ei Séor Kal ev mAcloN, 
evéaluny oe Xpirriavoy by yevéoOar' di mavtwy mpdbupds eur 
mdyvTa moteiy él Th of cwrnpla, ov TH of povov, GAAM Ka TaY- 
ouvd6vToy. 

For a similar charitable speech from St. Paul, see 2 Cor. 
ix. 14. 

80. avéorn] he rose up. And so the opportunity was lost. 
The suddenness of the loss seems to be marked by the rapid 
transition in the words of the Historian. 

— i te Bepyixn|] and Bernice: Bernice and Drusilla, 
daughters of King Agrippa I., and sisters of Agrippa II. (see 
above on xxv. 13), jealous of one another, and of profligate lives 
(Joseph. xx. 6, 1), are associated with two Roman Procurators in 
succession; Drusilla with Felix, her reputed husband; Bernice 
with Festus, through Agrippa her brother, in the public hearing 
of St. Paul at Czesarea, where he was imprisoned through the 
envy of the Rulers of Jerusalem. 

Thus the Gospel of Christ was brought into contact with the 
vices of both sexes, and of the Roman and Jewish world. How 
difficult was the work of moral purification it had to perform ! 

By hallowing Marriage as a ‘“ great Mystery’ (Hph. v. 32), 
as a “representation of the mystical Union and Marriage betwixt 
Himself and His Church,’’ Christ regenerated the World. 

But, if Marriage is to be desecrated and degraded .from a 
Holy Mystery to a secular bargain; if Divorce is to be made 
easy by Law; then all the evils of the age of Nero will again flow 
in upon society; and we may see Bernices and Drusillas sitting 
with great pomp in high places of this world, and taking cog- 
nizance of the doctrines of St. Paul. 

81. obdév Oavdrov utiov—mpdooe:] St. Paul’s innocence was 
declared by all who took cognizance of his cause. And conse- 
quently the Jews were condemned by them. As Chrys. says, 
Lysias condemned them, Felix condemned them, Festus con- 
demned them, Agrippa condemned them, and ultimately God 
condemned them, and destroyed their Temple and their City for 
their hostility to the Gospel. 


Cu. XXVII.1. ds expl0n rod arowAciy jus] when it was 
determined that we should sail away (from Cesarea) into Italy. 
On the genitive of the article and the infinitive, see above on 
Luke ii. 21. Acts xx. 33; xxili. 15. Winer, § 44, p. 290. 

— érépovs] prisoners of a different class, not &Adous. 
xii. 17, erepoy témov: xxiii. 6. 

— *“LlovAlw~—eBaoris] Julius, of the Augustan cohort. Every 
incident, however minute, which is recorded by the Holy Spirit in 
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this narrative of that great event, the conveyance of the Gospel 
to Rome, the capital of the world, by the ministry of the Apostle 
of the Gentiles, is noticeable, and seems to have been ordered by 
Divine Providence, so as to show that all things will be made sub- 
servient to the progress and triumph of Christianity. 

St. Paul goes from Cesarea; and it is mentioned by St. 
Luke that he was conducted by a Roman Centurion, recalling to 
the mind by his name, and that of his cohort, those of the first 
two Emperors, Julius and Augustus. 

It is also probable that the cohort here mentioned belonged 
to the body-guard of the Emperor. See Tacit. Ann. xiv. 15, 
“cohors Augustanorum.”’ Sueton. Ner. 25. Dion Cass. xiii. 8. 
Wieseler, p. 391. It is not said that the Cohort itself was at 
Ceesarea ; but, Julius, the Centurion of that Cohort, was. 

If this is so, it is observable, that an Officer, whose duty it 
was to protect the person of the Master of the Roman World, is 
here employed by God to save the life of St. Paul (v. 43). 

And surely it is not without some prophetic and spiritual 
meaning, that St. Paul was empowered, through his influence with 
Julius, the Centurion of the Augustan cohort, to save the lives 

-of his fellow-prisoners in the ship (v. 43). See further below, 
on xxviii. 15, 16, on the subserviency of human powers to the 
Gospel under the overruling control of God. 

2. Adpayuttynva] of Adramyttium, on the coast of Mysia. 
Steph. Byz. de Urb. p. 22. Wetst. p. 636. 

— péddovtt] So A, B, and many Cursives and Versions.— Hiz. 
MéAAorTeEs. : 

— mdciv] A, Badd «is, which has been received by Lachm. 
and Tisch., not by Bornemann, Bloomf., or Alf. And it is not 
probable that if e/s had been in the original text, it would have 
been here rejected; whereas, it was not unlikely to have been 
introduced by Copyists, not familiar with the more recondite 
phrase, mAetvy témovs, on which compare Hanno, Peripl. ap. 
Wetstein, mActy tTovs mapaladracclovs rémovs, and Pausan. i. 35, 
Thy Attinhy ev dpioTep& mA€ovow (Bornemann), and the remarks 
of Winer, Gr. Gr. § 32, p. 200, who refers to Poppo, Thuc. 
vi. 36. The sense is, The ship was about to sail by the places 
along the coast of Asia.—zAciy eis would signify that it was 
sailing fo them with an intention of touching at them, which does 
not appear to have been the case. 

It would seem that the original intention was, that St. Paul 
and the other prisoners should take their passage to Adramyttium, 
and proceed by the overland route across Greece toward Italy; as 
St. Paul probably afterwards did, in his dast journey to Rome; 
and as S. Ignatius also did; each of them going thither to Mar- 
tyrdom. See below on 2 Tim. iv. 13. 

— *Apirrdpxov] Aristarchus. See xix. 29; xx. 4. Col. iv. 
10. Philem. 24. St. Luke mentions the name of Aristarchus— 
but not his own. 

3. piravOpérws] kindly. An evidence of the truth of this His- 
tory. The Writer of the Acts has no desire to magnify unduly the 
sufferings of St. Paul. Cp. xxviii. 31. 


4. imemdctoapuer] we sailed under the lee of. Their course 
must have been along the north coast of Cyprus (not the South), 
because they sailed not through narrow straits, but deep, through 
the méAayos (not @dAacoa: cp. Matt. xviii. 6), or broad expanse 
of water (mAdros @aAdoons, Hesych.), off the shore of Cilicia 
and Pamphylia. See Smith, pp. 63—67. 

The mention of Mr. Smith’s work (“On the Voyage and 
Shipwreck of St. Paul,’”’ with Dissertations, by James Smith, Esq., 
of Jordanhill, F.R.S., 2nd ed. Lond. 1856) suggests an expres- 
sion of thankfulness for the happy combination of Geographical, 


Archeological, and Naval knowledge, in that illustration of this 
narrative, and for the example there displayed of the application 
of science and experience to the exposition of the divine Word. 

We may also refer here to Mr. Howson’s Chapter on the 
Voyage and Shipwreck of St. Paul, one of the most interesting 
portions of that attractive work; ch, xxiii. of the two Volumes by 
Messrs. Conybeare and Howson, on St. Paul’s Life and Epistles. 

The narrative of this Chapter is also well illustrated in 
Mr. Lewin’s Life and Epistles of St. Paul, pp. 713—742. 

5. Mpa] Myra, neuter plural. Mupa, mods Avelas, A€yerau 
kal OndvKdy Kad ovdérepov. (Steph. Byz.) Its remains are de- 
scribed by Howson, ii. p. 387. 

6. mAotoy ’AAckaySpivoy] A merchantman, probably a “ navis 
frumentaria,”’ or corn-ship, from Alexandria, the capital of Egypt, 
the granary of Italy. Cp. Sueton. Galb. 10. Tacit. Hist. iv. 52. 
Varro, R. R. ii. prooem. Lucan vi. 105. See v. 38. 

How came the Alexandrine ship, sailing to Italy, to be at 
Myra in Lycia? 

The wind was westerly (v. 4), and the ships of the ancients 
were not fitted for working to windward ; and under the circum- 
stances of the case, the Alexandrine ship would stand to north 
till it came to the land of Asia Minor, which is very favourable 
for navigation by such vessels, the coast being bold and safe, and 
abounding in harbours. The Alexandrine ship was carried to 
Myra by the same westerly winds that forced the Adramyttian 
vessel to the east of Cyprus. (Smith, p. 71.) Cp. Wetst., p. 
638, who shows from the history of the voyage of 8S. Athanasius 
in a.p. 349, from Alexandria to Rome, that Alexandrine ships 
sometimes took that course, especially in unfavourable weather. 
Cp. Socrates, H. H. ii. 24. Sozomen, vi. 25. 

Some of these Alexandrine corn-ships were large and noble 
vessels, as was this in which St. Paul sailed. See v. 37. For ex- 
amples of their bulk see Lucian, Navig. 5, and for other particulars 
with respect to them, Seneca, Ep. 77. Sueton., Aug. 98. 

7. BpadurAcodytes] slowly sailing ; the opposite term to <v@v- 
dpomovvres (xvi. 11; xxi. 1). 

— drs] with difficulty (see vv. 8.16. 1 Pet. iv. 18) having 
arrived over against Cnidus. 

— ph mpoceaytos| The words «2% mpocedvros are not to be 
joined to what precedes, but to what follows. Since the wind did 
not allow us to advance, we sailed under the lee of Crete (i. e. 
along the east coast of it), towards Salmone, which is s.w. by s. 
from Cnidus. The wind was therefore North-west; a wind 
which prevails in the Eastern part of the Archipelago in the 
summer months. (Purdy’s Sailing Directions for the Mediter- 
ranean, p. 197. Smith, p. 74.) It is the same wind as the Htesie 
of the ancients. (Plin. ii. 4.) 

— Sadruovnyv| Salmone. 
habens Sammonium promontorium adversum Rhodo.”’ 
N. H. iv. 20. 

8. maparcyduevor] coasting it along the southern shore: they 
were not able to coast along the north shore of Crete, on account 
of the adverse wind. 

— Kadovs A.uévas] still preserving its ancient name (Pococke’s 
Travels, ii. 250), as does Lasea, which is about five miles to the 
East of it. (Smith, pp. 80. 245. 262.) 

About two leagues to the west of Fair Havens is Cape 
Matala, where the coast of Crete begins to run northward, at 
nearly the central point of the south side of Crete. 

The plural number (Kado! Améves) seems to be due to the 
circumstances of its having ¢wo open roadsteads; one a little to 
the east of the other. 


“ Creta longissima est, ad orientem 
Plin. 
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9. tod mAods] the voyage to Italy (see v. 10) was then dan- 
gerous, on account of the violent northerly winds which blow in 
the Aigean at that season. 

On the form mAovs, mAods, for the Attic mAods, mAod, see 
Lobeck, Phryn. p. 453. It is used in Martyr. Ignat. 3. Cp. 
voos 1 Cor. xiv. 19; and see Winer, p. 59. 

— thy vnotelay] the fast; the day of Atonement, 10th of 
Tisri (October). Lev. xvi. ]—34; xxiii, 26—30. Numb. xxix. 
I—11. Jahn, Archeol. § 357. 

There is a remarkable Rabbinical gloss on Isa. xliii. 16. 
‘Who maketh a way in the sea,” i. e. from the Feast of Pente- 
cost to the Feast of Tabernacles (five days after the Fast). See 
Schoetigen, p. 482. And the Rabbis say (Sadbat. v.3), “No 
one ought to sail between the feast of Tabernacles and Dedi- 
cation.” 

By a like figure of speech the Athenians spoke of the weather 
for sailing, as beginning after the Dionysia. (Theophrast. Char. 3.) 

10. Bewp& bri—péAAcv] On this combination of two con- 
structions, see Winer, Gr. Gr. § 44, p. 303, who quotes Xeno- 
phon, Hellen. ii. 2. 2, eidds dt: ceca, and other examples. 
See also ibid. § 63, p. 506. 

— UBpews] buffeting, hard usage; cp. v. 21, Kepdjou Thy 
BBpiv ravryy, and 2 Cor. xii. 10, év HBpeoiv, ev dvdyxais, and 
bBp.orys is used absolutely Rom. i. 30. 1 Tim.i. 13. Horace, 
1 Od. xiv. 15, says of a ship, ‘“ ventis debes ludibrium.” 

— goptiov] So A, B, G, and many Cursives.—Elz. pédprov. 
dpros is the Attic, poprioy the Hellenic form. Moeris, p. 52. 


(Bornem.) 

ll. kuBepyhtn] ‘ gubernatori,’—the pilot. 

— vavrdrnpe] the ‘magister navis’—‘navicularius’ (Gloss. 
Labb.). 6 deandtns tod mAolov (Hesych.). ‘‘ Qui hominibus 


vel mercibus trajiciendis lucrum querit” (Kuwin.). 

12. avev0érov] not well placed ; not commodiously situated. 
Its name shows that it was a good harbour in some seasons, and 
so it is described in modern works on navigation (see Smith, 
pp- 81, 82), but it was not commodious to winter in. It is, in 
fact, an open roadstead; or rather two open roadsteads, with 
good anchorage, and looking to the south. 

— Golvixa] Phenix. See next note. 

— Brémovta Kata AiBa rad Kata X@pov] Libs (from Libya), 
the Greek name for the Roman Africus, and opposite to Aquilo. 
Plin. N. H. xviii. 77, who adds that Corus is opposite to Vul- 
turnus. Cp. Virgil, Georg. iii. 356, ‘‘ Spirantes frigora Cauri ;” 
and v. 278, “In Borean Caurumque,’’ and Seneca (Qu. Nat. v. 
16. 4), “ solstitiali occidente Corus venit; ab occidente hiberno 
Afvicus furibundus et ruens apud Greecos Ahp dicitur.’’ 

The words in the text are rendered by Vulg. ‘‘respicientem 
ad Africum et ad Corum ;”’ and by the Authorized English Ver- 
sion, ‘‘ which lieth toward the South-west and North-west.’”’ This 
rendering has been rejected by recent able Interpreters, particu- 
larly by Alford, Smith, and Howson, who understand the phrase 
to mean, looking towards the points to which (and not from 
which) the South-west and North-west winds blow; i.e. not 
turning the face towards, but the back on, those winds; and 
looking to the South-east and North-east. And on this supposi- 
tion they identify Phenix with the harbour now called Lutro, 
about forty miles west of Fair Havens, and which is described as 
being the best, and indeed the only safe winter harbour in that 
part of Crete, and looks to the South-east and North-east. See 
Smith, pp. 84—93. Howson, ii. pp. 398—400, and Alford’s 
note here. Besides, Phenigx is described by Strabo (x. 4) as on 
the south of the isthmus, or narrowest part of Crete, and this 
corresponds to Lutro; it is called "Apddeva, by Hierocles, Synec- 
dem., and Aradena is called Anapolis by Steph. Byzant.; and 
Mr. Pashley (Crete, ii. 257) found two villages, called Aradena 
and Anapolis, at a little distance above Lutro, and he says (ii. 
257) ‘Port Phoenix is at Lutro.”’ 

The question is one of grammatical interpretation ; and it 
does not seem consistent with its principles, to render the words 
in question in any other way than that in which they have been 
transiated in the Vulgate and other Versions. 
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The expressions by which the learned writers mentioned 
above have endeavoured to confirm their interpretation, do not 
appear to be relevant to the case before us. No doubt wAciy 
Kata fedua is to sail down the stream; and ai kata AlBa mpoc- 
Boral, quoted from Josephus, are gusts from the South-west. 
And so kar’ &veuwov pépecOa, and éxpayijvat kat’ edpoy, might be 
used, as in Latin secundum flumina, along the side and in the 
direction of the rivers. So Herod. iii. 10, épépovto nara kiwa 
kal Kar tvepov. 

But in those cases the verb connected with kata is one of 
motion with; and not of rest, or of direction toward, like BAérw, 
the verb used here. 

To describe a harbour as looking with or down the wind, is 
not a natural mode of expression. The best illustration of St. 
Luke’s phraseology is to be derived from St. Luke himself, viz., 

In Acts ii. 10 we have AcBins ths kata Kuphyny, toward 
Cyrene. iii. 13, katd mpdowmoy TliAdrov, face to face before 
Pilate. Cp. xxv. 16; viii, 26, ropedou katd& meonuBplay, go to- 
ward the South. So xvi. 7, cata thy Mvotay, and Kata Thy 
Biduviay. So in the present chapter, v. 2, To’s kata Thy “Aclay 
témous. U. 5, TéeAayos TO KaTA Thy KirAcclay. v. 7, yevdmevor 
Kata thy Kvidov, bwemActoamey KaTAa THY SadAudévny,—in all 
which cases there is an idea of direction towards, or juxta- 
position at. Cp. St. Paul’s expression, Phil. iil. 14, kara 
cKkoTmoy Sidkw. Gal. ii. 11, katd mpdowmroy ate avréarny. 
Gal. iii. 1, kar’ dpOadrpovs. 

It has been said, indeed, that Al and yé@pos here do not 
signify fixed points of the compass; but only winds, which some- 
times blow, and sometimes do not. But this does not seem a 
tenable opinion. St. Luke is describing the habitual aspect of 
the harbour, its geographical dearings, independently of variable 
circumstances, especially of so fortuitous and fickle a condition, 
as whether a given wind happened to blow or not. And BAérw, 
like the Latin specto, describes a continual relation. Cp. Hero- 
dian, vi. 5. 2, mpds Ta apxt@a wépn BAErovacay, looking to 
the north. Cesar, B. G. vii. 69, “pars collis ad orientem spec- 
tabat,’”’ i.e. had an easterly aspect. 


If, therefore, Lutro is Phoenix, the true interpretation of the 
passage is this,—‘‘ If by any means they might reach Phoenix and 
winter in it, being a Cretan harbour, which, as approached from 
the sea, looks toward the south-west and north-west; and is 
therefore sheltered from those winds by the land.”’ 

In favour of this interpretation, it may be said, that it is 
more natural, in describing the good properties of a harbour, as 
here, to speak of the winds from which it is sheltered, than of 
those to which it is exposed ; 

Also, that St. Luke suggests this nautical mode of regarding 
land objects from the sea, and of interpreting his words accord- 
ingly, by the expression in v. 27, bmevdouy of vatra: mpocdyery 
TWa avTois xopav, the sailors deemed that some land was 
drawing near them. See note there; and see also a similar nau- 
tical expression above, xxi. 3. 


But, if the expression of St. Luke here, BAémovra kara 
AlBa, is to be rendered, facing the s.w. from the land, then we 
must look for Phenix in some other place than Lutro, The 
identification of Phoenix with Lutro is of recent date. The har- 
bour of Lutro has only been lately discovered by British Navi- 
gators. Perhaps, when the southern coast of Crete has been 
more accurately surveyed, another harbour may be found, which 
may correspond with the words of St. Luke, understood in this 
latter sense. 

And, in the Charts of Crete (Smith, p. 94. Howson, p. 399), 
is a bay a little to the west of Lutro. This bay is marked Phi- 
neka, This is the modern Greek pronunciation of boivika. And 
this bay looks from the Jand to the s.w., i.e. kata AlBa and Kata 

wpoy. 
con May not it be the Phenix of St. Luke? 

The coast has probably been changed by time; and if, as 

represented in the Charts, two streams flow into it, what is now 
Y 2 
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ACTS XXVII. 14—18. 


A » 3 , 
Sé vérou Sd€avres THs mpolecews KeKparynKevar apavtes Aooov TapehEeyovTo 


Tv Kpyrny. 


5 A » N € , 
14 Mer’ ob mond S¢ €Bare Kar’ adtns advewos TUPwviKos, 0 Kahov- 


, \ lal - \ AN - 3 
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oflarpey TH dvéuw, emidovtes epepopeba. 
lal lal 4 
Kadovpevov Kiavdnv icyvoapev podis mepixparels yeveoOar THs cKadys’ 


16 Nyciov dé tu vrodpamovrTes 


7 fy 


BY an Com , 4 \ 3 X 

dpavtes Bonbelais éxpGvto trolwvvivtes 76 Totov: PoBovpevol Te pn eis THY 
A Y a \ 

Sptw exréswot, yahdcavtes Td oKedos, ovtas éfepovto. | Sodpas dé 


a bay may have been formerly a safe harbour. (See Smith, p. 
89. 

Facing, as Phineka does, the s.w. and N.W., it would have 
protected the vessel from the &.N.z. wind, which soon after arose, 
and blew continuously for many days. In this respect it would 
have been eW@eTos mpds mapaxeactay. Perhaps, also, its near- 
ness to the harbour of Luétro, where a ship would be sheltered 
from North-westerly and South-westerly winds, was a circum- 
stance which, combined with others, made it more ‘‘ commodious 
to winter in” than Fair Havens. 


18. jromvedcaytos vdtou] the south wind having sprung up. 
This was a change; for from Cnidus to Fair Havens they had had 
N.w. winds., They hoped that the south wind would carry them 
round Cape Matala to Phoenix, which lay to NN.w. of Fair 
Havens. 

— tipaytes] sc. dyxtpas—they weighed anchor (on this use of 
upavtes, see Thucyd. i. 29; iii. 91); and they were coasting 
along Crete more closely (docov) than before (so Winer, § 35, 
p- 217, and R. W. B.i. p. 102, and Meyer). aocov = rAnoioy, 
eyyis, Hesych.; it is used by Josephus, Ant. i. 20. 1, tods pév 
mpovmeume Tovs dé AEuiropevous Gocov exéAevoe BKoAOVOEtY. An- 
tonin, Lib. fab. 41, Bjjvat cis Goooy TG Kvvi. Joseph. Ant. xix. 
2. 4. Herod. iv. 3, tévat Gooov avtay, add. vii. 233. Con- 
jungendum autem est docoy cum mapeAéyovto Lucian. H. V. 1, 
p. 657, TH emiovon St, &paytes emA€owev wAnclov TOY VEepar. 

The Vulgate has ‘cum sustulissent de Asson,’ as if the re- 
ference was to Assos (see above, xx. 13), and so the A’thiopic 
Version: the Syriac and Arabic have Thasos. Our English 
Authorized Version renders it ‘they sailed close by Crete ;’ and 
so Beza and Wetstein, who gives numerous examples of this use 
of accor, p. 640. 

14. Barc] See on Mark xiv. 72, and below, v. 41, épeicaca, 
and v, 43, amoppipayras. 

— kar’ aitis| i.e. against Crete, from the heights of Mount 
Ida. Cp. Matt. viii. 32, xara Tod Kpnuvov.—adris cannot refer 
(as some have thought) to the ship, which is called mAotoy. Cp. 
on v. 4]. 

— tveios Tupwvikds] a violent wind; a hurricane or whirl- 
wind, sometimes calied tuday, Hesych. Plin. N. H. ii. 49, 
““Typhon, locum ex loco mutans rapida vertigine, preecipua navi- 
gantium pestis, non antennas modo, vertim ipsa navigia contorta 
frangens.”’ 

— Ev’paxtAwy] So A and B*, and Vulg. and Cassiodor., 
which have ‘‘ Huro-aquilo.”” This reading seems also to be con- 
firmed by the Sahidic Version, which has EvpaxjAwy, and to 
have given rise to EvtpaxjAwy in the Coptic, and EtpaktcAwy 
in the Armenian, and Aguilo in the Aithiopic Version. 

EvpaxvAwy has been approved by Grotius, and ably defended 
by Bentley (on Freethinking, pp. 98—100, ed. Camb. 1743), 
and by Mr. Smith, p. 98, and in his Dissertation, pp. 154—159, 
and it has been received by Lachm. and Bornemann. 

Elz. has EvtpoxAtiwy. G, H have Evpoxatvdwv. 
EvpuraAvowy. 

St. Luke says that the word in question was the name of a 
wind (&vewos, see also v. 15, 7G dveuw). But Euro-clydon is 
rather the name of a wave (kAvdwy) than of a wind. 

Besides, the writer says, that the &vewos was that which is 
called (6 kaAovmevos) by the name in question. It was known 
by that name. If, then, Euroclydon were the true reading, it 
would probably be found somewhere as a name of a wind; but it 
nowhere occurs as such. 

None of these objections apply to the reading EvpaxtaAor. 
The wind, EvpaxtAwy, in Latin, Ewro-aquilo, was the name given 
by Mariners, especially Italians, to what the ancient Greeks called 
Kaixtas, which was the wind between Eurus and Aquilo, i.e. is 
the E.N.E. wind in the Roman compass; and therefore called 
Euro-aquilo by the Roman seamen, as Euro-notus and Euro- 
auster, similar compounds, were used to designate the s.z. 

It may be said that the proper etymological form of the word 
in the text would be EipoaxtAwy. And it is not improbable that 
that is the true reading. The confusion of EYPOAKYAQN and 


B** has 


EYPOKATAON is a very easy one, and likely to be made by the 
Copyists, who would be more familiar with the word cAvdwy than 
with akvawy. 

As has been weli shown by Mr. Smith, p. 98, the effect of 
an E.N.E. wind, would have been precisely such as is described 
by St. Luke to have been produced on the ship. 

15. émiddvres epepducla] we gave the ship to the gale, and 
scudded before it. Eurip. Troad. 683, évddvtes tvxn, said of 
sailors committing their ship to fortune. Heliod. Aithiop. i. 3, 
Tov KuBepyhtov evddytos (scil. Td mAoiov) TE avéum. Plutarch. de 
fortuna Rom. p. 319. Cesar ad navis gubernatorem fluctus ve- 
hementiores timentem, TéAua, Kad 5€é5101 wndev, GAAA émdldov 
Th TUxXn TA Eotia, Kal déxou Td Tvedua, TS MveoyTL TLOTEVWY, 
bt Katoapa pépers nal thy Kaioapos tuxnv. (Kuin.) Cp. Weitst. 

. 641. : 

16. dmodpaudvres} having run under the lee of a little island 
called Claudé, in order to have stiller water, and to be sheltered 
from the wind, so as to be enabled to hoist up the boat (which was 
towed after the ship), and to lash it on board; and to undergird 
the ship, to keep its timbers together, and to equip it better for 
the storm. Their next care was to lower the sail and bring down 
her spars and rigging. Cp. Kitto, p. 439. 

— Kaavdnv] So A (probably) and G, H; but B has Kavtéa, 
and S. Jerome has Cauden, and this, it seems, is the true read- 
ing. The modern name of the island is Gozzo,—a corruption of 
KAavéos and Gaudus, the name given it by Ptolemy, iii. 7, and 
Mela, ii. 7, and Plin. iv. 20, “ dextra Cretam habenti contra 
Hierapytnam Gaudos.”’ It lies about twenty miles to the South 
of Crete. 

— udris] with difficulty (vv. '7 and 8), because of the high sea, 
and because the boat was probably full of water, and also ‘ be- 
cause the ship must have been rounded with her head to the wind 
and her sails trimmed, so that she had no head-way.’”’ (Smith.) 

— mepixpatets y. T. caps] to get possession of the boat by 
hoisting it with cables thrown round (mepi) it. And yet all 
this was labour lost, because afterwards the boat, which had been 
hoisted on board with difficulty, was allowed to fall off (v. 32). 

17. Bonfelas] stays and braces to keep the ship together. 
(Arist. Rhet. ii. 5.) 

— tro(wyytytes| undergirding by ‘cables passed round the 
hull or frame of the ship,’”—commonly called “ frapping it,”— 
lest, by the straining of her planks and timbers, the vessel should 
leak and founder. (Smith, p. 106. Howson, pp. 373. 405.) 

— Tihv Svptiv] the Lesser Syrtis, or African quick-sand, to the 
s.w. of Crete. Strabo, ii. p. 185. Plin. N. H. v. 4. Soli- 
NUS, XXVil. 

— xardoaytes Td ckedos] The neuter singular oxedos, which 
occurs frequently in N. T. (Luke viii. 16. John xix. 29. Acts 
ix. 15; x. ll. 1 Thess. iv. 4. 1 Pet. iii. 7. Cp. Vorst. de Hebr. 
pp. 29—33), denotes some single object, and as such is dis- 
tinguished from the feminine oxevh, supellex, And oredos, with 
the definite Article, as here, signifies some special object of im- 
portance,—that which might kar’ eéoxhy be called 7d okedos. 

It is most probably the main-yard and sail. Some sail 
would doubtless be necessary to work the vessel on the starboard 
tack, i. e. with the right side to windward, so as to keep her off 
the quick-sand ; but a press of canvas such as would not do any 
harm while they were under the lee of Claudé or Gozzo, would 
be attended with danger in such a tempestuous gale as that which 
had overtaken them; and therefore they might be constrained 
xaArGy, i.e. to lower with ropes (see the use of yaAdy Mark 
li. 4. Lukev. 4. Acts ix. 25; xxvii. 30. 2 Cor. xi. 33), rd 
okevos, the main-yard and its sail. It had doubtless been 
already furled. This is nearly the interpretation of the ancient 
Expositors (Chrys. interprets it ra foria, al. 7d iotiov, The 
Syriac renders it velwm, and Bede ‘laxantes antennas.’ Vaulg. 
has ‘submisso vase’); and it is confirmed by a passage of Seneca 
(Ep. 77): ‘‘Quoties ventus increbuit, majorque est quam ex- 
pedit, antenna submittitur (i.e. xaAGTat); minds habet virium 
flatus ex humili.”’ 


ACTS XXVII. 19—29. 
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Job 2. 4. 


onah 1. 5. 
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f ver. 10, 13. 


g Job 22. 29. 
Psa Ul2i7s 

2 Cor. 4. 8, 9. 
h ch. 23. 11. 
Heb. 1. 14. 
i Deut. 32.9 
Ps. 135. 4. 
Isa. 44. 5. 
Mal. 3. 17. 
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Técapev, Ek TOvpVNS plibavTEs ayKUpas TéEcTapas, NUXOVTO Huepay yevér Cau 


18. éxBoarny] they were casting out the freight, to lighten 
the ship while it was tossed by the storm. See LXX, Jonah i. 5, 
epoPBhencay of vavtixol, kal €xBoAhv émothoavTo Tay okEevav 
Tav éy TH TAolw eis Thy OdAaTGaY, TOD KovgiTORVat ar 
avt@v. They lost their freight, as St. Paul had prophesied v. 10; 
but, as S. Aug. says (in Ps. 132), ‘‘ Paulus in corde ferebat 
patrimonium fidei suze, quod nullis fiuctibus, nullis tempestatibus 
potuit auferri.”” He had learnt ‘opus esse mercibus que cum 
naufrago enatent.”’ 

On the éxBoa} resorted to in a storm, see Blomf. Adschy]l. 
S. c. T. 755, mpdmpuuva 8 exBodrdy pépev avdpov arpnoray 
dABos tyay maxvvOels. 

19. tiv crevhy] the furniture of the ship,—beds, tables; 
perhaps also the tackle, rigging, yards, and spars. 
— épuav] So A, B, C.—Elz. épptbayer. 

20. emipawdvtwy] appearing, shining upon. 
x. 9, “ Nec sidus atra nocte amicum appareat.”’ 

— Tepinpeiro] every hope was being taken away, as it were, 
cut away all around: a happy expression describing the taking 
away of one hope after another; ‘‘ omnis spes circumcidebatur, 
amputabatur.”’ See Wetst. 

21. aoirias] Anxiety and fear had taken away all appetite for 
food, and had produced nausea and disgust for it. Perhaps the 
‘cabuse’ for cooking victuals had been washed overboard ; and it 
would not be easy to light a fire for the purpose in the storm. 

— orabels 6 Madaros éy péow] Paul standing up in the midst. 
The storm, by God’s permission, was raised by the Prince of the 
Power of the Air (Eph. ii. 2) against the ship that was carrying the 
Gospel to Rome; and, humanly speaking, it would have over- 
whelmed it (v. 20). But it was made subservient by God’s Pro- 
vidence to display the courage of the Apostle, and the power of 
divine grace, which enabled him to remain firm and intrepid in the 
tempest, and to stand up in the midst, and inspire others with hope. 

The Ship may be compared to the Church, tossed by storms, 
in her course over the waters of this world. These tempests try 
the faith, and patience, and courage, of all who, like St. Paul, are 
strong in grace, and suffer for Christ. They serve to exercise and 
to prove them, and to manifest the work of the Holy Spirit in 
their hearts. Perhaps the most effective Sermon that St. Paul 
ever preached was in this storm. Its power will never cease to be 
felt by those who read the record of it here. And it may serve to 
fill the heart of every devout reader with comfort and trust, that 
every tempest of Persecution which is excited by Satan against 
the Ship of the Church, will be made eventually conducive to the 
furtherance of the Gospel, and to the eternal welfare and happi- 
ness of God’s faithful servants, and to the greater manifestation 
of His Love, Power, and Glory. 

— xepdqou] to gain this violence and loss. Onoavpl(es dpynv, 
Rom. ii. 5. So Kkepdatvery kad, edpey dAcOpov. Bentley on 
Phalaris, pp. 255, 256. Plin. N. H. vii. 40, “lucrifecit injuriam.” 
There is a gentle irony in the expression. Ye exposed yourselves 
to danger,—against good advice,—for the sake of gaining wealth 
by your merchandise; and you have gained nothing but Joss. 
Here again the Authorized Version has been censured without 
reason by some. 


Horat. Epod. | 


23. rod @cod] Elz. places &yyedos before Tov cod, but A, B, 
C place &yyedos after Aatpevw. And this appears to be the 
better reading. In speaking to Gentiles who had no notion of 
the ministry of Angels, it is not probable that St. Paul would 
have used the word Angel otherwise than subsequently and sub- 
ordinately to God. 

27. diapepowévav juey] It cannot, therefore, be assumed (as 
has been done), that the Wind continued alway the same.—®d.c- 
épecGa: means ‘ to be carried in different directions.’ See xiii. 49, 
and Wetst. 

— Adpla] *Idvi0v réAayos, 6 viv’ Adpias, Hesych. So Strabo, 
il. p. 185, and other passages quoted by Wetstein, p. 644, showing 
that writers contemporary with St. Luke apply the term Adria 
and Adriatic to that part of the Mediterranean which lies between 
Greece and Sicily, i. e. the Zonian Sea; and distinguish between 
Adria and the Adriatic Gulf, or Gulf of Venice. (Ignat. Mart. 5.) 

Compare the account given by Josephus (Vit. 3), of his own 
dangerous voyage to Rome, Barricbévros Tov mAolov KaT& mécou 
tov “Adplay, and of his safe arrival at Puteoli, after the ship in 
which he was, containing 600 souls, had been lost, and eighty of 
them were taken on board by a vessel from Cyrene, in Africa, 
going to Italy. 

— mpoodyew adtots xépay} that some land was drawing near 
us. St. Luke speaks here and elsewhere in the language of 
sailors. See xxi. 3, and Wetst. and Kuin. here. Cp. Val. Flacc. 
ii. 8, ‘jam longa recessit Sepias.” Virg. Ain. iii. 72, “‘ Prove- 
himur portu, terreeque urbesque recedunt.” Ovid, Met. vi. 513, 
‘“‘ Admotumque fretum remis, tellusque repulsa est.”” Cic. Quest. 
Acad, iv. 25, ‘‘videsne navem illam? stare nobis videtur: at 
iis, qui in navi sunt, moveri hee villa.”? Achill. Tat. ii. 32, yay 
yap éwpGpyev ard Tis vnds Kate wiKpoy avaxwpodoay, as ad’Thy 
mA€ovoay. 

28. BoAlcavres] having sounded, with the Boas, or plumb-line, 
let down from the foreship. 

— dpyuids] fathoms: properly the measure from the end of 
one arm outstretched (#peyvia) to the extremity of the other, to- 
gether with the breast (Htymol., Hesych.), and reckoned as equal 
to three mnxels or cubits. Bustath. 

29. ee mptuyns pibavtes ayntpas tTécoapas] They cast four 
anchors from the stern; a circumstance which has perplexed 
modern critics and sailors; but has been successfully explained 
by reference to the structure of Ancient Ships. They were alike 
at both ends, and had only paddle-rudders (amddAra, v. 40), one 
on either quarter, which could be triced up, and had hawseholes 
at the stern. 

Besides, the ship in which St. Paul was, was not running, 
but hove to, when she anchored; and the design was to cut the 
cables (v. 40), and run the ship on the beach at daylight. (Smith, 
pp- 200, 201.) 

In anchoring by the stern the paddle-rudders were lifted out 
of the water, and lashed together tightly by their Cevxrnplau 
(v. 40), and the rudder-ports or rudder-cases served for hawse- 
boles to the anchors. In the battle of Copenhagen the English 
ships of war were anchored by the stern ; and Lord Nelson stated 
after the battle, that he had been led to adopt this measure «in 
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ACTS XXVIII. 30—40. 
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35 ™ Kimav S€ ratra, Kal \aBwv dpror, ebxapiornoe TO 


36 EvOupou dé yevdevou 
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) 4 lal , \\ 3 
elwy eis THY Oddacoay, aya avevtes Tas CevKTypias TOV mnoahiwv, Kal €m- 


consequence of having just been reading this chapter of the 
Acts of the Apostles: see Howson. 

30. dyxtpas éxrelyew] under pretence that, being in the boat, 
into which they would take anchors and their cables, they would 
stretch them forth (éxretvev) or “lay them out’ from the fore- 
ship, so as to steady the ship pitching in the sea. 

This pretext, which seems to have deceived the centurion, 
a landsman, was seen through by St. Paul, who warned the cen- 
turion, that unless the sailors remained on board to work the ship, 
and thrust her in shore, the passengers would be lost. A remark- 
able proof of the Apostle’s superiority, even as regards human 
wisdom and forethought. 

82. elacay aithy exmercty] A striking proof of St. Paul’s power 
over the minds of the Roman soldiers. The first portion of the 
Voyage had been characterized by opposition to his advice (v. 11) ; 
the latter is distinguished by compliance with it. 

Such, in brief, is the History, past and future, of the Gospel 
of Christ. 

33. jetaAaBetvy] So A, B, C.—Elz. mpocdAaBeiv. 

84. amodetra:] So A, B, C, and many Cursives and Versions. 
—Elz. receira. 

35. edxaptornce] he gave thanks, as if what God had pro- 
mised (v. 24) had been already fulfilled. Observe his faith in 
the storm—-and see its effects on others (vv. 36, 37). 

The words AaBay &prov, cedxaploTnce, Kal KAdoas, Compared 
with Luke xxii. 19, 20, and 1 Cor. xi. 23, are remarkable, and 
suggest that this act may have been connected with a celebration 
of the Holy Eucharist. 

37. Hucba—eé] we were all the souls in the ship, to the num- 
ber of two hundred and seventy-six. See above, v. 6. 

38. Tov citoy| the corn—with which it was laden; for it was 
a corn-ship; part of its freight had been cast out before (v. 18). 
On the form of the word see Winer, p. 60. 

The wheat was cast into the sea, in order to lighten the ship, 
that she might be worked more easily and thrust in to the beach. 

39. aiyiaddv] a beach,—without rocks. 

40. ras ayKxvpas mepieAdvTes] having cut the cables of the four 
anchors, by which the ship had been held during the night; and 
thus abandoned them to the sea, in which they were left. The 
sense of repreAdytes is clear from mepinpetro (v. 20). 

St. Luke’s design in this narrative appears to be to show, 
that all human aids or appliances were of no use in the storm, 
and were discarded as such even by the crew. The reader will 
observe the climax in the enumeration of their successive acts of 
abandonment,— 

(1) They cast overboard some of the freight (v. 18). 

(2) They cast overboard with their own hands the furniture 
(ckevyyv) of the ship (v. 19). 

(3) They cut off the doat, in which many of them had in- 
tended to escape (vv. 30. 32). 

(4) They cast the corn out of the ship into the sea (v. 2, 

(5) They abandoned their anchors to the sea. 

We hear nothing more of the cuvBepyhrns and PeeeNaies: 
who had opposed St. Paul (v. 11). He alone stands forth un- 

moved in the storm (v. 21). The crew discarded as useless their 


ordinary helps; and “all hope that they should be saved had been 
taken away ”’ (v. 20). 

But they had St. Paul and his Mission on board ; and they all 
came safe toland. ‘ Noli timere, Czesaris fortunas vehis,” was the 
saying of Julius Cesar to the panic-struck mariner in the Adriatic ; 
“« Nolite timere, Carist1 Evangelium vehitis,” was that of St. Paul. 

— dua avévres Tas CeveTnplas Tay mydardtwy] at the same 
time loosening the bands of the rudders. 

The ship was not steered, as modern vessels are, by one rudder 
moving on hinges at the stern, but by two mnddAia (from m7jda, 
oars; see the Editor’s note on Theocritus xxi. 10), whence the 
English paddle, one on either quarter of the stern. This pair of 
mnddAia, SO arranged, may be seen represented in ancient coins, 
pictures, and other monuments, in Smith, pp. 183. 193, 194. 198, 
199. Cp. Heliodor. 5, p. 241, rév 5¢ ry dadrlwv Odtepor amo- 
Badévres. Lucian, Toxari, p. 51, rod oxdgous H5n eee éxkpe- 
MavyvmEevoL TAY mn dart vy, and Navig. 5, tom. ili. p. 252, 
avOpwmioKos AemTh Kdwakt TH TWNHOdALA eee Ailian, 
H. V. ix. 40, or Kapxndéviot dbo KvBepyhras | elojryov eis THY 
vaby, &romov A€yovTes elvat, Sv0 pey wnddAra exew x.7.A., and 
Wetst. here. 

When the vessel was anchored by the stern, as this had been 
(v. 29), these two mnddAra were lifted out of the water, and were 
lashed together by the (edyAa:, which seem to have bound them 
together habitually, thence called here af (evxtnolou, the rudder- 
bands; and were capable of being tightened or loosened, as’ need 
required. Cp. Eurip. Helen, 1536, mnddaid re Cebyaciet Topa- 
Ka0lero, i. e. the rudder-paddles were let down at the sides of the 
ship (wapaxa6lero) by bands (¢edyAat). 

These (evernpia, by which the mnddAia had been lifted up 
out of the water and braced tightly together, were now loosened 
(avé@noav), so that the mndddca descended into the water, and 
were ready for use to steer the ship on to the beach. 

All these expedients were resorted to, in order to thrust the 
ship as far on shore as possible. 

The ancient Christian Fathers seem to have found special 
delight in comparing the Church to a ship ; and the reader may 
not be displeased with the insertion in this place of the following 
eloquent passage from S. Hippolytus, Bishop of Portus, near 
Rome (de Antichristo, § 9), which illustrates what has been said 
concerning the two rudders, and also throws some light on other 
portions of St. Luke’s narrative; where, in many respects, the 
Alexandrine Vessel carrying St. Paul, and tossed by violent 
storms, presents a lively picture of the | Christian Church: 

Odracod eorw 6 Kéopos, ev oh "ExkAnota, és vais év 
mehd-yet, Xen Cer at Mev, GAN od« GrdrAAvTaL" exer pev yap Me? 
éauTas Tov eumrepoy KuBep VHTNY XPIZTON, pépet dé ey pécw 
kal 7d Tpomatoy KatT& Tod Oavdrov ws Tw (read ws iordy, 

i. e. like a mast) oTaupoy Tod Kupiov Baora(ovca éotl yap 
avTns mpaipa bey 7 avar orn, mpduva dé h dtots, Tb SE KotAov je- 
onuBpia’ otakes dé af dbo Arabjxau (the two Testaments are her 
two mnddrra, by which she steers her course). 2xowla de TepiTe- 
Tapévea hy aydan TOD Xpicrod oplyyovca Thy *ExrAnolay (here is 
a reference to the use of cables for girding the ship and bracing 
its timbers together; cp. above, v. 17) mAotoy d& 8 pepe (the 


ACTS XXVII. 41—44. 


167 


~ “) if - 
apavTes TOV apTeLwva Th Tveovay KATELYOV Els TOV alyva)or. 41 ° Tlepumea ovres © 2 Cor. 11. 25. 


N > , , > , XN cule \ e \ A > , 
Se els témov Si0ddaccov éemuKetav THY vadyy Kal 1) MEV TP@PA EpEetcaca 
CEES lal , an , 9 a 
ewewev aoddevtos, 4 Sé mpvuva éMvero vad THs Bias Tov Kuypdtwv. “” Tov 
A gy iZ > id va 3 
d€ OTpATLWTOV Bovdr eyévero, iva Tovs SETPOTAS ATOKTELVUTL, [LH TUS EKKOUPL- 
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Siac wPhvar emt THY yHv. 


oxdpn, or boat; cp. above, vv. 16. 30. 32) wel Eavtis Td AovTpdy 
Ths madryyevertas, avaveotons Tovs mioTevovtas (probably the 
font of baptism is compared to the boat, as conveying and admit- 
ting the crew and passengers into the ship). “Odev d¢ tadTa Aapmpa,, 
maperT as Tvedua, Td am odpavayv, SV ob opparyiCovrat ot mor ed- 
ovtes TG Och’ mapémoytat 5é aitH wykvpat cLdypal, adrad Tov 
Xpicrod Gayla: évrodal, Suvaral (i. e. powerful and stedfast) os 
olSnpos* exer St kad vabras detiods kad edwvipous aylous ayyéAous 
mapéSpous, 8¢ Gy Gel kparetra: Kad opoupetra 7 “ExkAnota. 
KAiwaé ev adri, eis tos dvdyouca em) Td Képas, eikdy onuelov 
md0ovs Xpicrov, EAkovoea Tovs TioTOoUs cis dvaBaow odpavay, i.e. 
the ship’s ladder which conveys aloft to the summit of (the mast), 
is an image or resemblance of the sign of the Passion of Christ 
(i. e. of the Holy Eucharist), which draws the faithful up to the 
ascent of heaven. 

S. Hippolytus goes on to say, ¥npapo) d¢ em) rd Képas ep” 
BWAod aivo’pmevor Tdkis TpopyTaY, wapTUpwy TE, Kad amooTbAwY 
eis BaciAclay Xpiorod avaravonevwy. Here, instead of ynpapol 
aivotmevor, we may read Yipapa aiwpotmeva. Vpapa are 
the Latin suppara, Senec. Ep. 77, in Medea, 325. Lucan, v. 
429, “Summa suppara velorum;” or, as Tertullian calls them 
(Apol. 16, ad Nation. 12), siphara (Wqpapa), i.e. top-sails (cp. 
Smith, pp. 152. 195). And S. Hippolytus means that the topsails, 
which are raised aloft to the summit of the mast, and are set 
there, remind him of the order of Prophets, and Martyrs, and 
Apostles glorified, and resting in bliss, in the kingdom of Christ. 

A similar comparison of the Church to a Ship may be seen 
in a treatise in Montfaucon’s S. Chrysostom, vi. tom. vi. p. cv: 
“ Quamvis infestatione Inimici Ecclesia ab seeculi tempestatibus 
laboret, quibusvis tentationibus pulsetur, naufragium facere non 
potest, quia Filium Dei habet Gubernatorem : navigat enim fidei 
gubernaculo, felici cursu per hujus seculi mare, habens Deum 
Gubernatorem, Angelos remiges, portans choros omnium sanc- 
torum, erecta in medio ipsa salutari arbore crucis, in qua evan- 
gelice fidei vela suspendens, flante Spiritu Sancto, vehitur ad 
portum Paradisi, et securitatem quietis eterne.” 

The symbol of a Ship, emblematic of the Church, is often 
seen represented on the Christian monuments in the Catacombs 
of Rome; see By. Kip on the Catacombs, p. 114, ed. 1859. 

— Toy apréuwva] So A, B, C, and Caten., p. 405, and so 
Winer.—Elz. has apréuova: it was the ‘small sail’ (Syriac), 
the foresail fixed at the prow on a bowsprit. See Juvenal, xii. 
67, describing a ship in a storm : 


inopi miserabilis arte cucurrit 
Vestibus extensis, et quod superaverat unum 
Velo prora suo,” 


which the old Scholiast explains, ‘‘ Artemone solo velificaverunt.” 
Cp. Isidor. Orig. xix. 3, as emended by Mr. Smith, p. 192, 
“ Dolon est minimum velum, et ad proram defixum Artemo diri- 
gendz potitis navis causa commendatum (commendatur?) quam 
celeritate,’’ or, as Bede says here, ‘‘ Artemon est modicum velum, 
dirigende,” &c., as in Isidore. Hence the Roman Lawyers said 


1 The following is from the Sailing Directory, 1834 :— 
Sr, Pauy’s Bay.—This is divided from Melheha Bay by the 
_ Peninsula of Salmona, on the hilly part of which stands a syuare 
building, commonly called the Satmona Palace; and at the extremity 
of this peninsula is a low and irregularly-formed island, named Sal- 
mona Island, already noticed; this constitutes the northern part of 
St. Paul's Bay. There are a few rocks at its eastern point, extending 
outward nearly half a cable’s length ; and at the distance of a cable’s 
length you will have clear ground, with from ten to fourteen fathoms. 
The east end of Salmona Island, and the Point of Kauro, are 
distant from each other above one mile, and bear N.W. by W. and 
S.E. by E. (N.W. 3N. and S.E. 38.), the bay running in W.S.W. 
(W.3S.). The depth of water between the sland and the point is 
eighteen fathoms, from whence it lessens to fourteen, ten, eight, and 
at the further end three fathoms, where there are a sandy beach and 
arivulet. About a quarter of a mile to the southward of Salmona 
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(Labeo, Digest. 50, tit. 16, leg. 242), “ Malum navis esse partem, 
Artemonem autem non esse,’’ and cp. Boeckh (Urkunden des 
Attischen Seewesens, p. 140), who calls it the smallest sail. 

They let the vessel drive before the breeze, by a single small 
sail. All these incidents are mentioned with so much minuteness 
by St. Luke, in order to show that ‘vain was the help of man,” 
and that their preservation (and they were all preserved) was due, 
not to any human means, but to God’s goodness alone, especially 
towards His faithful servant and prisoner, St. Paul (see v. 24). 

Doubtless also the Holy Spirit in dictating this beautiful 
narrative, designed to suggest the reflection, that whenever and 
wheresoever it is God’s will that the Gospel shall be preached, no 
storms raised by the Evil One against Christ’s Church can ob- 
struct her course; and that though all human aids fail her, though 
the material vessel is split in fragments, and scattered over the 
waves,—though the earth itself is wrecked and dissolved,—He 
can bring her and hers by a single Artemon to shore. 

41. mepimecdytes] This word does not indicate human contri- 
vance, but a mepimétesa, of Divine Providence. They had selected 
a creek having a beach, into which tlrey desired, if possible, to 
thrust in the ship (v. 39). But this would not have been effected 
unless they had fallen into a témos d:0dAacoos. This may be 
explained from reference to the Chart of St. Paul’s Bay, Malta 
(Smith, 124. Howson, 422), where is the small island Saimo- 
netta, which produces a current that would carry a ship into a 
small cove in the tézo0s 8:6¢Aacoos, which, by its approximation 
to the shore, the island makes between itself and the beach !. 

“The sea rushing into the Bay from the n.x. strikes against 
the outer point of this small island, which causes it to divide and 
meet again at the inner point, in a small Cove, where any Ship- 
Master would run his ship, if in distress.’’ (Cole.) 

— tiv vadv] they thrust-in the vadv. Observe the word vady, 
not mAotov, which had hitherto been the word used throughout 
the narrative ; mAotoy occurs thirteen times in this chapter, and 
the word vats had never been used as yet. 

Indeed, the present is the only place in the New Testament 
where the word vais is found ; 

There is a great force in it here. The vessel had formerly 
been a noble mAotoy for sailing («is Td wActv); but now that it 
has lost its freight, its tackle, its boat, its provisions, its anchors, 
its all—it is reduced to a vais, a hulk, not fit to sail, mAciv, but 
only vety, to swim. 

— nmptuva eddveto| the stern was yoing to pieces, while the 
foreship stuck fast. The word éAveto, was being dissolved, is a 
happy one; the strong solid ship was becoming as loose as the 
liquid element in which it had sailed. So Virg. Ain. x. 303, 
“puppis tua, Tarchon, solvitur;” and Cicero, Attic. xv. 11, 
“« dissolutum navigium.” (Weist.) 

St. Paul had been already in three shipwrecks before this 
(2 Cor. xi. 25). How little, after all, do we know of what the 
great Apostle suffered for Christ! But it is all registered in His 
Book; which will be opened at the Last Day. 

44, mdvras diacw iver} all escaped in safety tv land. Perhaps 


Island is a patch of foul ground, over which the least depths are six 
and a half and seven fathoms. The harbour is open to easterly and 
north-easterly winds; but it isa safe place for small vessels, with good 
holding-ground ; and so long as your cables will hold, your anchors 
will never drag. The best anchorage is abreast of the small cove on 
your starboard side going in, where you will find from six to ten 
fathoms, mud and clay. Small vessels may haul into the cove, and 
lash themselves together in a tier, having an anchor out to the SS. 
Eastward, and no winds can injure them. 

Within Kauwro Point you will see a small tower and battery, 
called the University ; another battery, Elbena, stands three-quarters 
ofa mile further in, and beyond that is St. Paul’s tower. There 
are also three other batteries defending the Points of the Bay, two of 
which are situated near the beach at the bottom of the Bay. From 
Kauro Point the land runs 8.E. by E. (S.E.48.) for five miles, 
towards the Lighthouse of Valetta. 
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some were saved spiritually by the evidence they had scen of 
St. Paul’s prophetic power (see vv. 10. 22. 26), and by being led 
thereby, and by his miracles (xxviii. 9, 10), to listen to the 
Gospel; and thus the Storm in Adria brought them to the hea- 
venly haven of eternal Peace. 


Cua. XXVIII. 1. éréyvwper] we discerned. So A, B, C.— 
Elz. éréyvwoar. 

— Mealryn] Malta. The theories which suppose this to be 
any other than Malta, and particularly to be Melida in the Adriatic 
Gulf, seem to proceed from a misunderstanding of the word 
*Adpia in xxvii. 27, and from other similar misconceptions. See 
Biscoe, p. 67. Smith, Dissertation ii. p. 130. Howson, p. 426. 
Jt is by no means probable that an Alexandrine ship on its way 
toward Rome (v. 11), would be found wintering at an island in 
the Gulf of Venice; but it would be very likely to winter at 
Malta. ‘ 

2. of BepBapor] the barbarians. Rom. i. 14. 1 Cor. xiv. 11. 
People who spoke a strange language, i. e neither Greek nor 


Latin. Ovid, Trist. v. 10 37, “‘ Barbarus hic ego sum, quia non 
intelligor ulli.” The dialect here spoken was probably African or 
Phoenician. (Rosenm., Kuin., Biscoe. Prof. Blunt on Duties 


of Parish Priest, p. 48.) The Greeks called all others, even the 
Romans, BapBdpous. ‘* Barbari antiquitis omnes dicebantur 
exceptis Grecis.”’ (Festus.) ; 

As the Jews called all Gentiles Greeks, so the Romans and 
Greeks called all others barbarous. 

By calling the Maltese BdpBapo:, St. Luke shows that he is 
writing as a Hellenist to Hellenists. 

But here, and v. 10, St. Luke draws silently a contrast be- 
tween the kindness of these so-called barbarians, and the conduct 
of those who despised the rest of the world as barbarous, and yet 
had treated St. Paul in a barbarous manner—the Jews and 
Romans at Cesarea. We hear of no miracle wrought before 
Felix by St. Paul, in his two years’ imprisonment at Ceesarea, or 
before Festus and Agrippa; but he worked many miracles among 
these civilized barbarians, :v. 9. 


— ov thy Tux0dcay| extraordinary. See above, xix. 11. 


— thbavtes mupdv] having kindled a fire; into which the 
viper was afterwards cast; see on v. 4. 

8. ard] So A,B, C, G, H, and Caten. p. 407.—Elz. éx. The 
sense is, the Viper, which was probably then in a torpid state, 
from the cold and damp (v. 2), had been taken up by St. Paul 
in the sticks, which were laid by him on the fire, and was driven 
forth from them (amd rijs G€puns, by the force of the heat), and 


recovered its vitality and passed through them and darted forth 
from them, and seized on his hand. 

4. oi BdpBapoi.—éreyov mpbs GAAHAovs] the barbarians were 
speaking to one another, in their own tongue, neither Greek nor 
Latin (v. 2). This mention of what the barbarians said (viz. that 
St. Paul was a murderer, &c.), and which evidently they zmagined 
would not be understood, is another silent evidence of power, in 
the Apostles and Evangelists, to understand and speak languages 
which they had not learnt, and were not supposed to know ; just 
as they understood what was said in the Lycaonian dialect, and 
spoke it to the people at Lystra. See above, Acts xiv. 11, and 
on ii. 4. 

— 7 dixn| whom Justice suffered not to live: so Soph. Antig. 
544, ove edoe TOITS Y 7H Alkyn. ‘H Alkn is the Latin “ Justitia,” 
an abstraction personified, as Virg. Georg. iii. 474, ‘‘ extrema per 
illos Justitia excedens terris vestigia fecit.’’ 

Rather it was the malice of the Evil One, who had hoped 
that St. Paul would perish in the storm, which he, as Prince of 
the power of the air (Eph. ii. 2), had been permitted by God to 
raise (cp. Job i. 12. 19), that he might defeat his mission to 
Rome. ‘“‘ Vipera fixit, Demonis arma gerens,’’ says Arator (ii. 
1157), and ‘‘ Prado venit,—sed prada jacet.’”? The same God 
who delivered Paul from the sea, saved him from the serpent (see 
Christ’s prophecy, Mark xvi. 18), and enabled him to cast it into 
the fire—a figurative and prophetic emblem of what awaits him 
who is the Old Serpent, the dis dpyatos (Rev. xii. 9; xx. 2), the 
Enemy of the Church, which he endeavours to destroy by the 
storms of Persecution (Rev. xii. 14, 15), and by the venom of 
Heresy ; and whose doom it will be to be cast eis Aluyny 3 updos, 
into the lake of fire, Rev. xx. 10. 

— ovn clacev] suffered not—to live. Observe the aorist, they 
think of him as already dead, and speak of him as such. 

5. amotwatduevos| having shaken off from himself. So A, 
G, H.— Elz. has amotiwdéas. 

6. dv] a god: placed thus emphatically at the end of the 
sentence by A and B.— Elz. has Oedy abrdy elvat. 

7. T@ mpétw] ‘the primus,’ his official title, the mp@ros 
Meditaloy, or Primus Melitensium. See the Inscription in 
Biscoe, p. 67. Cp. Blunt, p. 48. Smith, 148. Howson, 425. 

8. ducevreplw] So A, B, G,H. Cp. Lobeck, Phryn. p. 518. 

— idcato] he healed. A reward for hospitality. 

10. tiuats] with presents, gifts, and offerings (Chrys.). See 
Limes venlize 

ll. Atocxovpors] The two sons of Jove, Castor and Pollux, the 
supposed patrons of sailors in the heathen world (Horat. Carm. i. 
3.2; iv. 8 31. Catull. iv. 27. Ovid, Fast. v. 720. Theocrit. 
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xxii. 1), which were at the prow’s head, and were the insigne, by 
which the ship was known. On the insignia of ships, as distinct 
from their tutela, see Wetst., p. 652. Ruhnken’s Dissertation, 
ed. 1771. Blomfield, Aschyl. 8. c. Theb. 196. 

It is the custom, says the Bishop of Alexandria (S. Cyril, 
in Caten. here), for Alexandrine vessels to have such figures as 
these on the right and left of the prow. 

St. Paul did not scruple to sail in a vessel with heathen 
deities for its insigne; and the Holy Spirit has vouchsafed to 
mention their name, Dioscuri, sons of Zeus, or Jupiter. 

For what reasons ? 

(1) Perhaps to remove such scruples as troubled the mind of 
Tertullian (see his ‘‘ De corona militis ” and ‘‘ De Idololatria ””) 
in ancient times, and of Quakers and some others in modern, and to 
teach the nature of Christian Liberty (viz.), that Christians may 
freely and without sin communicate with idolaters in the common 
concerns of life, such as navigation, commerce, and language, &c. 
(1 Cor. v. 9, 10), although they must at the same time take care 
not to communicate with them in any act of idolatry (1 Cor. x. 
21. 2 Cor. vi. 14—16. Eph. v. il). 

(2) To correct the spirit of self-righteousness which has 
made distinctions and differences in the Church, on the plea of 
conscientious objections to the use of certain words and names 
derived from heathen uses, suck as the days of the week. 

(3) To suggest the reflection, that the Gospel of Christ 
would appropriate and consecrate all things to itself; 

The Gospel is presented to us in this divine history as sailing 
towards Rome in an Egyptian ship, with a heathen sign. S. 
Cyril quotes happily the LXX of Isa. xi. 14, speaking of Chris- 
tian Missions, metacOjcovrat év tAotots GAAODVAwY, they will 
Sly as with wings in the ships of strangers and unbelievers. 

It is worthy of remark, that the ancient enemy of the Church 
of God, Egypt, was made to furnish two of the Ships (Acts xxvii. 
6; xxviii. 11) which conveyed the Apostle of the Gentiles, in his 
way to preach the Gospel to the great Metropolis of the Heathen 
world. The Gospel of the Son of God was carried in a ship with a 
Heathen sign, called from the sons of Jove. It was about to sub- 
due heathen Rome, and to make the Mistress of the world pass 
under the mild yoke of the Cross. It was about to plant the 
Cross of Christ in the centre of the blood-stained Colosseum, to 
erect the statues of Peter and Paul on the summits of its Egyp- 
tian obelisks, and to convert the Pantheon of Agrippa into a 
Christian Church. 

Here is a striking prophecy and pledge of the future subjec- 
tion of all earthly powers and opposing forces beneath the feet of 
Christ ; and of the future manifestation of His Omnipotence in 
making them all subsidiary and subservient to the triumph of His 
Gospel. 

18. mepteAOdvres] not by a straight course, but tacking; the 
wind not being favourable, for it is added, that after one day, the 
south wind (which was favourable) sprung up abaft (émeyévero), 
and so on the second day they arrived at Puteoli—a distance of 
182 miles from Rhegium. On the rate of sailing of ancient ships, 
see Smith, p. 209, who understands Sevrepaio: as equivalent to 
Th kis Huepa. 

— Moridaovs] Puteoli, 150 miles from Rome, now Pozzuoli, 
on the Bay of Naples, an éeumdpiov uéeyirrov, Strabo, v. p. 376; 
especially for Alexandrine Corn-ships. (Seneca, Epist. 77.) 
Sometimes called a ‘Second Delos’ on account of its commerce. 
Its earliest name was Diczarchia. 

There is an interesting fact, recorded in connexion with 
Puteoli, inthe Martyrdom of 8. Ignatius, the disciple of St. John 
(p. 568). When he was going to his martyrdom at Rome, he 
was brought to Puteoli, and he wished to /and there, in order that 
he might follow the steps of St. Paul (kar txvos BadlCew OéAwy 
Tov GmoordAov TavAov); an incident confirming the genuineness 
and authenticity of the Acts, and perhaps, also, showing its in- 
fluence in primitive times. 

Vou. I.—Parr II. 


14. jyuépas éxrd] seven days. In order, probably, to spend a 
Lord’s-Day with them. See above, on xxi. 27. 

— obrws cis Thy ‘Péunv H.] and thus to Rome we came. Anin- 
teresting and picturesque description of the route from Puteoli to 
Rome, may be seen in Howson, ii. 437—447. See also Sir W. 
Gell’s Work on Rome and its Vicinity, 2 vols., Lond. 1834, and 
Nibby’s Contorni di Roma, 2 vols., Roma, 1819. 

15. of ddeApol—eéHAOov] the brethren came out to meet us— 
especially to meet Paul, from whom they had received an Epistle 
(that to the Romans) more than three years before. 

— Arriov pdpov kal Tpiay taBepvav] “ Appit Forum,” a 
station marked in the Roman Itineraries as about thirty-three 
miles from Rome ; the ‘‘ Tres Taberne”’ twenty-three miles from 
Rome. See Sir W. Geil, art. ‘“ Via Appia,” i. p. 153. 

The former, Appii Forum, reminds the reader that they 
were on the “ Appian Way.” Another suggestion, therefore, is 
here offered of the same truth as that stated above (v. 11). 

These were two itinerary stations on the great Via Appia, 
the “ Regina Viarum,”’ the Queen of Roads (Cic. ad Att. ii. 10. 
Hor, Serm. i. 5. 3), on which Rome sent her armies through 
the Southern and Eastern regions of the world; 

The conquests of the third monarchy (that of Alewander the 
Great, see Dan. ii. 39; vii. 6; viii. 8.21) had provided a com- 
mon language for the Gospel—Greek ; 

Alexandria, the great commercial capital of Egypt, and 
named from the great Conqueror himself, had provided two Ships 
to convey the Apostle of the Gentiles toward Rome, the Capital 
of the world; 

The fourth great monarchy, the Roman, had made great 
military Roads in Europe and in part of Asia for her own 
conquests, as she thought; but in God’s good purposes they 
became Highways for the Gospel of Christ. She had stratified 
Europe. He evangelized it. 

It is interesting to trace the progress of the Apostle on those 
great Roads of the Roman Empire, e. g. on the Via Egnatia, by 
which he had been brought into Greece, and now on the Via 
Appia, by which he enters Rome. 

The journeys of the Apostles and Apostolic Missionaries 
could not have been effected, had it not been for the engineering 
energy of heathen Rome, whom God employed as a keAevOoro1ds 
for Christ. The Military Roads of her Legions were paths for 
the Prince of Peace. 

The World may see similar results, in future conquests of the 
Gospel under God’s Allwise and Almighty Providence, by means 
of Railroads and of Steam. India is opening her arms. The 
great lines of her Railways are doing the Missionary work of the 
Baptist, the forerunner and herald of Christ (Isa. xl. 4). And as 
the Ship bearing a heathen sign (‘‘ Castor and Pollux’’) carried 
the Apostle of Christ to Italy, and the Basilicas and Temples at 
Rome have become Christian Churches, so the time may come 
when some of the magnificent Temples of India may be changed 
into Christian Cathedrals. Cp. Introduction, above, pp. 8—10. 

16. otpatoreddpxn] to the captain of the pretorian guard, 
the body-guard of the Emperor: probably Burrhus, if St. Paul 
arrived at Rome (as is most probable) in the spring of a.p. 61. 
In the spring of 4.p. 62, Burrhus died. Tacit. Ann. xiv. 51, 52. 
Dio, 62,13. Sueton. Ner. 35. Wéeseler (p. 86), following Bp. 
Pearson (p. 389), infers that the words 6 orparomeddpxyns inti- 
mate that there was only one Commander of the Praetorian Guard, 
or Imperial Household Troops, and that therefore St. Paul must 
have arrived before the Death of Burrhus, i. e. before the spring of 
A.D. 62, after which there were two otpatomeddpxa: (Tacit. Ann. 
xiv. 5L). The conclusion is probably true ; but 6 orpatomeddpxns 
might (as Meyer observes, pp. 18. 465) be used to indicate the 
Officer then on duty at the Palace. 

It was a providential circumstance that prisoners, who were 
sent on appeals to Rome, were consigned to the custody of the 
Chief of the Imperial Guard. See Joseph. Ant. xviii. 6. 6. Plin. 
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Ezek. 3. 6, 7. 
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Ep. x. 65. Thus St. Paul’s bonds were made manifest in Christ 
in the whole Pretorium, or Palace of Nero (Phil. i. 13), and the 
Gospel was brought home to the hearts of those of Czsar’s house- 
hold (Phil. iv. 22). 

It is probable, that the mpa:tépiov, of which the orparomed- 
dpxns had the command, was the Palace of the Emperor himself 
on the Palatine Hill, on the south of the Roman Forum, in the 
heart of Rome. See note below on Phil. i. 13. 

On the probability of St. Paul’s communication through 
Burrhus with Seneca and others, see Hieron. Scrip. Eccl. 12. 
Dr. Burton, Lectures, pp. 261—267. Fabric. Cod. Apocr. p. 880. 
Bibl. Lat. ii. 121. Gieseler, § 26. 

St. Luke’s account of the treatment which St. Paul received 
at Rome, is illustrated by the narrative of Josephus (Antiq. xviii. 
6. 7), concerning the detention of Agrippa I. in the same city, 
under Tiberius, edpicxeto atTG mapa Tov Mdkpwvos (the successor 
of Sejanus) otpatiwray te weTtplwy daydpdv, of mapapvadteray 
avtoy év ppoyticw, kal ExaTovTapxov ehecTtnoomevov Te exel- 
vows kal suv d5éT ov evouévov, AovTpa Te Kal? Nuepay cvyxapetobat, 
Kal dmedev0epwy kal PlrAwy eiaddovs, Thy Te BAAHY pacTdyny 
TG cduate yevar tv cioerdy Te mpds adtdy pidros te SlAas 
K.T.A. 

— otpatiérn] the soldier, to whom he was chained. 

19. jvaykdcOny] I was constrained to appeal to Czesar,—an 
answer to the objections of the Jews, that, in a question of 
Religion, he had appealed from the Spiritual Court, that of the 
Sanhedrim at Jerusalem, to a temporal and heathen Power, and 
had so been guilty of profane and sacrilegious outrage against 
their national Faith, and against Jehovah Himself. St. Paul says 
that he did not act thus voluntarily, but was compelled to take 
this step by the Jews themselves. 

We may observe here again the wonderful operation of 
Divine Providence in overruling the machinations of the enemies 
of the Gospel into means for its furtherance ; 

The Jews arrested and would have killed Paul. By their 
iniquitous and treacherous manceuvres against him, they showed 
even to the Chief Captain that he could have no hope of justice 
from them. He was therefore sent by night to Cesarea (xxiil. 
23). Festus proposed that after two years’ imprisonment he 
should go up again to be judged at Jerusalem (xxv. 9). But the 
Jews had shown their inveterate malice by another conspiracy to 
slay him by the way (xxv. 3). In a word, St. Paul was compedled 
by the Jews themselves to appeal for justice from the Spiritual 
Court at Jerusalem to the tribunal of Nero at Rome. 


an X \ lal A > Vy 

matépas nuav "© “héyov, IopevOnrs mpos Tov adv TOvTOY Kal EtTor, 
A an \ U4 N > 
"Akon akovoete, Kal ov py ovvyte Kat Brémovtes BrEpete, Kat ov 
NX y¥ tee , A e OL lal lal 2 . Loy 
pn tonte. %’EraxvvOn yap 7 Kapdta tov Aaov TOVTOV, Kal TOLS 
b) Ny , y+ \ X\ ey \ =) la > i , 
@ot Bapéws nKeovoay, Kat Tos dhd0ahpovs avTav Exappvoar py- 


A striking proof of the corrupt state of the spiritualty. No 
wonder that its Candlestick was removed. The Candlestick of 
the Temple is now seen engraved among the spoils of Jerusalem 
on the triumphal Arch of Titus, which stands near the site of the 
Imperial Palace at Rome, where ®t. Paul was confined. 

That conduct of the Jews was foreseen by God, and was 
made instrumental by Him for the propagation of Christianity, 
and for the transfer of its Mission from the centre of Judaism to 
the Metropolis of the Heathen World. Thus the malice of the 
Jews recoiled against themselves, and was used as an instrument 
for the glory of Christ. 


21. nets ote ypdupara] we neither received letters concern- 
ing thee from Jerusalem. This statement of non-communication 
between the Jews of Jerusalem and Rome is remarkable, and 
has been used by some in modern times as an argument against 
the veracity of this History. But it must be remembered that 
St. Paul did not appeal to Cesar till near the end of his confine- 
ment at Cesarea. Festus, the successor of Felix, had wished to 
decide the Cause at Jerusalem (xxv. 9); and it was doubtless a 
surprise both to him and to the Jews to hear St. Paul say, 
“‘T appeal unto Cesar’? (xxv. 11). 

Before St. Paul had made this appeal, the Jews of Jerusalem 
had no reason for writing to those at Rome concerning him; for 
they had no ground for supposing that he would go there. And 
after appeal had been made, it does not seem that they had any 
opportunities of sending communications to Rome, on account of 
the expiration of the season for navigation to Italy. Nor indeed 
would they have been very anxious to write concerning him after 
the declaration of the Jewish king Agrippa acknowledging his in- 
nocence, and that he might have been set at liberty if he had not 
appealed to Ceesar (xxvi. 32). 

22. mavtaxod avTiAéyeTat] is every where spoken against. 
A fulfilment of Simeon’s words, Luke ii. 34, onuetov avrireyd- 
mevov. The Jews are specially described as a Aads avTiAéyov. 
See Rom. x. 21. Isa. Ixv. 2, in LXX. Acts xiii. 45; xxviii. 19. 


25. pijua ev] one word, after so many disputations; one, and 
that from their own Scriptures; showing that their incredulity was 
foreseen and foretold by God, and that the rejection of the Gospel 
by the Jews is therefore no argument against it, but rather an 
evidence of its truth. 

— tovds watépas judy] our fathers. 
as his own. 

26, 27.] See Matt. xiii. 14, 15. 


He claims their fathers 


= 


ACTS XXVUI. 28—31. 


171 


¥ A 3 aA X A 3 ‘ > (2 \ A 
Tote tOwar Tots 6POahpols, Kal Tots @oW adkovowol, Kal TH Kap- 
8 A XN 9 , \ 97 9 , 98 v T Q 5 i le ZG 
\@ TVVATL KAL ETLOTPEWWOL, Kal LATMPaL aUTOUS. VOOTOV OUD ¥ ch. 15. 46. 


¥ eon 9 ay p) , N , a A, 
€OTWM UL, OTL TOLS eOverw aTETTAAN TO OWTYPLOVY TOV Ocov 


18. 6. 


* J A \S 
* adrot rat bk se # 


& 26. 17, 18. 


> , 29 Kat a“ > Ae 9 We LT HAO iI Sat Ay + 
QAKOUVOOVTAOL. Ql TAVUTA AUTOV ELTFOVTOS, ary OV Ol OVOQLOL, TOAANV EXOVTES Matt. 21. 41. 


ev Eautols ovdntnow. 


Rom. 11. 11. 


¥ 
30 "Epewe Sé Suetiav odnv év dio picbdpati, Kal amedéxeto mdvtas Tos 


> , aN 3S 3) y , AY \ , a a) an 
ELO TT OPEVOLLEVOUS TPOs auTor, KY/PVvaa@v TY Baou €LaV TOU €0U, 


‘\ 
KQL y ch. 4. 31. 
Eph. 6. 19. 


Ouoa x \ “ , > la) a \ , a ¢€ , 
wacKav Ta Tept Tov Kvupiov Inoov Xpictrov peta Macys Tappyno.as 


. , 
aKwWAUTWS. 


28. ywordy oby €oTw Suiv, Bri Trois ZOveriv ameordAn Td 
gwThpiov Tov Oeod}| Be it therefore known to you, that to the 
Gentiles was sent the salvation of God. St. Paul never disguised 
from the Jews his design of going to the Gentiles. As Bengel 
observes,—On the rejection of the Gospel by the Jews, he de- 
clared that intention to them at Antioch, xiii. 46; at Corinth, 
xviii. 6; and now, for the third time, he declares it at Rome. 
Thus he gave them a triple warning ; in Asia, in Greece, in Italy ; 
see Tit. iii. 10. 

29. kal—ov(jtnow] Not in A, B, E, and some Cursives and 
Versions. 

80. dveriay dAnv] two whole years in St. Paul’s life without 
any incident mentioned by St. Luke ; 

This silence is an impressive proof that the arrival of the 
great Apostle at Rome, the great capital of the world, is the 
culminating point of the history. ‘‘ Paulus Rome, apex Evan- 
gelii.”’ Bengel. 

As Chrys. observes, St. Paul had suffered shipwreck, but by 
that shipwreck he was made more illustrious. And now, like 
some noble Conqueror who has gained a great naval victory, he 
enters the royal City of Rome, the Capital of the world. 

The rest may be inferred from what had been already said 
and done by the Divine Head of the Church, in guiding and pre- 
serving him till he set foot in safety in that City; and from the 
words of comfort and joy with which the book concludes. 

It is to be regretted, that through want of attention to such 
considerations as these, this divine Book has been disparaged by 
some as a fragmentary narrative. Like all other works of the 


Holy Ghost, it is a well-ordered and harmonious whole. It 
designs what was best to be done for a history of the Apostolic 
Church, and it performs fully what it designs. On this topic, see 
above, Introduction prefixed to this Book, pp. 6. 19, 20. 

On the remainder of the Apostle’s History, see Euseb. H. E. 
ii. 22—25; and below, the Introduction to St. Paul’s Epistles to 
Timothy in Part III. pp. 416—424. 

— ev idly picOdpati] in his own hired lodging. The pic@wua 
was the meritorium or conductum of the Romans. A lodging- 
house at Rome was divided into cewnacula, each of which was let 
out for hire. See Wetst. p. 656. 

81. dxwAvtws] without hindrance. The Acts of the Apostles 
is a record of trouble and suffering, like all other Books of the 
New Testament, and is also like them in this, that it ends happily. 
See particularly the end of St. Luke’s Gospel (xxiv. 50 —53). 

There is something musical in the cadence of the word axw- 
Avrws, reserved for the end of this Book. The word commences 
with a short syllable, followed by three long ones, a first Epitrite, 
the termination of a Scazon, happily adapted to express repose 
after labour; as may be seen in the beautiful lines of Catullus, 
describing his return home, ‘“‘ Peninsularnm,’’ &c. Carm. xxix., 
especially vv. 6—10. This cadence is expressive of steadiness, 
firmness, and stability; of motion succeeded by rest; of action 
consummated and settled in repose. Compare the word éexoiun6n, 
a word of like quantity, closing the history of St. Stephen’s 
martyrdom (Acts vii. 60). 

An emblem of the History of the Church of Christ, and of 
the life of every true believer in Him. 


END OF PART II. 


GILBERT AND RIVINGTON, PRINTERS, ST, JOHN’S SQUARE, LONDON. 
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